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HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


FOURTH  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  May  3,  1842. 

XunTTM.]    BxLLi.    PmMc.— S*'    Parish  Property. 
BepurUd, — Soap   Dutiei    Drawback;    Timba:   Shipat 


lViMlr<— I*-  Goiport  Pfert  Duke  of  Aigyle^  Estate. 
9*  Boltan  and  Weit  Houghton  Road;  London  and 
Bteckwall  Railway;  Great  North  of  England  (Clarence 
and  Hartlepool)  Railway;  New  Croa  Roads ;  Granton 
PiB(No.S)t  Northern  Coal  Mining  Company;  Charter- 
honsc  Eitaie ;  SaundenfooC  Harbour. 
Befoned, —  (spectaDy)  Sheffield,  Ashton-under-Lyne,  and 
Railway;  BucUand  Inckisure;  Weston- 
Iinpsovement ;  Glasgow  and  Redbum  Bridge 
Road;  Glaagnw,  Paisley,  Kilmamodc,  and  Ayr  Railway. 
^  and  passed;— Bates's  Naturaliaation ;  Bolton  and 
PnslOD  Railway. 
ParmoiiB  PnaaaiiTco.  By  the  Earl  of  Winehilsea,  fh>m 
Long  Mdfbidf  and  Ramigate,  against  any  ftirther  Grant 
to  Maynooth  Colkge.— By  Viscount  Lorton,  ftom  Ros- 
eooaBOD,  agaiost  any  AlteratioD  in  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Importation  of  Foreign  Cattle,  and  Salted  Prori- 
siooB.—  By  a  noble  Lord,  ftom  Pimlico,  and  Southwark, 
te  the  HedemptioD  of  the  Tolls  oo  Waterloo  and  other 
Mstrupolitsn  Bridges*— By  Lord  Fltswilliam,  ftom  Ayr, 
and  Slieaield,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Com  and  Provision 
Latws.— Ftooi  Hitdien,  against  the  Importation  of  Live 
SlodL  at  a  less  Duty  than  20  per  cent — ^From  the  Vestry- 
■MB  oC  St.  Lukefs,  i^ainst  the  Income-tax^-From  Tam- 
wocth  Union,  Cor  AlCoatiao  of  the  Bastardy  Clause  of 
tile  New  Poor-Iawy—By  Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh,  ftom 
Newark-upoo-Trent,  Cannington,  Longton,  and  Ban- 
bnry,  for  a  meaaure  to  seeure  Religious  Instruction  to 
Oae  Roman  CathoUcs  serving  in  the  Army  and  Navy. — 
Vtam  J.  Nebon,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Tithe  Commuta- 
tiOB  Aet.— From  BaUymodan,  Baadon,  and  several  other 
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plaoes,  fbr  Enoourageroent  of  Schools  in  connexion  with 
the  Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— From  the  Me- 
dical Practitioneit  of  Carlow,  for  the  Better  Remunera- 
tion of  Medical  Men  attending  Coroners'  loquesU  and 
Couru  of  Justice,  etc.— From  J.  Scurge,  fbr  Universal 
Suffrage. 

LEGAL  REFORM.]  Lord  Campbell 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  CD  the  Woolsack,  what  was  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  Lunacy  Bill  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill,  the  Local  Courts^Bill,  and  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Bill. 

The  Lard  Chancellor  said,  with  respect 
to  the  Lunacy  Bill,  it  had  been  read  a 
first  and  second  time,  and  stood  for  the 
committee ;  it  was  his  intention  to-morrow 
to  give  notice  for  the  committee  on  Mon- 
day. As  to  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  it  had 
been  read  a  first  time,  and  he  would  pro- 
pose the  second  reading  some  day  in  the 
ensuing  week.  With  respect  to  the  third 
bill,  the  Local  Courts  Bill,  he  had  found 
such  conflicting  interests,  and  such  diffi- 
culty in  reconciling  them,  that  he  had  not 
been  able  to  lay  it  on  the  Table ;  but  he 
tru^ed  to  meet  such  a  concurrence  of 
opinion,  that  he  should  be  able  to  intro- 
duce it  soon  after  the  recess* 
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Penryn  and  Falmouth 


{COMMONS} 


Election  Petition. 


Lord  Abinger  trusted  the  bill  would 
never  be  laid  on  tbe  Table  of  ibe  House  ; 
but  if  it  was,  he  should  give  it  his  deter- 
mined opposition. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  believed  he  had 
given  no  answer  to  one  of  the  questions 
put  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend; 
namely,  thai  with  respect  to  the  Eccle. 
siastical  Courts  Bill;  and  be  therefore 
begged  leave  to  inform  him  that  the  bill 
had  been  prepared  and  was  ready  to  be 
introduced  in  the  other  House. 

Lord  Brougham  was  exceeding  o:lad  to 
find  that  the  intention  of  his  noble  Friend 
was  such  as  he  had  stated;  but  with 
respect  to  the  policy  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill  talcing  precedence  of  the  Local  Courts 
Billy  he  entertained  great  doubt.  If  his 
noble  Friend  would  look  more  narrowly 
into  the  subject,  he  would  find  the  more 
convenient  course  would  be,  to  proceed 
first  with  the  Local  Courts  Bill,  and  after- 
wards to  add  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  to  it. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  begged  leave  to 
state  that  the  bill  was  already  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  no  inconvenience 
could  result  from  the  second  reading  of 
the  bill,  because,  at  any  future  stage,  the 
progress  of  the  bill  might  be  stopped  if 
necessary,  until  the  other  bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time.  He  begged  leave  to 
state,  that  it  occurred  to  biin  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  postpone  the  bill,  and  to 
proceed  with  the  other  bill,  for  this  reason, 
it  was  nothing  more  than  extending  the 
principle  of  the  bill  introduced  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  with  respect  to 
bankruptcy,  which  had  been  found  to 
operate  so  beneficially,  that  several  mer- 
chants of  London  had  presented  a  petition 
to  extend  the  operation  of  the  bill  to  the 
whole  country.  The  object  of  the  bill 
was,  in  consequence  of  the  increased 
facilities  for  communication,  to  extend  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  town  commissioners, 
and  to  provide  a  jurisdiction  for  the 
country. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  the  bill  met 
with  his  concurrence,  both  in  principle 
and  detail. 

Universal  Sufvraoe.]  Lord 
Brougham  presented  a  petition  from  the 
provincial  council  of  the  National  Com- 
plete Suffrage  Union,  dated  the  15th  of 
April,  praying  for  universal  suffrage,  an- 
nual Parliaments,  vote  by  ballot,  and  no 
property  qualification.  The  body  from 
which  the  present  petition  emanated  was 


composed  of  between  ninety  and  one  hun- 
dred delegates  from  different  parts  of 
England,  Wales,  and  Scotland.  They 
met  at  Birmingham,  where  they  held 
several  deliberate  assemblies  for  the  space 
of  several  days,  and  they  came  to  certain 
resolutions.  They  afterwards  convened  a 
public  meeting,  which  was  attended  by 
many  thousands  of  their  fellow  citizens ; 
that  meeting  consisted  of  persons  of  all 
descriptions,  amongst  whom  the  greatest 
unanimity  prevailed.  The  middle  classet 
showed  the  greatest  anxiety  that  their 
fellow  citizens  should  be  brought  within 
the  pale  of  the  Constitution.  As  the  pe^* 
tition  spoke  not  only  the  sentiments  of  the 
individual  who  bad  signed  it  on  behalf  of 
the  meeting,  but  also  those  of  3,000,000 
people,  and  as  its  object  was  universal 
suffrage,  annual  Parliaments,  vote  by 
ballot,  and  no  property  qualification,  he 
trusted  their  Lordships  would  not  think 
he  was  asking  too  much  when  he  requested 
that  the  petition  should  be  read  at  length. 

Petition  read  at  length. 

Lord  Brougham  in  moving  that  it  do 
lie  on  the  Table  observed,  that  the  gen- 
tleman (Mr.Sturge,  of  Birmingham)  whose 
name  was  signed  to  it  was  a  most  respect- 
able and  amiable  individual,  a  member  of 
the  Society  of  Friends,  by  many  of  whom 
the  prayer  of  the  petition  was  supported. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  3,  IB42. 

MmoTss.]  BiUA  JPmMa— ^<  mad  pmrndf^Tvan^XU 
RoMh  (InlaiKDi  EMlwitiMr  BUlii  diiX  BUIDmrm 
(Inland). 

PrhMi«..l*.   XndMnnityi    Mutnal    Marine  iMiamnoe 
Compuiy. 

S* •    liTtcpool  Boim^b  Oourt 
ll/p0rf«l.>-Eqaitibto  Gm  Company  i  KimMao  Roadsi 
KUMDicre  and  Ch«tcr  Cnal i  Qrenoek  Harbouns  Nor- 
them  Unkm  (NowotiUe  and  DarUngloB  JoaMlon)  ItaU- 
imf. 
S*'  and  pMicd:— Southwwk  Improv«nciit  (Na  S). 

PjmriOMa  Paatairrsoi.  By  Mr.  Leader,  flrom  Weetmloa. 
ter,  againet  tha  liwaaM-taz.^By  Mr.  WaUey,  ftam  ttie 
PreMncii  of  London,  complainiag  of  Uia  Pailiainentey 
Papcn  beiiif  Printed  by  Sleami  and  ftom  olliefe,  ^alnrt 
Uie  Bednetion  or  ttie  Duty  on  Fttteign  Murieal  Strfi^pk— 
By  an  hon.  Member,  ftom  Wcstad,  Ibr  Raduetton  of 
Um  Timber  Dutiei.— From  Attonia  al  NorttiaUarton, 
KnaieiboroKfh.  and  PonlaftacC.  Ibr  tiie  Repeal  of  the 
Duty  on  Uielr  Certlfiealei.— Ftan  CaidMMee,  for  Altera- 
Oon  of  Um  premnt  lyitcm  of  Bdooation  (lRiand),~Fram 
Sldmoutti.  NoithMKh,  Feniton.  GIttiibam,  aad  Ftoway. 
Ibr  the  Better  Otaeerranee  of  the  Sabbath.— FMm  the 
Tniiteci  of  the  Axmlnilfr  Road,  that  Caniiiae  eerryfatg 
ttie  Mail!  nuy  pay  ToO^-^Froro  Saklfa«hara,  and  Shar- 
rington,  acaiaet  any  further  Grant  Co  Mayaooth.^From 
Cwti^etieett  Leieerter^Miaiat 
014  - 


•^gf^e^g^vstoffgie^ 


Southmari  /mprovemaif  {Mat  3} 


fNo.  2;  BUI. 
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BMBt  DaoBh  for  RefMi]  of  the  Com-lAin.— Fram  J.  Pir- 
cend,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Tmtmcnt  of  PattcntB  in  Lu- 
natic Aiylumi.— From  fondiy  putks.  againft  the  Turn- 
pike Roeds  Bill. 

Penrtn  and  Falmouth  Election 
Petition.]  Mr.  C,  Wood  reported  from 
the  select  committee  appointed  to  try  the 
merits  of  the  petition,  complaining  of  an 
undue  return  for  the  united  borough  of 
Penryn  and  Falmouth,  that  Caplain 
Plumridge  was  duly  elected  to  serve  in 
this  present  Parliament  for  that  borough. 

Determination  entered  on  the  journals 
of  the  House. 

SovTBWARK  Improvement  (No,  2) 
Bill.]  Mr.  Lamhton  after  having  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  resumption 
of  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  Southwark  Improvement 
Bill,  proposed  the  insertion  of  the  follow- 
ing clause  :— 

**  And  be  it  enacted,  that  the  lessees  and 
sub-lessees  of  church  property  required  for  the 
purposes  of  this  act,  shall  be  entitled  to  re- 
ceive from  the  commissioners,  for  the  sale  of 
their  subsisting  estates  and  interests  therein, 
what  would  have  been  the  market  value  there- 
of had  this  act  not  passed  into  a  law,  and  the 
nsnil  expectation  of  renewal,  if  any,  of  such 
estates  and  interests  bad  still  existed/' 

This  clause  had  been  examined  and 
carefully  corrected  by  the  Solicitor-gene- 
ral :  it  had  been  examined  and  approved 
of  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Worcester  (Sir  T.  Wilde) :  it  had  been 
shown  to  the  Bishop  and  the  Dean  of  the 
diocese  of  Durham^  where  there  was  such 
a  large  amount  of  church  leasehold  pro- 
perty; and  these  distinguished  indivi- 
duals, of  course  not  pretending  to  give  any 
opinion  whatever  as  to  the  details  of  the 
bill,  or  as  to  any  of  the  local  circumstances 
connected  with  it, — with  regard  to  this 
clause  said  they  were  "  unable  to  discover 
any  dangerous  tendency  in  it,  while  its 
immediate  object  was  obviously  protec- 
tive." And  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  the 
clause  was  protective  to  the  church ;  be- 
cause the  confidence  of  the  church  lessee 
in  the  right  of  renewal  formed  an  im- 
portant element  in  the  calculation  of  the 
amount  of  the  fines ;  and  if  by  any  op- 
pressive and  tyrannical  act  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, such  as  this  act  would  be  without 
this  clause,  they  should  greatly  shake  the 
confidence  of  the  church  lessee  in  the 
right  of  renewal,  it  was  perfectly  evident 
that  the  church  lessees  would  no  longer 
be  prepared  to  lav  out  on  their  property 
the  iBOocy  thej  hitherto  bad  done  \  and 


the  amount  of  the  fines  must  of  necessity 
be  diminished.  Now,  all  this  was  illus- 
trated and  proved  by  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  church  leases  committee.  There 
was  one  answer  of  an  important  witness 
(Mr.  D.  Turner,  surveyor  and  land  agent 
to  the  Bishop  of  Durham),  that  he  would 
cite.     His  answer  was— 

<*  The  practice  of  renewal  baring  prevailed 
for  such  an  immense  length  of  time,  it  is  gene- 
rally considered  that  the  lessee  has  a  beneficial 
interest  in  the  renewal ;  otherwise,  nobody 
would  give  eighteen  years'  purchase  for  hav. 
injf  a  term  of  twenty-one  years.  Frequently, 
when  I  was  the  Bishop's  agent,  land  that  was 
held  for  twenty-one  years  was  sold  at  eighteen 
years'  purchase ;  whereas  to  bring  4  per  cent., 
if  the  lease  was  at  twenty-one  years,  it  is 
worth  only  about  fourteen." 

All  this  forcibly  proved  that  this  was  a 
protective  clause  to  the  church.  On  a 
former  occasion  he  had  endeavoured  to 
shew  how  it  was  a  protective  clause  to 
the  church  lessee  :  he  had  pointed  out  all 
the  important  instances  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment where  the  principle  of  compensation 
had  been  adopted — how  this  very  bill, 
with  the  compensation  clause,  had  passed 
in  that  Parliament:  he  had  referred  to  all 
that  had  passed  on  the  subject  in  the 
courts  of  law,  to  show  that  they  could  not 
do  without  a  compensation  clause,  and 
how  favourably  the  Judges  seized  the  op- 
portunity, whenever  the  act  of  Parliament 
allowed  them — he  had  pointed  out,  sup. 
ported  by  the  able  and  distinguished  Mem- 
bers for  Exeter,  Worcester,  and  Wood- 
stock, that  to  refuse  to  the  church  lessees 
the  marketable  value  of  their  property 
would  be  a  gross  and  monstrous  injustice; 
and  lastly,  he  had  endeavoured  respect- 
fully to  impress  upon  the  House,  that 
whenever  private  Acts  were  brought  before 
the  Legislature,  to  compel  the  sale  of  the 
property  of  individuals,  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  House  to  guard  with  the  ut- 
most care,  vigilance,  and  jealousy,  the  in- 
terests of  every  one  individual ;  and  that 
not  to  do  that  would  be,  to  use  the  words 
of  a  former  Lord  Chancellor,  whom  he 
had  quoted,  to  make  the  enactments  of 
that  House  "  become  instruments  of  greater 
oppression  than  anything  in  the  whole 
system  of  administration  under  our  con- 
stitution." 

Clause  read  a  first  time. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  said,  it  was  his  intention 
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poitd  it  strongly,  he  could  truly  aflSrm 
that  bis  opposition  was  perfectly  consci- 
entious. He  could  not  consent  to  grant 
to  these  parlies  a  right,  under  this  bill, 
which  they  did  not  at  present  possess. 
Let  {^entletnen  treat  this  subject  with  all 
the  legal  acumen  that  could  be  brought 
forward — let  them  quote  the  highest  au- 
thorities in  arguing  upon  it,  still  the  plain 
question  resolved  itself  into  this, — whether 
they  would,  by  the  admission  of  such  a 
clause  as  that  which  was  now  proposed, 
confer  a  legal  right  on  parties  which  they 
did  not  now  possess  ? 

Mr.  Liddell  was  in  favour  of  the  clause. 
The  question,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  was 
simply  this — "  Will  you  permit  a  party  to 
carry  a  bill  through  the  House  giving  to 
that  party  a  compulsory  power  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  individuals,  without  al- 
lowing to  those  individuals,  as  compensa- 
tion, the  fair  marketable  value  which  their 
interests  would  command  if  this  bill  were 
not  passed  into  a  law  ?"  To  him  it  was 
clear  that  such  compensation  ought  to  be 
granted.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  confirm  the  justice  of  this 
claim  by  agreeing  to  the  clause  proposed 
by  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  G.  Knight  said,  he  should  oppose 
the  clause  on  principle.  The  intention  of 
the  promoters  of  the  clause  then  before 
the  House  evidently  was,  to  convert  a 
species  of  equitable  right  into  a  positive 
legal  right. 

Mr.  G.  H.  Vernon  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  only  just  and  fair  that  the 
lessees  of  property  which  was  required  for 
the  purposes  of  public  or  private  improve- 
ment (he  cared  not  which),  and  who  did 
not  seek  to  part  with,  and  had  no  wish  to 
give  up  such  property,  should  be  allowed, 
as  compensation,  the  fair  market  value  of 
their  interest  in  that  property.  He,  there- 
fore, should  support  the  clause. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  suggested  an  altera- 
tion in  the  wording  of  the  clause,  as  ic  re- 
ferred to  the  *'  market  value"  of  the  in- 
terest which  individuals  claimed  in  this 
property.  If  such  an  alteration  were  made, 
he  would  not  oppose  the  clause  thus 
amended.' 

Mr.  Lambton  was  willing  toagree  to 
any  alteration  that  did  not  run  counter  to 
the  principle  laid  down  by  the  great  legal 
authorities  to  whom  he  had  referred  ;  but, 
as  the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend  was 
not  of  that  nature,  he  could  not  accede 
to  it. 


The  House  divided-*-Ayea  187 ;  Noel 
31  :  Majority  156. 
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Claose  read  a  second  and  third  time, 
and  added  to  the  bill  by  way  of  rider. 
Bill  pasted. 

Ormbsbt  Ikclosure  Bill.]  Mr. 
Wodehouse  moved  that  the  Honse  agree 
to  the  Lords'  amendments  to  the  Ormesby 
lodosnre  Bill. 

Mr.  Wakky  opposed  the  amendments. 
He  could  not  help  feeling  much  surprise 
that  no  explanation  had  been  given  to  the 
Hottse  of  the  nature  of  those  amendments, 
or  of  the  groands  upon  which  they  were 


made.  He  hoped  that  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  explain  the  nature  of  the 
transactions  which  had  taken  place.  Se- 
veral poor  persons,  whose  interests  were  to 
be  affected  by  the  bill,  came  to  that 
House,  and  were  heard  before  the  com- 
mittee on  the  bill,  and  from  that  there  re- 
sulted a  compromise  between  the  parties. 
The  cottagers  who  had  built  on  the  com- 
mon were  content  to  obtain  the  terms  thus 
offered  to  them,  as  the  best  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  they  had  any  chance  of 
obtaining,  though  not,  perhaps,  all  that 
they  were  fairly  entitled  to.  The  55th 
clause  was  then  introduced,  which  enabled 
the  commissioners  to  sell  the  portions  ob- 
tained by  encroachment  at  such  prices  as 
would  have  been  their  value  at  the  time 
when  the  existing  buildings  on  them  were 
commenced.  The  bill  then  went  up  to 
the  Lords,  and  this  clause  was  expunged 
from  it  without  the  least  reference  to  the 
rights  or  interests  of  the  poor  cottagers, 
and  now  the  House  was  called  upon  to 
annul  the  compromise  entered  into  by  the 
solicitors  on  both  sides.  The  clause  which 
the  Lords  introduced  enacted  that  all  en- 
croachments made  during  the  last  twenty 
years,  whether  rent  had  been  paid  for 
them  or  not,  should  be  deemed  part  and 
parcel  of  the  land,  and  should  be  divided 
and  enclosed;  and  the  only  proviso  in 
this  clause  that  was  favourable  to  the  cot* 
tagers  was  merely  that  they  should  be  at 
liberty  to  take  down  the  buildings  which 
they  had  erected  and  to  remove  the  mate- 
rials for  their  own  use ;  that  was  the  boon 
granted  to  these  poor  cottagers.  He  ven- 
tured to  express  an  earnest  hope  that  the 
House  would  not  agree  to  such  amend- 
ments. To  do  so  would  be  to  give  en- 
couragement and  support  to  every  kind 
of  jobbing  and  trickery  before  committees. 
They  should  recollect  jt  was  possible,  in 
this  case,  that  the  promoters  of  the  bill 
got  rid  of  the  opposition  by  consenting  to 
the  introduction  of  a  clause  which  they 
knew  would  be  expunged  from  the  bill  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  He  was  very  sorry 
to  find  that  two  of  the  persons  opposed  to 
the  interests  of  the  poor  in  this  case  were 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England ; 
that  was  certainly  not  the  way  to  make 
the  Church  respected.  If  the  poor  people 
were  by  this  bill  deprived  of  their  holdings, 
no  resource  would  be  left  to  them  but  to 
go  into  a  union  workhouse.  He  should 
therefore  move,  that  the  House  do  not 
agree  to 
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and  he  hoped  the  House  would  send  bark 
the  bill,  declaring  that  no  such  amend- 
ment could  be  supported  in  that  House. 

Mr.  fVodehouse  said,  there  was  no  ob- 
jection made  by  the  promoters  of  the  bill 
to  the  clause  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, but  it  was  quite  clear,  that  if  it  were 
embodied  in  the  bill,  it  would  be  made  a 
precedent  in  other  cases,  and  he  believed 
the  admission  of  it  was  dangerous. 

The  Lords'  amendment  read. 

Mr.  Godson  said,  that  the  rejected 
clause  was  similar  to  the  one  which  he 
had  endeavoured  to  induce  the  House  to 
insert  in  the  Kingsclere  Inclosure,  and 
the  principle  on  which  he  supported  the 
clause  was  this.  He  thought,  that  if  a 
lord  of  a  manor  or  his  agent,  saw  a  poor 
man  take  a  piece  of  waste  land,  and  took 
no  notice  of  it,  or  accepted  of  a  nominal 
rent  from  the  poor  man,  after  the  poor 
man  had  expended  10/.  or  20/.  in  building 
a  cottage  on  it,  the  lord  of  the  manor 
had  no  right  to  pull  down  that  cottage 
afterwards ;  and  it  was  but  justice  to  the 
poor  man,  that  he  should  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  purchasing  the  land  if  he  thought 
proper.  There  was  no  imputation  on  any 
of  the  parties  concerned  in  the  promotion 
of  this  bill.  The  clause  had  been  brought 
io  by  agreement  between  all  the  parties 
concerned.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
talked  about  their  setting  a  precedent. 
But  in  agreeing  to  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  they  would  only  be 
setting  a  precedent  for  agreement.  It 
surely  was  not  an  objectionable  precedent 
for  the  House  of  Commons  to  set,  to  en- 
force an  agreement  fairly  entered  into  be- 
tween the  parties.  Why  could  not  that 
agreement  be  carried  into  effect?  He 
understood  it  was  because  a  very  amiable 
nobleman,  in  another  place,  would  not 
agree  to  it.  The  question  was,  if  all  the 
parties  to  a  bill  entered  into  an  agreement, 
whether  any  nobleman  ought  to  have  the 
power  of  setting  that  agreement  aside? 
If  the  bargain  were  a  fair  one.  he  thought 
that  no  Gentleman  ought  to  have  the 
power  of  setting  it  aside. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  House  ought 
to  understand,  that  the  bill,  before  it  went 
up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  contained  a 
clause  agreed  to  by  all  paKies  interested, 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  cottages 
of  the  poor;  and  that  the  House  of  Lords 
had  rejected  that  clause,  substituting  ano- 
ther of  a  most  objectionable  nature. 
Mr.  Estcott  said,  it  appeared  to  him, 


that  the  question  was,  whether  a  contract 
made  with  these  poor  people,  was  to  be 
kept  or  not.  It  had  been  specially  agreed, 
that  persons  who  had  built  upon  these 
inclo>ures,  whether  legally  or  not,  should 
be  allowed  to  purchase  the  land  at  its 
value  twenty  years  ago,  and  that  they 
should  be  charged  nothing  for  the  build* 
inETs.   Was  that  agreement  to  be  violated? 

Viscount  Duncan  observed,  that  he  was 
a  Member  of  the  select  committee,  and  he 
understood,  that  the  opposition  was  with^ 
drawn  upon  that  ground. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WaMey  moved,  that  a  committee 
be  appointed  to  draw  op  the  reasons  why 
the  House  did  not  agree  to  the  Lords 
amendment,  and  to  state  those  reasons  in 
a  conference  to  their  Lordships. 

Sir  E.  Knatchbull  trusted  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  would  not  be  so 
liberal  of  his  imputations  on  those  who 
had  undertaken  the  management  of  this 
bill,  now  that  he  found  they  were  no  par* 
ties  to  the  amendment  introduced  by  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Viscount  Sandon  also  trusted,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  would  withdraw 
his  charges  against  the  two  clergymen  of 
the  Church  of  England,  since  it  appeared 
they  had  no  share  in  introducing  the 
amendments  complained  of. 

Committee  appointed,  and  conference 
agreed  to. 

CONSUL-GEVERAL    OF    TSXAS.]      Mr. 

Hume  said,  in  consequence  of  the  news 
from  America,  by  the  last  two  mails,  he 
begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  whether  Cap- 
tain Elliot  was  now  consul-general  of  the 
Texas— where  he  was — whether  he  was 
now  receiving  pay  from  the  Government 
—  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  send  him  to  the  Texas,  and 
when? 

Sir  R,  Peel  said.  Captain  Elliott  is 
consul  to  Texas ;  he  is  at  present  in  Lon- 
don ;  he  is  not  in  the  receipt  of  pay,  and 
will  not  be  in  the  receipt  of  pay  until  he 
takes  his  departure ;  he  is  perfectly  ready 
to  take  his  departure ;  he  is  only  detained 
at  the  instance  of  the  Treasury,  who  are 
receiving  explanations  from  him  with 
respect  to  certain  expenses  incurred  at 
Hong-Kong. 

Mr.  Hume  doubted  very  much  whether 
Captain  Elliott,  under  the  circumstanceti 
was  a  proper  person  to  be  sent  out.  jQlc 
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British  Claimants  on  Portugal.] 
Mr.  French  asked  whal  had  been  the 
result  of  the  mixed  commission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  claims  of  the  British 
subjects  who  had .  been  engaged  in  what 
was  termed  the  war  of  liberation  in  Portu- 
gal ID  1833. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  a  commission 
was  appointed  by  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  for 
the  purpose  of  receiWng  and  deciding 
upon  the  claims  of  British  officers  and 
soldiera  who  bad  served  in  Portugal,  and 
who  had  rendered  important  senrices  to 
that  couDtry.  That  commission  had  been 
receiving  claims  since  the  10th  of  July 
last  year ;  3,065  claims  had  been  rendered 
before  that  eommission,  1,000  of  which 
had  been  adjudicated  upon.  In  693 
cases,  there  had  been  an  award  made,  or 
at  least  a  judgment  delivered,  that  a  cer- 
tain sum  was  due.  He  believed  the  amount 
due  ID  those  693  cases  was  50,000/.  In 
Jaooary  last,  the  British  Government 
made  a  strong  representation  to  the  Por- 
tuguese government  as  to  the  policy  and 
justice  of  making  some  immediate  ar- 
raogement  for  the  liquidation  of  those 
claims;  and  certainly,  the  British  Go- 
vemoieDt  had  some  reason  to  believe,  that 
iaaoiediate  measures  would  have  been 
taken  for  adjusting  this  long-pending 
questioD.  But  just  at  the  time  when  this 
adjustment  was  about  to  take  place,  the 
Charter  was  proclaimed  in  that  country, 
and  a  change  of  government  took  place. 
The  new  government  of  Portugal,  like 
other  new  governmeats.  required  time  to 
consider  the  matter.  But  the  British  Go- 
vernment had  urged  upon  the  new  go- 
veromeot  of  Portugal  the  necessity  of 
coming  to  some  speedy  arrangement ;  and 
as  far  as  assurances  could  go,  nothing 
could  be  more  satisfactory  than  the  assur- 
aooea  they  had  received  that  some  defi- 
nitive arrangement  would  soon  be  made. 
He  had  every  reason  to  believe,  that  the 
oaw  government  of  Portugal,  as  well  as 
the  Old,  admitted  the  perfect  justice  of 
those  claims  with  respect  to  which  awards 
bad  already  been  made;  and  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  no  exertion 
should  be  spared  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  redress  for  these  claimants. 

The  Natjokal  Petition  —  Thb 
Chartrr.]  Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  in 
sobnitting  the  motion  of  which  I  have 


given  notice,  I  should  not  do  justice  to  my 
own  feelings,  and  should  ill  discharge  my 
duty  both  to  the  House,  and  to  those 
whose  cause  I  am  here  to  advocate,  did  I 
not,  in  the  first  place,  express  on  their  be- 
half their  sense  of  the  kind  and  respectful 
manner  in  which  this  House  was  pleased 
to  receive  the  petition,  that  I  had  the 
honour  of  presenting  from  them  yesterday. 
But  I  must  now  call  upon  the  House  to 
increase  that  obligation  by  lending  me 
their  patient  hearing,  while  I,  to  the  best 
of  my  ability,  advocate  the  interests  that 
are  at  stake,  and  state  to  the  House  the 
causes  of  that  great  distress  under  which 
the  labouring  classes  of  this  country  are  at 
at  present  suffering.  The  individuals  in 
whose  behalf  I  now  appear — at  least  the 
persons  who  signed  the  petition  I  pre- 
sented yesterday,  amount  to  very  nearly 
3,500,0.00.  That  was  the  number  of  sig- 
natures affixed  to  the  petition ;  they  were 
not,  however,  wholly  the  signatures  of  the 
male  adult  labouring  population  of  the 
country.  There  were  the  signatures  of  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  wives  of  the 
industrious  classes,  and  the  petition  con- 
tained also  the  signatures  of  several  hun- 
dreds of  the  youth  belonging  to  the  same 
classes.  But  though  this  is  so,  yet  I  am 
prepared  to  prove,  if  required,  that  there 
are  above  one  million  of  families  of  the  in- 
dustrious classes  subscribers  to  that  peti- 
tion. We  have  lately  seen  two  petitions 
presented  by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  in  favour  of  what  is 
called  the  financial  scheme  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers.  One  of  those  petitions 
came  from  Manchester,  and  was  signed 
by  24,000  of  the  mercantile  and  operative 
classes  of  that  town.  It  was  presented  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Lord  Francis  Egerton.)  The 
other  petition  was  presented  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Dorchester  (Sir  James 
Graham),  and  it  proceeded  from  3,000 
operatives  of  the  town  of  Carlisle.  Both 
these  petitions  were  in  favour  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers.  I  do  not  wish  to  detract 
in  the  slightest  degree  from  the  import- 
ance due  to  those  petitions;  but  if  they 
are  entitled  to  any  consideration  or  any 
regard  on  the  part  of  this  House,  suiely 
a  petition  proceeding  from  3,500,000  of 
the  industrious  classes,  brought  as  it  was 
yesterday  to  this  House  by  many  thou- 
sands of  those  classes,  in  a  most  respect- 
ful, orderly,  and  peaceful  manner— cer- 
tainly, such  apetitic^n^^y^^g^to 
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the  attention  of  the  House.  To  that  pe- 
tition it  is  that  I  now  call  your  attention  ; 
and  I  hope  you  will  concede  it,  not  on  my 
own  account,  but  on  account  of  the  peti- 
tioners whose  cause  I  have  to  plead.  It  is 
not  difficult  to  predict  the  sort  of  argu- 
ments that  will  be  used  against  any  motion 
made  in  this  House  by  the  sort  of  private 
conversation  that  passes  among  Members 
within  these  walls.  I  find  from  the  conver- 
sation I  have  held  with  hon.  Members,  one 
great  objection— I  do  not  say  it  is  the  only 
one — is  put  in  this  way — "  Is  there  any 
precedent  for  hearing  these  parties  at  the 
Bar  in  support  of  the  allegations  contained 
in  their  petition  ?"  I  wish  that  the  only 
objection  I  had  to  meet  was  one  as  to  the 
quest  ion  of  precedent.  On  the  part  of  the 
petitioners  I  could  sincerely  desire  that  this 
was  all  it  was  necessary  forme  to  prove, in 
order  to  obtain  a  hearing  for  them  at  your 
Bar.  Were  it  so,  I  might  in  the  Hrst  place 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what 
occurred  in  1785,  when  a  petition  was 
presented,  proceeding  from  the  clergy, 
landowners,  merchants,  manufacturers, 
and  others  connected  with  Lancashire, 
against  the  duties  on  cotton  stuffs,  as  cal- 
culated to  involve  those  classes  in  ruin — 
and  to  diminish  the  public  revenue,  while  it 
operated  as  a  tax  upon  labour.  They 
prayed  to  be  heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House ; 
and  this  was  a  tax,  observe,  not  then  under 
consideration,  but  actually  in  existence. 

"  It  was  ordered, '  that  the  said  petition  be 
referred  to  the  consideration  of  a  committee  of 
the  whole  House,  and  that  the  petitioners  be 
heard  by  themselves  before  the  said  committee, 
ifthey  think  fit.'" 

The  House  did  resolve  itself  into  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  and  the  peti- 
tioners were  heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House. 
In  1789,  Mr.  Wilberforce  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  all  classes  in  this  country  who 
took  a  very  strong  interest  in  the  question 
of  the  slave-trade.  Those  petitioners  were 
heard  at  the  bar  of  the  House,  but  that 
being  found  an  inconvenient  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, the  petition  in  the  following  Ses- 
sion was  referred  to  a  select  committee. 
In  April,  1812,  petitions  were  sent  up 
from  every  part  of  Lancashire  against  the 
orders  in  council,  and  Lord  Stanley  moved 
that  the  petitioners  should  be  heard  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House.  The  motion  was  agreed 
to.  Mr.  Rose  took  part  in  the  debate,  and 
on  that  occasion  said, 

'<  That  it  was  due,  he  thought,  to  the  wishes 
of  the  petitioners,  that  their  prayers  should  be 
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taken  into  consideration,  and  therefore  be 
should  not  oppose  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord." 

Mr.  Baring,  (now  Lord  Ashburton) 
said — 

''That  he  was  glad  to  see,  that  now  peti- 
tions had  arrived  from  almost  every  district 
in  the  country,  that  now  the  voice  of  the 
nation  spoke  aloud,  Government  had  so  far 
yielded  as  to  consent  to  inquiry." 

Lord  Castlereaghy  on  the  same  occa- 
sion, observed  — 

"  That  the  vote  he  should  give  was  not  an 
admission  upon  the  merits  of  the  question, 
but  merely  a  concession  to  the  wishes  of  the 
country,  to  go  into  inquiry  on  the  subject." 

The  question  was  then  put  and  agreed 
to,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  committee 
on  the  orders  in  council  should  sit  to- 
morrow, and  be  continued  **  de  die  in 
diem,"  Witnesses  from  Birmingham, 
Sheffield,  Manchester,  &c.,  were  sum- 
moned to  attend  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Brougham.  Now,  the  petition  I  pre- 
sented yesterday,  proceeding  as  it  does 
from  every  part  of  the  empire,  is  equally 
deserving  the  attention  of  the  House.  I 
desire  you  not  to  decide  upon  the  merits 
of  that  petition,  but  I  request  you  to  listen 
to  the  grievances  which  the  petitioners  are 
prepared  to  state  at  the  Bar  of  your  House. 
They  will  not  only  prove  to  you  that  a 
state  of  great  distress  exists  in  this  country, 
but  they  will  aUo  prove,  if  not  to  the  satis- 
faction of  every  man  in  this  House,  at  least 
to  the  conviction  of  every  unprejudiced 
mind,  that  those  grievances  arise  from  the 
neglect  and  misrepresentation  of  their  in- 
terests within  these  walls.  They  will  also 
state  to  you  what  they  believe  to  be  the 
remedy  for  the  evils  of  which  they  com- 
plain. It  will  not  be  for  you  to  decide  to- 
night upon  the  merits  of  the  remedy  they 
may  suggest ;  that  will  be  for  your  consi- 
deration after  having  heard  their  state- 
ments. After  you  shall  have  heard  their 
arguments,  then  it  will  be  my  duty  to  pro- 
pose what  I  conceive  would  remedy  and 
correct  the  abuses  and  mismanagement 
under  which  this  country  is  now  labour- 
ing. It  is  not  merely  as  a  matter  of 
coriosity,  but  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  neces- 
sary that  I  should  briefly  trace  the  history 
of  the  question  of  constitutional  reform 
during  the  last  fifty  or  sixty  years.  Though 
many  call  the  Chartists  of  the  present  day 
wild  and  visionary  persons,  as  if  the  points 
upon  which  they  lay  so  much  stress  were 
first  deyised 
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prove  to  you  that  many  eminent  men, 
both  of  this  House  and  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  have  long  since  advocated 
the  same  principles.  The  first  time  that 
this  country  seriously  took  up  what  was 
then  called  radical  reform  was  in  1777. 
You  will  be  pleased  to  observe,  that  this 
very  subject  has  undergone  all  sorts  of 
names,  but  they  all  resolve  themselves  into 
the  same  thing.  When  Major  Cartwright 
advocated  reform,you  called  him  a  Radical. 
At  that  time,  the  people  almost  repudiated 
the  name  of  Radical  as  a  stigma.  Up  to 
1798,  this  feeling  existed;  but  at  that 
period,  the  Whigs  took  up  the  cause  of 
reform,  and  then  you  called  them  Reform- 
ers. This  designation  was  continued  up 
to  the  period  when  the  Reform  Bill  was 
passed  ;  and  now,  those  who  were  origin- 
ally called  Radicals,  and  afterwards  Re- 
formers, are  called  Chartists ;  but  if  you 
will  examine  the  points  upon  which  they 
stand,^and  the  principles  they  advocate, 
these  Chartists,  in  fact,  are  only  the 
Radicals  of  former  days.  In  1777,  Major 
Cartwright  made  the  first  move  in  favour 
of  what  is  now  called,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
Charter.  In  1780,  a  very  numerous  meet- 
ing was  held  in  this  metropolis,  in  favour 
of  radical  reform.  By  that  meeting,  a 
committee  was  appointed,  called  the  West* 
nioster  Reform  Association.  And  what 
did  they  do  ?  What  were  the  resolutions 
they  passed  ?  Why,  they  resolved  upon 
what  are  now  termed  the  six  points  of  the 
Charter -— annual  Parliaments,  universal 
suffrage — and  so  on.  After  this,  a  society 
was  formed  for  promoting  what  was  called 
constitutional  information.  At  the  head 
of  this  society,  there  was  the  Duke  of 
Richmond,  who  was  the  president,  sup- 
ported by  the  Duke  of  Bedford,  the  Earl 
of  Derby,  the  Earl  of  Effingham,  the  Earl 
of  Selkirk,  Lord  Mountnorris,  and  about 
166  highly  respectable  Individuals.  This 
association  made  a  report,  which  they 
circulated  throughout  the  country,  ad- 
vancing as  sound  constitutional  principles 
thesis  points  of  the  Charter.  In  1783, 
great  enthusiasm  existed  in  favour  of 
radical  reform.  But  what  happened  then  ? 
A  coalition,  then,  unhappily  for  all  true 
Reformers,  took  place  between  Lord 
North  and  Mr.  Fox.  and  from  that  mo- 
ment all  confidence  in  public  men  was 
lost.  The  public  did  not  know  whom  to 
look  to.  They  had  relied  upon  Mr.  Fox, 
and  the  Whigs,  and  they  found,  that  by 
thalcoalitioni  the  Whigi,  witb.tbeir  leaderi 


had  deserted  them.  All  activity  on  the 
part  of  the  Reformers  then,  for  some  time, 
ceased.  However,  in  1792,  the  question 
was  again  taken  up,  and  what  was  called 
the  "  Corresponding  Society"  was  estab- 
lished, and  Mr.  Grey,  now  Earl  Grey,  was 
at  the  head  of  it.  The  Government  found 
the  Corresponding  Society  a  very  incon- 
venient society  to  exist,  and  means  were 
taken  to  suppress  it  and  put  it  down.  In 
1793,  this  society  sent  two  delegates  to 
Scotland.  Those  delegates  were  arrested 
by  the  King's  Government,  though  they 
were  doing,  in  fact,  no  more  than  what 
was  being  done  by  their  principals  in 
England.  They  were  arrested,  tried,  con- 
victed, and  transported  for  fourteen  years. 
The  Government  finding,  that  they  had 
considerable  success  in  Scotland,  immedi- 
ately instituted  prosecutions  against  cer- 
tain members  of  the  Corresponding 
Society  in  London.  Eleven  members 
were  arrested,  and  four  of  them  were  tried, 
but,  fortunately  London  juries  were  not  so 
pliant  as  the  juries  which  the  Government 
had  succeeded  in  obtaining  in  Scotland. 
The  four  members  were  acquitted,  and  the 
remainder  of  the  prosecutions  were  drop- 
ped. The  association  went  on  with  addi- 
tional zeal  and  enthusiasm  in  the  cause ; 
but,  in  1798,  a  corrupt  Government,  and 
a  still  more  corrupt  House  of  Commons, 
found  it  necessary  to  suppress  it  by  sus- 
pending the  Habeas  Corpus  Act.  Lord 
Grey  was  then  in  Parliament,  and  he  de- 
clared, that  although  he  did  not  go  the 
full  length  of  those  individuals  who  advo- 
cated Radical  principles,  yet  rather  than 
that  there  should  be  no  reform  in  this 
House,  he  would  vote  for  universal  suf- 
frage. Any  man  is  perfectly  justified  in 
saying  the  same  thing  now ;  and  I  main- 
tain, that  looking  at  the  conduct  of  this 
House  towards  the  industrious  classes,  it 
is  quite  consistent  with  the  soundest  con- 
stitutional principles  to  advocate  universal 
suffrage.  The  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was 
suspended,  and  for  a  considerable  time^^ 
I  believe,  for  nearly  nineteen  years — the 
people  were,  to  a  certain  extent,  quiet 
upon  the  question ;  but,  in  1817,  the  same 
feeling  came  into  existence  again,  and  a 
great  cry  was  raised  for  Parliamentary 
reform.  What  happened  in  1817  ?  Wby, 
the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  was  again  sus- 
pended, and  that  once  more  put  down 
the  cause.  In  1819,  the  Manchester  maa« 
sacre  took; place,  and  the  country  was 
almost  in  a  state  of  rebellion 
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on  ap  to  1829,  when  the  right  hon.  Baro* 
net  conceded  to  the  claims  of  the  Irish 
people;  the  grievances  of  the  Catholics 
were  redressed,  and  Catholic  emancipation 
was  granted.  That,  it  is  true,  was  done 
at  the  expense  of  the  40«.  freeholders. 
What  was  the  next  step  taken,  which  as- 
snmed  anything  like  the  character  of  re- 
form-—I  call  it  reform,  because  it  altered 
the  constitution  of  this  House  ?  From 
1829  to  1830,  I  need  not  remind  the 
House  of  the  state  the  country  was  in, 
when  the  Tory  Gofemment  of  that  day 
were  obliged  to  abandon  the  helm  of  Oo* 
▼ernment.  1  need  not  remind  you,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  declaration  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  against  all  reform, 
the  Sovereign  was  not  able  to  partake  of 
the  hospitality  which  the  citizens  of  Lon* 
don  offered,  because  his  Ministers  were  so 
unpopular.  I  need  not  remind  you  of 
tha  disturbances,  the  scenes  of  riot,  and 
the  acts  of  incendiarism  which  took  place 
in  Kent  at  that  period.  The  Government 
was  changed,  and  the  Whigs  came  into 
office.  The  first  step  they  took  in  the 
following  year  was  to  introduce  the  Re^ 
form  Bill.  I  believe,  that  those  individ- 
nals  who  framed  the  Reform  Bill  and 
btrodttced  it  into  Parliament  were  per- 
fectly honest  and  sincere.  The  intention 
was  greatly  to  improve  the  repreaentative 
system  of  the  country,  and  the  people 
believed,  that  great  advantage  would  re* 
iolt  from  it.  They  have  been  grievously 
—I  will  not  aay  deceived,  but  disap- 
pointed— ^iaappobted  to  the  utmost  ex- 
tent of  their  hopes.  All  who  now  hear 
me  must  recollect  the  enthusiasm  which 
prevailed— they  must  recollect  the  black 
flag  of  Glasgow  and  the  fires  of  Bristol. 
Bat  at  the  general  election  in  1834,  the 
people  fbnnd  that  great  difficulties  were 
thrown  in  their  way  with  regard  to  regis- 
tration. They  were  prevented  from  regis- 
tering their  votes,  and  the  same  system 
has  been  continued  to  the  present  hour, 
while  the  Conservative  party  have  not 
failed  to  adopt  the  advice  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  have  taken  care  to  perfect 
every  vote  tbev  could  possibly  make  avaiU 
able.  What  has  been  the  consequence  ? 
That  there  now  exists  a  general  dissatis- 
faction and  discontent  with  the  Reform 
Act*  Nobody  thanka  you  for  it :  on  the 
contrary, everybody  believes,  though  every- 
body may  not  say,  that  this  House  is  more 
corrupt,  more  dishonest,  and  more  dia- 
fioaed  to  what  ia  called  dasa-legislatioDi 


than  even  the  notoriously  and  avowedly 
venal  House  of  Commons  as  it  existed 
before  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act. 
And  for  my  own  part,  when  I  watch  your 
proceedings,  when  I  mark  the  reports  of 
your  committees,  and  when  I  remember 
all  that  took  place  at  the  last  general 
election,  1  must  say,  that  the  people 
have,  as  stated,  come  to  a  just  condusioB 
in  this  petition,  that  *<  the  corruption, 
the  bribery,  and  the  intimidation,  which 
were  then  practised  are  best  known,  and 
known  to  their  fullest  extent,  by  Memt>ers 
of  this  House."  Then,  here  we  are  in  the 
year  1842,  not  merely  in  as  bad,  but  even 
in  a  worse  condition  than  in  1830.  I  do 
not  believe,  that  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment are  fully  aware  of  the  state  of 
the  public  mind  or  of  the  state  of  the 
country  at  this  moment.  It  will  be  my 
duty,  my  painful  duty,  to  inform  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  upon  these  points-* as 
to  the  state  of  the  public  mind  on  the 
question  of  reform,  and  as  to  the  distress 
under  which  the  industrions  classes  are 
labouring  in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom. 
It  has  been  said,  that  the  accounts  of  dis- 
tress are  exaggerated,  but  I  do  not  believe, 
that  the  House  is  yet  in  possession  of 
anything  like  a  just  account  of  the  real 
amount  of  suffering,  or  is  by  any  means 
fully  informed  as  to  the  strong  feeling  of 
the  people  against  the  political  bondage 
in  which  they  find  themselves.  The  House 
is  perhaps  not  aware  that  the  petition  I 
had  the  honour  to  present  haa  been,  to  use 
a  common  term,  in  a  course  of  signature 
for  the  last  three  or  four  months.  The 
persons  who  have  interested  themselves 
about  it  have  formed  themselves  through- 
out the  country  into  what  are  called  na« 
tional  associations,  in  order  to  procure  for 
the  working  classes  those  rights  which 
they  maintain  the  ancient  constitution  of 
this  kingdom  gave  them,  intended  them 
to  retain,  and  of  which  they  have  been 
deprived.  There  are  about  600  of  these 
Chartist  associations  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  nearly  100,000  adulu  of  the 
industrious  portion  of  the  community  lay 
aside  one  penny  per  week  of  their  wages 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  and 
keeping  up  agitation  in  favour  of  their 
claim  to  the  elective  franchise.  Between 
50,000  and  60,000  of  these  have  taken 
what  are  called  cards,  and  thereby  pledge 
themselves  that  as  long  as  they  receive 
one  shilling  of  wages  they  will  set  apart  a 
penny  per  week,  and.^wi||^D(ver  rest  until 
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lb«r  voice  is  heard  within  these  walls  by 
lepreseotatives  of  their  own  free  choice.  If 
joa  think  the  signatures  to  the  petition 
are  6ctitioiis — if  yoa  think  the  working 
classes  are  not  earnest  in  their  claims— 
yon    grossly  deceive  yourseWes,    Never 
were  the  people  so  determined  as  at  the 
present  moment  by  every  constitutional 
means    to    obtain    the    franchise.      So 
determined  are  they,  and  so  organized, 
that  I  do  not  believe  you  will  be  long 
able  to  prevent  their  voice  from  being 
heard  in  this  place.    The  distress  un- 
der which  they  are  so  severely  suffer- 
tng  swells  the  crj,  and  renders  it  more 
audible  and  piercing.    It  is  natural — it  is 
proper  that  it  should.    When  they  see 
their  interests  disregarded  and  their  feel- 
ings insulted  9  and  when  they  have  no 
hope  of  better  times  or  better  treatment, 
unlen  they  work  out  their  own  redress — 
when  yon  offer  them  mere  words,  and  en- 
deavour to  stop  their  cravings  by  the  de- 
lusive promises  of  a  Queen's  speech ~  when 
you  tell  them  that  **  you  feel  extremely 
for  the  distresses  of  the  manufacturing 
districts,  which  they  have  borne  with  ex- 
emplary patience  and  fortitude/'  but  offer 
them  no  remedy  beyond  your  compassion 
— what  can   you  expect  but  that  they 
should  make  their  way  to  this  House,  and, 
as  you  will  do  nothing  for  them,  endeavour 
to  do  something  for  themselves?   I  will 
now  show  the  House,  as  briefly  as  I  can, 
the  progveea  which  distress  has  made  in 
the  manufacturing  districts.    Individuals 
have  been  sitting  here  in  convention  in 
Older  to  see  the  petition  I  presented  yes- 
terday Aiirly  landed  in  this  House ;  and 
in  answer  to  my  inquiries,  they  made 
stateoieala  which  at  first  appeared  to  me 
almost  incredible,  but  which  I  found  fully 
con6rmed  on  the  most  unquestionable  tes- 
timony.   I  have  had,  I  dare  say,  five  hun- 
dred communications  on  the  subject,  and 
out  of  them  I  have  selected  a  few,  to  which 
I  earnestly  request  the  House  to  listen 
wuji  patience  and  commiseration.    The 
ftfst  is  horn  Sheffield,  and  is  m  the  follow* 
ing  terms:— 

•  ^SOieffieU  May  i,  1842. 
**  The  total  number  of  signatures  sent  from 
Sheffield  will  number  2T,200.  Sheffield  is  io 
a  deplorable  state.  The  number  of  inmates 
b  Sheffield  poor-house  alone  up  to  the  SSrd  of 
April;  numbered  574.  The  relief  to  the  re- 
guar  ticket  poor  in  money  and  bread  for  the 
week  ending  April  23,  amounted  to  92/.  10s. 
?or  the  last  flye  weeks  the  number  of  new  ap- 
pfieants  for  relief  have  averaged  200  weekly. 


The  weekly  payments  to  the  casual  poor  in  the 
first  five  weeks  ending  yesterday  week  were  as 
follows  :-March  U,  201/s  April  1,  220/.; 
April  8,  248/. }  ApnllS,  274/.)  and  April  22, 
298/.  One  month  increased,  97/.,  although 
the  season  is  improving.  The  foregoing  will 
give  you  some  idea  of  the  state  of  this  once 
prosperous  town ;  it  is  said  that  the  trades  so* 
cieties  are  about  to  break  un,  unable  longer  to 
keep  up  their  fiiuds :  if  this  should  be  the 
case,  hundreds,  perhaps  thousands,  will  be 
added  to  the  ranks  of  the  pauperised  and  des* 
titute.  Sheffield  is  tranquil  at  present ;  Uiat 
it  will  remain  so  for  any  length  of  time,  with 
starvation  and  misery  increasing  daily,  is  very 
doubtful.'* 

My  next  evidence  is  from  Wolver* 
hampton,  and  it  is  this:— - 

^  WolverhampUm,  April  29,  1848. 

"  The  colliers,  nailers,  mechanics,  and  la* 
bourers,  are  in  a  state  of  poverty  and  degrada- 
tion, disgraceful  to  a  civilized  country.  The 
supply  of  sll  kinds  of  labour  being  greater  than 
the  demand,  the  operatives  have  no  power  to 
prevent  their  wages  being  cootinually  reduosd. 
The  miners  and  nailers  are  now  out  of  work, 
in  consequence  of  their  masters  having  at- 
tempted to  make  a  great  reduction  in  their  a)« 
ready  too  scao^r  wages.  The  general  impres* 
sion  of  the  working  men  in  these  parts  is,  that 
their  cause  of  complaint  can  never  be  effectu- 
ally removed  unless  they  possess  the  power  of 
choosing  their  own  represenutives.  The  whole 
of  this  district  is  in  an  alarming  state  of  agita- 
tion. Chartism  is  rapidly  progressing.  Towns 
and  villages,  where  even  the  name  of  Chartism 
a  short  time  ago  was  unknown,  now  have  their 
Chartist  association ;  and,  unless  some  effective 
measures  are  speedily  adopted  for  the  removal 
of  the  present  alarming  distresses  of  the  toiling 
sons  of  industry,  the  eonsequenoes  are  likely 
to  be  most  serious." 

The  following  is  from  another  part  of 
the  country  :— 

•«  Bttm/py,  April  18, 1842^. 

**  My  dear  Sir ;— In  answer  to  yours  of  the 
15th  instant,  I  can  only  sav  that  it  would  be 
useless  to  attempt  to  send  you  a  statement  of 
wages,  &c.,  as  you  desire,  for  if  I  did  so,  be- 
fore it  reached  your  hands  it  is  likely  that  there 
would  be  a  material  reduction.  I,  therefore  , 
deem  it  sufficient  to  state  to  you,  in  a  genera 
wav,  the  state  of  the  town  and  neighbourhood; 
and  after  you  have  read  the  statements,  you 
may,  if  you  have  an  opportunity,  read  it  to  Sir 
Robert  Peel  and  the  Governmeot, 

*  The  working  classes  are  in  an  awful  state 
of  destitution ;  there  are  hundreds  out  of  em« 
ployment,  and  those  that  are  employed,  or  par* 
tially  so,  cannot  by  their  earnings  procure  a 
sufficiency  of  food. 

"  I  can  assure  you.  Sir,  that  all  are  in  a 
feverish  state  of  excitement.  I  never,  in  the 
course  of  my  life,  saw  this  part  of  Lancashire 
in  such  a  state:  and  I  am  one  of  ihose^w^ 
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have  watched  well  the  motions  of  the  people, 
<  CoiDiDg  events  cast  their  shadows  before/ 
Meetings— large  meetings-  consisting  of  thou- 
sands, are  being  held  almost  daily,  to  take  into 
consideration  what  shall  be  done  to  prevent 
the  multitude  from  starving  to  death:  and, 
after  mature  and  deliberate  consideration,  they 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  have  but  one 
alternative,  namely — to  take  it  rather  than 
starve. 

'*  Sunday  week  there  was  a  numerous  meet- 
ing on  Whitmoor,  on  the  confines  of  Yorkshire 
and  Lancashire.    Thousands  assembled  from 

? laces  within  twelve  or  fourteen  miles  distant. 
Mterday,  on  Marsd en-height,  ihere  was  ano- 
ther, of  at  least  7,000.  To-day  10,000  have 
met  at  Colne,  and  at  each  of  these  meetings 
there  is  but  one  opinion,  and  that  is,  that  the 
Charter  must  become  the  law  of  this  land  be- 
fore any  permanent  good  can  be  effected  for 
the  working-classes. 

*^  A  portion  of  the  mills  in  Burnley  are  shut 
up,  ana  the  remainder  are  running  short  time. 
There  will  be  meetings  held  every  Sunday  du- 
ring the  sitting  of  the  Convention  ;  next  Sun- 
day on  Enfield,  the  Sunday  following  on 
Derply,  and  so  on  throughout  the  district. 

''  I  can  assure  you.  Sir,  that  when  news 
arrives  in  Burnley  of  a  bad  market  in  Man- 
chester, it  is  received  with  joy,  and  a  good 
market  the  contrary.  The  cry  is — it  is  hasten- 
ing the  crisis. 

**  This  is  a  fearful  state  of  things.  A  people 
must  be  bordering  on  despair  when  what  was 
formerly  considered  as  disasters  are  hailed 
with  general  joy.  It  would  be  well  for  the 
Government  to  look  to  these  things,  ere  it  is 
too  late.  The  people  cannot  suffer  starvation 
much  longer — ^hope  is  fled ;  and  God  only 
knows  where  this  state  of  things  will  end. 

"  The  hand-loom  weavers — poor  fellows^- 
they  are  compelled,  against  their  very  nature,  to 
turn  out  into  the  streets  and  beg.  On  Saturday 
last  they  were  begging  from  door  to  door, 
driven  to  it  from  sheer  want.  The  police 
made  an  attempt  to  take  them  into  custody, 
but  the  brave  but  starved  fellows  resisted,  and 
the  police  made  a  virtue  of  necessity  and  left 
them  alone. 

*'  To-day  a  case  has  been  brought  before  the 
magistrates  of  a  young  man  from  Padiham 
who,  driven  to  desperation  by  starvation,  broke 
two  panes  of  glass,  in  a  shopkeeper's  window, 
in  Older  to  get  sent  to  prison,  so  that  he  could 
get  something  to  eat.  His  mother  is  a  widow, 
with  six  children,  he  the  eldest,  and  all  of 
them  out  of  work.  They  had  4f.  weekly  al- 
lowed them  by  the  board  of  guardians  to  main- 
tain six  children  and  the  mother  (who  was 
sick) ;  the  young  man  took  the  children  before 
the  guardians,  and  solicited  further  allowance; 
it  was  refused,  and  he  stated  before  the  magis- 
trate to-day,  that  when  he  asked  the  overseer 
what  he  was  to  do,  he  told  him  he  must  go  and 
Steal;  but  the  young  man  preferred  breaking 
windows  to  stealing,  and  the  humane  magis* 
trate  committed  him  to  Pres too  hoase  of  cor- 


rection for  one  month,  the  young  man  thanking 
him  kindly  for  the  boon.  That  heart,  indeec^ 
must  be  steeled  against  the  feelings  of  hu- 
manity, that  can  contemplate  such  a  state  of 
things  as  this  without  endeavouring  to  remedy 
it.  The  above.  Sir,  I  will  vouch  to  be  correct. 
I  have  not  in  the  least  exaggerated  ;  indeed, 
Sir,  I  fear  it  is  far  short  of  the  real  picture. 
"  Yours,  &c." 

I  have  similar  accoonts  from  some  of 
the  midland  districts,  from  Leicester, 
Loughborough,  Mountsorrell,  Sheepshead, 
and  Hinckley,  respecting  the  stocking  and 
other  trades  carried  on  in  that  part  of  the 
kingdom;  but  with  these,  perhaps,  it  is 
unnecessary  for  me  to  trouble  the  House. 
Distress  of  the  severest  kind  also  prevails 
in  the  metropolitan  counties;  all  trades 
are  in  a  roost  depressed  condition,  and  let 
me  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  bis 
tariff  will  only  make  that  condition  worse. 
But  I  will  now  go  to  Scotland,  and  will 
read  to  the  House  most  heart-breaking  ac- 
counts from  the  vale  of  Leven.  It  appears 
that  wages  there  vary  from  7{d.  to  O^cU 
per  day,  and  scores  of  families  have  never 
tasted  animal  food  for  various  periods- 
some,  I  think,  not  for  twenty-eight  weeks, 
oatmeal  boiled  in  water  and  sweetened 
with  a  little  sugar  being  the  principal  diet 
of  the  unfortunate  operatives.  The  sob- 
sequent  is  one  of  the  communications  I 
have  received  from  tbeoce :« 

"  At  your  request  I  present  you  with  an  ac« 
count  of  the  situation  of  the  people  I  repre- 
sent in  the  Convention.  The  spot  from  which 
I  was  sent  is  known  by  the  name  of  *  The 
Vale  of  Leven,'  one  of  the  most  beautiful  spots 
in  Scotland  ;  on  the  banks  of  the  silvery  stream 
that  runs  through  it'are  a  great  many  print-works. 
Its  population  in  1841  was  as  follows,  com- 
prising three  villages:— Bonbill,'2,115  persons; 
Alexandria,  3,060,  Kenton,  2,326 ;  making  a 
total  of  7,501.  The  following  estimate,  the  re- 
sult of  a  careful  investigation,  will  give  you  some 
idea  of  the  extent  of  destitution ;  it  includes 
only  Bonhill  and  Alexandria,  and  takes  up  a 
period  of  twenty-eighi  weeks  : — There  were, 
on  an  average  during  that  time,  four  persons  at 
7id,  per  day  ;  2  at  7(f. ;  6  at  6|if. ;  11  at  6)d.  $ 
5  at  6<;. ;  21  at  5^d, ;  11  at  5id, ;  13  at  5d. ; 
14  at  4id. ;  10  at  4|(/. ;  11  at  4K  ;  31  at  4d. ; 
28  at  3|d ;  96  at  3|</. ;  10  at  3idL ;  89  at  3d. ; 
31  at2K;  151  at  2\d.;  65  at2id.;  135  at 
2d.i  126  at  ltd.;  128  at  Ud.;  15  atUd.; 
55  at  Id.;  31  at  id.;  28  at  id.;  9  at  id,  per 
day ;  and  65  in  that  period  with  nothing  at  all. 
This  statement  numbers  in  all  1,211  persons. 
I  know  scores  of  families  who  had  never  tasted 
animal  food  in  that  time ;  oatmeal  boiled  in 
water,  sweetened  with  a  little  sugar,  is  their 
principal  diet.  Notices  of  ejectment  are  baiog 
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MTved  hy  landlords  to  tlieir  tenants,  and  pro- 
prietors of  houses  are  refusing  to  let  their 
booses  unless  the  applicant  can  find  a  surety 
for  the  payment  of  rent — a  task,  being  unem- 
ployed, they  find  it  diflScuU  to  accomplish. 
Dumbarton  is  suffering  a  vast  amount  of  des- 
titution; the  carpenters  are  nearly  out  of 
work.  Kiikintilloch  contains  many  weavers, 
and,  after  toiling  twelve  or  fourteen  hours 
daily,  can  go  home  with  about  5f.  weekly. 
Campsie,  in  Stirlingshire,  with  a  population 
of  5,000,  is  suffering  much  from  destitution; 
many  of  the  men  are  out  of  work,  and  plenty 
more  are  only  on  half  time.  The  great  body 
of  the  people  look  to  universal  suffrage  as  the 
only  hope  left  them,  believing  that  no  House 
of  Commons,  bui  one  representing  the  whole 
people,  will  permanently  remedy  the  abuses  of 
which  the  working  classes  complain.  These 
are  a  few  facts  connected  with  my  district ; 
yon  are  at  liberty  to  use  them  as  you  think 
proper  in  the  House  when  presenting  the  pe- 
tition. Hoping  that  you  may  long  live  to 
enjoy  the  confidence  and  esteem  of  that  people 
of  whose  liberties  you  have  stood  the  uncom- 
piomising  advocate. 

I  remain,  dear  Sir, 
Yours  in  the  cause  of  public  justice, 
William  Thohason, 

Member  of  Convention. 
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**  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  balloted  for 
to  speak  at  the  Bar  of  your  House  if  your 
motion  is  acceded  to;  I  should  be  most 
happy,  if  called  upon,  to  answer  any  questions 
it  b  in  my  power  to  reply  to,  calculated  to 
show  the  condition  of  the  people." 

What  I  am  now  about  to  read  is  from 
Edinburgh,  and  it  shows  that  in  all  quar- 
ter!, there  exists  the  strongest  determina- 
tion, by  constitutional  means,  to  change 
the  conposition  of  this  House  : — 

Statexektofthe  delegate  from  eoinburgh 
district. 

**  In  every  part  of  the  east  of  Fifeshire,  the 
population  are  sufferini;  from  extreme  poverty, 
more  especially  East  Wemyss,  Markinch,  Ket- 
tle, and  their  surroundin|^  neighbourhoods. 
The  people  are  chiefly  oBployed  in  linen 
weaving  of  various  kinds,  many  of  them  can- 
not earn  above  6s.  per  week  by  long  hours  of 
labour  while  at  the  piece,  and  for  the  last  four 
months,  large  numbers  of  them  have  had  to  wait 
one,  two,  three,  and  some  four  weeks,  before 
they  get  another  piece  or  web  out.  Were  it 
not  that  being  in  an  agricultural  district,  they 
are  enabled  to  plant  and  procure  potatoes 
cheap,  they  could  not  live— their  dwellings  are 
generally  ill-furnished,  and  were  it  not  that 
they  straggle  on  in  their  sufferings,  being 
buoyed  up  with  the  hope  that  legislative 
changes  will  come  to  their  relief,  they  would 
sink  into  recklessness  and  despondency,  for 
how  they  contrive  to  subsist  they  scarcely  know 
themaeWeSi  except  from  the   fact  that   not 


having  died,  they  must  have  managed  to  keep 
life  in.  Trade  of  all  kinds  is  very  dull,  but  of 
course,  the  labouring  classes  feel  the  pressure 
very  much.  In  and  around  Edinburgh,  there 
are  very  large  numbers  of  men  out  of  employ* 
ment,  so  much  so,  that  it  is  only  working  men 
or  as  such  as  I  am  in  communication  with, 
that  can  know  it.  In  Dalkeith,  there  is  also 
great  distress  from  want  of  employment.  In 
the  currying  trade,  there  is  a  complete  stand ; 
also  some  others  that  are  afraid  they  will  be 
affected  by  the  tariff;  where  they  formerly 
had  large  numbers  of  men  employed,  they 
now  have  only  one  or  two." 

The  British  Statesman  is  a  newspaper 
devoted  to  the  interests  of  the  people,  and 
a  short  time  ago,  there  appeared  in  it  a 
statement,  that  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Burnley  a  cow  which  had  died  of  disease 
was  buried  by  its  owner ;  the  people  were 
driven  to  such  straits  by  famine  that  they 
actually  disinterred  the  cow  in  order  to 
convert  it  into  food.  A  respectable  indivi- 
dual of  the  name  of  Livesey,  known  I  be- 
lieve to  some  hon.  members  who  hear  me, 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  editor  of  the  news- 
paper after  he  had  ascertained  the  fact, 
and  it  was  in  these  terms : — 

"  I  received  a  letter  from  Master  Brown,  of 
Burnley,  March  1st,  containinff  a  statement 
that  such  was  the  distress  of  the  poor  in 
Pendle  Forest,  near  Burnley,  that  a  dead  cow 
had  been  disinterred  and  eaten  for  food.  The 
statement  was  so  revolting  to  my  feelings, 
though  requested  to  publish  it,  I  cculd  not 
help  suspecting  that  it  was  either  a  fabrica- 
tion, or  much  exaggerated.  I  therefore  wrote 
to  Mr.  Brown  to  get  a  certificate  of  the  fact 
signed  by  six  respectable  persons,  and  I  re- 
ceived the  answer  inclosing  the  certificate  of 
the  horrible  fact  given  below. 

"  Jos.  Livesey,  28, 
Church-street,  Preston. 

<< '  Higham,  March  3, 1842. 
"  *  This  is  to  certify,  that  Thomas  Home,  of 
this  place,  had  a  cow  died  on  Wednesday,  the 
23d  day  of  February  last,  which  he  buried, 
and  that  it  was  afterwards  taken  up  to  use  for 
food. — As  witness  our  hands, 

" '  Thomas  Loan 
"  *  Thos.  Horn  e,  owner  of  cow 
"  *  Thomas  Adty,  weaver 
"  *  Joseph  Woon,  grocer 
"  *  John  Aspoen,  farmer 
"  *  John  Lord,  weaver.'  *' 

I  have  also  recently  receiTed  a  Man- 
chester newspaper,  containing  a  statement 
respecting  the  appeals  made  to  the  cha- 
ritable on  behalf  of  the  soup-kitchens : 
but  that  I  am  afraid  of  wearying  the 
House  I  would  read  it,  but  the  appeal  was 
made  from  the  pulpit  only  a  few  days 
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ago,  and  the  statement  respecting  it  is 
signed  *'William  Herbert,  dean  of  Man- 
chester/' Does  not  evidence  like  this 
show  the  miserably  distressed  condition  of 
the  labouring  classes  ?  This,  too,  on  the 
36th  of  April  last,  hardly  a  week  old !  The 
petition  1  presented  yesterday  contains  a 
strong  statement  respecting  the  sufferings 
of  the  people,  and  that  condition  is  attri- 
buted to  the  defective  state  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  House.  The  subscribers 
say  that  it  is  impossible  that  a  country 
like  Great  Britain  should  have  fallen  thus 
low,  if  there  were  not  some  gross  defect  in 
the  manner  in  which  the  interests  of  the 
worlcing  classes  are  represented  within 
those  walls.  After  what  1  referred  to 
under  the  name  of  the  Dean  of  Man- 
chester, I  must  trouble  the  House  with  a 
document  in  the  form  of  a  proclamation 
from  the  magistrates  of  Burnley  issued 
within  the  last  few  days.  It  runs  as  fol- 
lows :— 

^'  Public  Notice. — Whereas,  a  practice  has 
recently  prevailed  in  Burnley,  and  the  neif(h> 
bourbood,  of  larg;e  numbers  of  persons  going 
together  to  private  houses,  and  also  of  parading 
the  street,  highways,  and  other  public  places, 
to  beg  and  nther  alms,  which  conduct  is 
illegal,  and  subiects  such  parties  to  the  punish- 
ment provided  by  the  Vagrant  Act.  And 
whereas  such  practice  is  also  calculated  to 
create  terror  and  alarm  to  the  peaceful  inha- 
bitants of  the  town  and  neif^bourhood.  Notice 
is  therefore  hereby  given,  that  with  a  view  to 
check  such  illegal  practices  and  to  preserve  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  neighbourhood,  it 
IS  thought  advisable  to  issue  this  public  notice 
or  proclamation,  that  the  law  will  be  put  in 
force  against  any  parties  so  assembling  in  the 
manner  and  for  the  purpose  aforesaid. 

"  By  order  of  the  Magistrates. 

"  Burnley,  2dth  April,  1849." 

Thus  we  see  that  not  individuals  but  a 
whole  population  in  masses  were  com- 
pelled to  go  about  from  door  to  door 
begging  alms,  and  what  is  the  answer 
which  the  unhappy  and  starving  operatives 
make  to  the  preceding  document?  It  is 
the  following;  and  let  me  add  that  it  is 
very  much  to  their  credit,  and  shows  that, 
even  though  suffering  almost  the  last  stage 
of  want,  they  are  still  patient,  rational, 
and  forbearing : — 

*'  V,  R. — ^TO  THE  MAGISTRATES  OF  THIS  TOWN. 

^  The  unemployed  and  star\'ing  operatives 
of  this  town  feel  disposed  to  put  a  plain  ques- 
tion or  two  to  the  above  authorities,  as  they 
find  themselves  placed  in  rather  a  curious 
position.    Now  we  wish  to  know  bow  long  it 


is  possible  that  a  town  like  Burnley,  under  the 
present  circumstances,  can  be  rendered  peace-i 
iul  and  tranquil,  while  hundreds,  yea  thou* 
sands,  are,  by  oppression  and  misrule,  thrown 
upon  the  once  lovely  and  pleasant,  but  now, 
alas  I  miserable  degraded  streets  and  lanes  of 
this  town  and  neighbourhood  ?  Under  these 
circumstances  they  find  themselves  bound,  by 
the  nearest  and  dearest  ties  of  nature,  to  make 
the  inquiry. 

"What,  as  human  beings,  are  we  to  do, 
after  having  been  deprived  of  every  comfort, 
and  almost  every  necessary  of  life,  after  hav- 
ing applied  to  our  several  parishes,  without 
anything  like  reasonable  success,  and  when 
now  by  starvation  we  are  compelled  to  expose 
ourselves  and  families  to  public  inspection,  in 
order  to  crave  a  portion  of  bread  tor  our  mi- 
serable starving  wives  and  children,  we  are 
even  denied  this  right  by  those  persons  from 
whom  we  ought  to  have  expected  better  things  ? 
And  we  say  that  to  close  the  scene  of  misery 
the  law  U  consulted,  and  about  to  be  intro- 
duced, and  simply  for  the  purpose  of  smother- 
ing the  cries  of  the  widow  and  the  fatheriess ; 
but  even  those  who  have  the  law  to  back  their 
proceedings,  must  at  the  present  crisis  be  very 
cautious  how  and  to  what  purpose  they  apply 
its  restrictions,  because  we,  though  out  of 
work,  cannot  live  without  (at  least)  some  of 
the  necessaries  of  life,  and  we  must  have  them 
from  some  where.  We  wish  not  to  do  injury 
neither  to  persons  nor  property,  but  at  th« 
same  time  we  cannot  lay  ourselves  down 
and  die. 

**  What  saith  the  scriptures  in  support  of 
these  allegations  ?  Doth  it  not  say  that,  *  He 
that  will  not  provide  for  his  family  is  worse 
than  an  infidel. ' 

■'And  also,  'They  that  be  slain  with  the 
sword  are  better  than  they  that  be  slain  with 
hunger. ' — Lamentations,  c.  iv.  v.  9. 

"  By  order  of  the  Starving  and  Unemployed 
Operatives  of  Burnley. 

"  Burnley,  April  26tb,  1842.'* 

Such  being  the  condition  of  the  people, 
let  me  ask  you  how  long  you  mean  that 
they  should  remain  in  it  ?  Let  me  ask  you 
whether  it  is  pMstble  for  them  to  remain 
in  it  .^  Will  yA  not,  at  least,  give  the 
parties  who  signed  the  petition  an  oppor* 
tunity  of  being  heard  at  vour  Bar,  that 
they  may  tell  you  the  grievances  under 
which  they  labour,  and  the  modem  which 
they  think  they  may  be  relieved.  I  should 
like  to  hear  from  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
—from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  by  what  means  he 
proposes  to  remedy  these  evils  f  He  surely 
does  not  mean  to  contend  that  his  Income- 
tax  and  his  tariff  will  cure  them — that 
Income-tax  which  is  to  reduce  the  mid- 
dling classes  to  a  level  with  the  lower 
orders,  and  that  tariff  wbicb  b  to  throw 
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ihomtiiAi  out  of  employ,  and  to  drife 
them  into  the  workhouses.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  mean  to  resort  to  the  sub 
pension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act?  Does 
he  mean  to  put  down  the  Chartists  by 
fiitee  ?  I  hope  not.  I  hope  that  he  means 
(0  Qse  no  weapons  but  those  of  reason 
and  conciliation.  I  hope  that  there  is  no 
diapoaition  in  the  House  (I  saw  none  yes- 
terday) to  treat  the  petition  with  slight  or 
inattention.  I  know  that  it  contains  many 
paragraphs  from  which  the  majority  of 
those  who  bear  me  will  dissent ;  I  do  not 
say  that  I  subscribe  to  them  all  myself; 
but  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  a  portion  of  the 
press,  the  organs  of  the  party  opposite, 
are  endearouring  to  throw  ridicule  upon 
the  signatures  attached  to  the  petition. 
When,  however,  I  find  fault  with  one  por- 
tion of  the  Ministerial  press,  I  am  glad  to 
aee  that  by  another  portion  the  petition  is 
treated  with  some  degree  of  respect.  I 
refer  to  the  Morning  Herald^  which,  in 
one  of  its  leading  articles  of  this  day, 
speaks  as  follows : — 

''The  petition  was  signed  by  3,315,7A2 
persons  described  as  belonging  to  various  sec- 
tions of  the  industrious  classes  of  the  country. 
Allow  a  vast  deduction  for  signatures  not  ge- 
Doine,  signatures  repeated  even  in  duplicate 
and  triplicate-^nd  perhaps  we  ought  still  to 
aasame  that  this  is  the  petition  of  a  rast  body 
of  the  people,  who  are  urging  on  their  grow- 
ing demana  for  the  fatal,  the  destroying  boon 
of  universal  suffrage — in  terms ;  in  its  effect, 
nntversal  anarchy  I  Are  there  in  the  long  cau- 
logne  of  political  grievances  and  evils  to  which 
these  hosts  of  petitioners  ascribe  so  much  of 
the  positive  suffering,  of  enormous  communi- 
ties of  their  countrymen— are  there  any,  the 
destructive  tendencies  of  which  are  at  once 
undoubted  and  susceptible  of  remedy?  Are 
there  any,  to  which  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government,  without  compromise  of  their 
constitution^  functions  and  state  respon- 
sibility, can  apply  a  healing  and  a  saving 
hand  ?  If  there  be,  we  trust  that  nothing  in 
the  well-known  characters  and  schemes  of  a 
few  artful  demagogues,  who  prey  on  the  un- 
suspecting credulity  of  their  deluded  followers 
—that  nothing,  even  in  the  notorious  trickery 
and  cheating  which  are  resorted  to,  in  order  to 
swell  the  volume  and  multiply  the  subscrip- 
liens  of  these  huge  petitions — may  be  permit- 
tad  to  interfera  with  duties  of  an  importance 
so  paramount.'' 

I  deny,  on  the  part  of  the  petitioners, 
that  there  has  been  any  cheating  or  trick- 
ery to  swell  the  volume  of  the  petition ; 
hot  I  entirely  agree  with  the  writer  of  the 
artide  I  hare  rei^,  in  trnsting  that  nothing 
«iO  interfera  with  the  diacbarge  of  your 


duty  to  the  petitioners  by  hearing  what 
they  have  to  aay,  and  by  applying  your 
minds  to  the  consideration  of  the  remedy 
they  propose.  Let  me  ask  if  there  be  any 
hon.  Member  present  who  witnessed  the 
peaceable,  respectful,  and  orderly  de- 
meanour of  the  individuals  who  came 
down  with  the  petition  yesterday.  Hare 
not  their  proceedings  throughout  been 
characterised  by  forbearance,  regularity 
and  decorum.  Have  they  evinc^  any- 
thing like  a  disposition  to  resort  to  physi- 
cal force,  or  is  there  one  word  respecting 
it  in  the  petition.  If  it  be  supposed  that 
there  is  any  such  expressioui  let  me  assure 
hon.  Members  that  it  has  been  entirely 
misunderstood  j  some  may  object  to  the 
petition  because  it  prays  for  the  repeal  of 
the  union  with  Ireland;  and  upon  this 
point  I  am  authorised  to  state  that  the 
petitioners  mean  no  more  than  to  repeat 
the  words  of  Lord  Althorp,  now  Earl 
Spencer,  when  he  observed  :— 

'*  If  I  found  that  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  was  in  favour  of  repeal,  I  should 
say  that  no  doubt  they  were  entitled  to  it ;  but 
as  long  as  the  majority  is  the  other  way  I  shall 
support  the  union  and  resist  the  repeal  of  it 
to  the  death." 

The  petitioners  apprehend  that  the  ma* 
jority  of  the  people  of  Ireland  are  in  favotu: 
of  repeal,  and  therefore  they  are  entitled 
to  it.  I  think  that  they  are  mistaken,  and 
I  think  moreover  that  if  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  of  that  opinion 
they  would  soon  find  their  error ;  but  that 
is  all  that  the  petitioners  mean.  In  order 
to  show  the  views,  and  to  explain  the  con- 
duct of  the  whole  body,  I  shall  venture  to 
read  the  last  address  of  the  National  Con- 
vention of  the  industrious  classes,  issued 
only  a  few  days  ago.  It  runs  in  these 
terms:— 

"Tbe  National  Convention  op  the  Indus- 
trious Clabsss,  to  tue  SufFEaxNO  and 
Starving. 

«*  Fellow  countrymen— We  have  received 
many  important  communications  from  various 
districts,  describing  the  excitement  and  dis* 
satisfaction  which  prevail  in  the  minds  of 
those  who  have  been  driven  into  poverty  and 
starvation  by  political  causes,  which  they  have 
no  power  to  destroy,  and  scarcely  any  liberty 
to  describe  in  Parliamentary  petition.  We 
have  decided  on  petitioning  Parliament  on 
Monday,  the  2nd  of  May,  to  be  heard  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  lay  before 
the  world  a  full  and  honest  statement  of  the 
cause  of  your  grievances,  the  extent  of  your 
sufferiuffs,  and  the  grand  remedies  to  be  pro- 
posed for  the  immediate  and  permanent  re- 
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moval  of  all  natural  sufferiog  and  social  wrong. 
We  wait  with  patience  and  subdued  feeling  the 
result  of  our  mutual  prayer.  We  are  fully  sensi- 
ble that  it  is  almost  a  mockery  of  justice  to  ask 
the  starring  to  be  submissive,  and  ihe  injured 
to  bow  their  famished  bodies  to  the  footstool 
of  oppression;  still  the  sacredness  of  our 
cause,  and  the  hopelessness  of  all  attempts  at 
violence,  are  sufficient  to  guide  us  in  now 
calling  upon  you  to  abstain  from  any  act  likely 
to  bring  our  principles  into  dispute,  and  dve 
deeper  the  red  banners  of  despotism  with  the 
blood  of  our  brethren.  We  deeply  sympa- 
thise with  vou.  We  have  expressed  our  hos- 
tility to  the  system  which  has  stripped  you, 
misled  you,  repressed  your  murmurs  by  force^ 
subdued  your  complaints  by  a  demonstration 
of  steel,  and  threatened  butchery.  You  ask 
us  for  advice.  We  counsel  you  to  watch  the 
decisive  answer  of  tlie  Government.  The 
month  of  May  will  bring  the  intelligence  to  you. 
You  ask  us  how  you  are  to  act.  Await  the  de- 
cision of  the  National  Convention.  Your  de- 
legates will  carry  with  them  the  results  of  our 
deliberations ;  and  rest  assured  that  we  are 
too  much  alive  to  the  danger  of  collision  with 
an  armed  Government  ever  to  advise,  and  we 
possess  too  much  experience  ever  to  -ecom- 
mend  violence  as  the  course  to  be  adopted  in 
our  struggle  for  justice. 

"Fellow  countrymen— We  have  heartily, 
yet  decidedly,  adopted  this  course,  out  of 
regard  for  you  as  well  as  out  of  respect  for 
those  principles  which  have  progressed  by  the 
aid  of  reason  alone,  and  need  no  other  argu- 
ment, greater  than  present  necessity,  to  en- 
force them  on  the  Legislature.  We  have 
placed  it  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
appease  the  rising  indignation  of  millions  by 
granting  their  advocates  a  hearing.  We  now 
await  the  result,  and  all  we  desire  from  you 
is,  to  sacrifice  feeling  for  a  time,  and  imitate 
us  in  the  practice  of  rational  patience,  at  the 
same  time  that  we  prepare  to  advise  you  on 
the  future  course  to  be  pursued  the  moment 
the  Legislature  have  given  their  negative  and 
affirmative  to  a  nation's  demand. 

(Signed)     *'  Abrau  Duncan,  Chairman 
''John  Campbell,  Secretary." 

That  is  what  I  ask  od  behalf  of  the  pe- 
titioDers:  listeo  to  the  earoest  appeal 
they  make  for  a  hearing.  The  least  thej 
can  ask,  and  the  least  you  can  grant,  is 
that  those  who  are  so  severely  suffering 
should  explain  to  you  the  causes  and  the 
remedies  for  their  grievances.  The  hearing 
cannot  occupy  long,  the  number  of  persons 
who  will  appear  at  your  Bar  will  not  ex-* 
ceed  six,  and  it  could  not  occupy  more 
than  two  days;  but  if  it  took  ten  could  it 
be  better  spent  than  in  attending  to  the 
complaints  of  those  whose  patience  alone 
petitions  for  your  consideration  ?  You  may 
"think  many  of  their  arguments  absurd, 


their  schemes  of  redress  wild  and  nsionary, 
be  it  so;  but  do  not  decide  against  them 
without  hearing  them  ;  do  not  shut  your 
door  against  their  grievances  until  you 
know  what  they  are  and  the  remedies  they 
suggest.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need  tres- 
pass longer  on  the  patience  of  the  House. 
I  have  stated  the  claims  of  the  petitioners, 
I  have  proved  to  you  the  dreadful  nature 
of  their  present  condition ;  if  not,  I  have 
not  done  my  duty,  I  have  many  other 
documents  and  details  to  the  same  effect, 
which,  if  necessary,  I  could  produce.  I 
have  shown  how  the  cause  of  .radical  re- 
form, or  chartism  (call  it  what  you  will), 
has  gradually  advanced,  and  if  you  doubt 
either  the  distress  or  the  advance,  hear  the 
petitioners  at  your  Bar.  If  they  fail  to 
convince  you,  tne  fault  will  not  be  yours, 
and  by  hearing  them  you  will  give  tliem  a 
practical  contradiction  by  showing  that 
you  are  so  far  identified  with  the  people. 
You  will  also  obtain  some  portion  of  what 
I  sincerely  believe  you  stand  much  in  need 
of— the  confidence,  affection,  and  grati- 
tude of  the  great  body  of  the  nation.  I 
beg  leave  to  move — 

''That  the  petitioners,  whose  petition  I 
presented  yesterday,  be  heard  by  themselves 
or  their  counsel  at  the  Bar  of  the  uouse." 

Mr.  Leader  said,  that  he  had  been  re- 
quested to  second  the  motion,  and  he  did 
so  with  great  pleasure,  although,  after 
what  had  been  so  well  said  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  little  had  been  left  for  him  to  re- 
mark. The  matter  might  be  compressed 
in  a  very  few  words.  The  sufferings  of 
the  people  were  admitted;  the  patience 
of  the  people  under  their  sufferings  was  also 
admitted.  A  vast  number  of  the  work- 
ing classes  now  came  forward  and  asked 
permission  to  state  their  grievances,  and 
the  proposed  remedies,  at  the  Bar.  Would 
the  House  hear  them,  or  would  it  refuse  to 
hear  them  ?  That  was  the  whole  ques- 
tion. He  could  not  possibly  doubt  the 
sincerity  of  the  petitioners,  nor  could  he 
doubt  the  number  of  the  persons  inter- 
ested.  True  it  was,  that  one  of  the  news- 
papers supporting  the  Government,  that 
which  bad  the  largest  circulation  in  the 
country,  had  sneered  at  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday,  had  asserted  that  only  15,000 
or  20,000  were  present,  that  it  was  rather 
a  May-day  show,  than  a  political  demon- 
stration, and  that  the  signatures  of 
3,500,000,  could  not,  by  possibility,  be 
genuine  ;  but  nobody  pretended,  that  all 
the  names  were   those  of  grown   men ; 


Digitized  by  ^ 


^8 


:ie 


TkB  ITational  Piiition^        {Mait  3} 


3S 

many  were  avowedly  those  of  women,  and 
olhen  were  the  names  of  young  men  who 
had  not  yet  reached  the  age  of  twenty- 
oae.  Of  any  one  who  doubted  the  sin- 
cerity or  the  numbers  of  the  petitioners, 
he  would  beg  to  ask  whether  it  were  not 
a  matter  of  notoriety,  that  at  every  pub- 
lic meeting,  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years,  and  especially  during  the  last  year, 
DO  topic  had  attracted  so  much  the  atten- 
tion of  the  people  as  what  was  called  the 
Charter  ?  It  was  mere  blindness  to  doubt 
the  sincerity  of  the  working  classes,  or  the 
iocreasing  nomhers  with  which  they  came 
before  the  House,  and  prayed  to  be  heard 
as  to  their  grievances,  and  to  suggest  a  re- 
medy. He  confessed  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  good  thing,  not  only  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  but  for  all  men  in  that 
House  who  were  not  used  to  go  to  public 
meetiogs,  to  hear  the  petitioners  at  the 
Bar,  and  to  be  convinced  of  the  intelli- 
gence, the  ability,  and  the  integrity  of  the 
men  who  were  now  excluded  from  the 
franchise,  and  who  claimed  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  representation  of  the  people.  His 
boD.  Friend  had  referred  to  numerous  pre- 
cedents for  the  course  he  proposed,  to  calm 
the  nerves  of  those  who  had  a  dread  of 
inch  ft  proceeding.  The  precedents  were 
indeed  numerous.  Many  in  that  House 
woald  remember,  that  Lord  Brougham  was 
beard  against  the  Orders  in  Council,  and 
what  was  the  effect  of  that  hearing 
throughout  the  country?  Most  would 
recollect,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  was  heard  in  defence  of  those 
whom  he  represented — the  Canadians  of 
Lower  Canada — this  was  precisely  a  case 
in  point,  for  the  colonists  were  unrepre- 
sented in  that  House.  The  present  peti- 
tioners were  even  in  a  worse  position 
than  the  colonists,  for  they  were  English- 
men living  in  this  country,  paying  the 
taseSy  ol)eying  the  laws,  and  yet  having 
no  voice  in  the  election  of  those  who  laid 
on  the  taxes,  or  made  the  laws.  He  re- 
collected, that  he  had  been  told  by  a  late 
Attorney-general  (Lord  Campbell),  after 
the  prosecution  of  the  Chartists  for  hold- 
ing seditious  meetings,  in  a  tone  of  exult- 
ation, that  "Chartism  was  entirely  put 
down."  He  told  Lord  Campbell,  then,  as 
he  told  the  House  now,  that  the  violence 
of  Chartism  had  passed  by,  but  that 
Chartism  existed.  He  had  heard  last 
nigbt  all  attempts  at  physical  force,  and 
all  appeals  to  violence,  repudiated,  and 
that  the  Chartists  appealed  only  to  the 
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moral  force  of  millions  of  intelligent  men, 
seeking  their  rights.  He  had  .told  the 
late  Attorney-general,  and  he  now  re- 
peated the  statement,  that  the  real  princi- 
ple of  Chartism  would  never  be  put  down 
till  they  had  redressed  the  grievances,  and 
remedied  the  complaints  of  the  people,  or 
had  included  within  the  pale  of  the  con- 
stitution, those  who  were  now  prevented 
from  exercising  the  right  to  vote.  With 
respect  to  this  petition,  he  had  no  doubt, 
that  any  hon.  Member  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  or  on  his  own,  would  be 
able  to  pull  it  to  pieces,  and  to  show  that 
it  contained  some  unwise  paragraphs. 
He  could  imagine  some  clever  writer  in 
the  Quarterly ^  or  some  brilliant  reviewer 
in  the  Edinburgh,  throwing  some  smart 
and  pointed  ridicule  upon  the  petition, 
and  calling  upon  the  House  not  to  lis- 
ten to  its  prayer.  That  could,  and, 
no  doubt,  would  be  done ;  for,  talking  one 
day,  with  a  friend,  who  did  not  happen 
to  agree  with  him  in  politics,  on  this 
very  petition,  his  friend  showed  under 
what  heads  the  paragraphs  might  be 
placed,  and  how  the  opinions  might  be 
classed.  ••  These,"  said  he,  "  go  to  doing 
away  with  the  Monarchy  ;  these  go  to- 
wards the  abolition  of  the  national  debt  ; 
these  go  towards  doing  away  with  Church 
Establishments."  The  very  fact,  how- 
ever, that  the  petition  was  sneered  at,  and 
ridiculed,  would  make  many  persons  look 
more  closely  at  it,  and,  in  fact,  made  out 
the  strongest  case  for  what  he  now  asked, 
that  the  petitioners  should  be  heard  to 
state  their  opinions  of  what  they  meant. 
Every  one  knew  how  difficult  even  an 
act  of  Parliament  was  to  be  understood 
without  explanation,  aind  how  difficult  it 
was  to  frame  a  measure  clearly  defining 
what  was  intended  :  why,  then,  should 
they  ask  more  of  the  petitioners,  or  call 
upon  them  to  clothe  their  views  in  lan- 
guage which  would  be'intelligible  to  every 
body  ?  He  only  asked  the  House  to  hear 
them  state  what  they  thought  ought  to  be 
done.  He  believed,  that  their  demands 
were  to  be  found  in  a  few  words  in  the 
Charter ;  and  that  they  required  a  wide 
extension  of  the  suffrage  to  all  male 
adults,  the  vote  by  ballot,  the  abolition  of 
a  property  qualification,  the  payment  of 
Members,  and  electoral  districts.  The 
House  had  had  before  them  various  parts 
of  the  Charter.  Many  able  and  intelligent 
men  had  advocated  different  portions,  and 
yet  the  subject  was  treated  as  if  there  w@ 
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•omethiog  about  the  name  of  the  Charter, 
which  temperate  men  fell  ihey  could  not 
entertain.  Most  hon.  Members  could  not 
forget  ibat  his  Friend,  Mr.  Grote,  had 
brought  forward  the  ballot;  that  his 
Friend,  Mr.  Warburton,  had  sought  to 
change  the  property  qualification;  that 
his  Friend,  Sir  William  Molesworth,  had 
done  the  same  ;  and  that  other  Members 
had  brought  before  the  Legislature  the 
questions  of  an  extension  of  the  suffrage, 
and  of  electoral  districts.  These,  however, 
were  not  questions  then  before  the  House. 
The  simple  question  was,  would  they  hear 
the  petitioners,  or  would  they  refuse  to 
hear  them  ?  If  they  wished  to  recover  the 
affection  and  the  confidence  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people,  the  House  would  not 
refuse  their  reasonable  request^  to  be 
heard  in  their  own  case.  He  believed  it 
was  an  unwise  maxim  of  Government  to 
rule  by  means  of  the  fears  rather  than  the 
affection  and  good  feelings  of  the  people  ; 
and  believing  that,  he  asked  them  to 
grant  the  request  of  the  petitioners  to  be 
heard  at  the  Bar. 

Dr.  Bowring  rose  to  support  th?  motion. 
More  than  3,000,000  of  the  people  now 
asked  to  be  heard  by  those  who  called 
themselves  the  representatives  of  the  people. 
They  felt  themselves  oppressed — they  felt 
themselves  humiliated  by  that  Legislation 
which  denied  them  the  right  of  represeuta- 
tion,  and  they  knew  there  were  no  substan- 
tial grounds  for  their  exclusion.  They  had 
in  proportion  to  their  means  made  greater 
sacrifices  than  the  more  privileged  and 
opulent  of  their  fellow- subjects.  They 
could  not  understand  why  greater  wealth 
should  imply  greater  aptitude  for  political 
sagacity  —  why  the  rights  of  citizenship 
should  be  monopolized  by  the  few  and  de- 
nied to  the  many  ;  but  they  knew  by  expe- 
rience that  the  privileged  few  did  exercise 
their  authority,  not  for  the  interest  of  the 
subject  many,  but  for  their  own  special  and 
sinister  interests.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  all  the  allegations  in  the  petition 
could  be  borne  out,  if  the  petitioners  should 
be  allowed  to  state  their  case  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House ;  but  they  believed  they  could 
substantiate  them  all,  and  that  belief  of 
the  petitioning  millions  was  entitled  to  re- 
spect. Loiik  at  this  petition — it  is  not  an 
ordinary  one — it  is  unexampled  in  im- 
portance—it contains  a  greater  number  of 
signatures  than  any  petition  ever  before 
presented,  and  he  did  not  see  how  they 
could  refuse  io  hear  the  petitioners  at  the 


Bar  of  that  Houae,  which  was  created 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  rights 
and  redressing  the  grievancesi  and  of 
course  of  listening  to  the  opinions  of 
the  people.  He  could  see  nothing  but 
what  was  wise  and  reasonable  in  thei^ 
desire  to  be  represented.  Those  who  va- 
lued political  rights  ou^ht  to  look  with 
some  resard  and  affection  on  those  who 
also  desired  to  obtain  them.  If  our  fa« 
thers  deemed  it  their  duty  to  struggle  for 
the  attainment  of  their  rights,  into  the 
possession  of  which  the  present  generation 
had  entered,  ought  they  not  to  look  with 
some  regard  upon  those  who  were  strug- 
gling for  the  same  privileges  and  the  same 
advantages?  The  time  was,  when  the 
greater  part  of  the  population  was  in  a 
state  of  vassalage.  Little  by  little  they 
were  admitted  into  the  pale  of  the  consti-* 
tution.  Rights  weve  recognised  which  had 
been  denied  to  the  many.  Now  there  were 
millions  of  individuals  who  sent  represen- 
tatives. Was  it  a  wonder  that  those  who 
were  excluded  were  impelled  by  an  intense 
and  active  wish  to  obtain  equal  rights  with 
their  neighbours?  Why  was  it  that  this 
desire  was  so  strong,  so  irresistible  ?  Why 
had  it  pervaded  all  classes  of  society  )  Be* 
cause  the  L^^lature  had  not  redressed  the 
grievances  of  which  many  hnd  to  complaoi 
— ^because  it  had  not  removed  those  evib 
which  were  within  the  reach  of  legislation 
— ^because  it  had  not  produced  that  sum  of 

Cosperity  and  happiness  which  ought  tp 
the  result  of  laws  which  emanated  from 
a  House  charged  to  provide  for  the  wellt 
being  of  the  whole  oommunityx  in  so  far  as 
that  well-being  could  be  advanced  by  wise 
and  benevolent  laws.  There  was  one  prin- 
ciple which  these  petitioners  put  forwardi 
whic  would  be  advocated  by  all  who  de. 
sired  ^hat  the  constitution  of  this  country 
should  be  a  really  popular  and  nationiU 
constitution.  A  government  founded  on 
a  wide  representation  was,  after  all,  nothing 
but  a  recognition  that  government  repre« 
sented  public  opinion,  and  the  most  endur- 
ing government  must  be  that  which  had 
the  greatest  mass  of  public  opinion  to  sufv 
port  ^t.  The  petitioners  complained,  and 
they  had  a  right  to  complain,  of  the  length 
of  Parliaments.  They  saw  gentlemen  ob. 
tain  a  seat  in  the  legislation,  and  hold  their 
position  year  after  year,  beyond  the  reach 
of  responsibility.  If  their  votes  were  not 
in  accordance  with  the  opinion  of  their 
constituents  where  was  the  redress?  They 
might  remain  unrepresented  for  years,  and 
they  properly  asked  that  Parliament  should 
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Ik  qore  ftequentlj  elected.     They  asked 
alio  for  reform  in  the  representation  as  re- 
mdfid  the  electoral  districts.     Could  any 
fhiag  be  more  mops(rous>  more  unjustifi- 
lUe,  inoie  unreasonabley  than  that  a  certain 
put  oir  the  cbmn^unity^  certain  of   the 
snalle^t  towns*  should  have  a  r^presenta- 
tion  equal  in  amount  to  the  representation 
of  the  most  populous  cities.    Was  that  a 
state  of  things  whic)i  ought  to  continue  ? 
$iould  100  men  in  ope  locality  be  as  in- 
fluential in  the  creation  of  the  laws  as 
100,000  men  ii;^  another  ?    The  House  had 
alraady  recognised  the  principle  of  exten- 
t»Q  for  which    the  petitioners  were  now 
oontending.    When  in  the  progress  of  time 
the  population  of  towns  which  were  im- 
portant when  the  rights  of  representation 
were  conferred  was  annihilated  or  greatly 
diminishedj  this  House  interfered  and  tpok 
away  the  representation.    It  thus  recog- 
nised the  principle  that  not  property  but 
numbers  was  the  groundwork  of  legislation. 
After  all  what  was  property }    Was  there 
any  manj  l^oweTer  mean^  who  had  not  his 
pleasurea  and  his  p^ns  ?     Was  a  poor  man 
(o  hp  denied  the  rights  which  we^e  pos- 
sessed by  the  rich  ?     Was  it  because  of  his 
pprerty  that   he  was    to    be   excluded? 
When  Providence  had  denied  him  those 
eDjojments  which  were  possessed  by  those 
who  supposed  themselves  his  superiors,  did 

Salso  take  away  from  him  the  susceptibi. 
ties  of  human  nature  ?  Was  he  not  the 
subject  of  enjoyment  and  suffering  ?  Of 
what  use  were  laws  except  as  they  acted  on 
the  enjoyments  of  the  whole  community  ? 
The  petitioners  complained  of  impediments 
in  tae  representation  by  the  property 
qualification.  What  did  it  imply  ?  That 
the  possession  of  a  certain  quantity  of 
wealth  was  necessary  to  enable  a  man  to 
Bt  in  the  House  and  make  laws  for  his 
fellow-creatures.  Till  lately  it  represented 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a  sinister  in- 
terest. So  predominant  was  the  power  of 
the  agricultural  interest,  that  unless  a  man 
gave  evidence  that  he  had  600/.  a  year  in 
land  he  could  not  represent  a  county ;  nor 
could  he  represent  a  borough  unless  he  had 
Wl.  a  year  in  land.  What  was  the  object 
of  this  ?  It  was  merely  to  take  a  security 
that  the  landed  interest  should  be  the  pre- 
dominant interest.  Scotland  was  so  wise 
ss  to  emancipate  herself  from  this  thral- 
dom; and,  as  had  been  remarked  again 
and  again,  no  man  ventured  to  contend 
that  the  representatives  of  Scotland  were 
k«  intelligent,  less  active,  less  trustwoiv 
&/»  has  fit  finr  kgiilation^  than  the  repre- 


sentatives of  any  other  part  of  the  kingdom. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  language  of  the 
petition  was  so  respectful  as  to  entitle  it  to 
the  attention  of  the  House.     The  prayer  of 
the  petition  was  reasonable,  as  it  demanded 
of  the  House  that  the  petitioners  should  be 
heard  at  the  Bar ;  and  let  it  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  petitioners  were  millions,  every 
one  of  whom  was  a  centre  in  his  domestic 
and  social  circle.     Let  not  the  House  turn 
a  deaf  ear  to  their  prayer — let  them  not 
return   to  their  homes  unheard.     If  the 
House  should  agree  to  listen  to  them  that 
would  be  the  first  step  towards  popular  sa- 
tisfaction and  content.      That  would   be 
something  which  would  raise  the  House  in 
the  affections  of  the  people.     They  would 
at  all  events  be  bound  to  say  you   were 
willing  to  listen  to  them ;  if  their  reasons 
were   absurd  they  would  be  more   easily 
answered  ;  if  their  reasons  were  judicious, 
their  claims  on    your  hearing  were   the 
greater;  and  he  concurred  with  his  hon. 
Friends  in  thinking  that  it  would  be  most 
unwise  in  the  present  state  of  the  public 
mind,  agitated  and  excited  as  it  was  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  and 
when  with  social  misery  was  mingled  so 
much  of  political  discontent,  —  that   the 
House  would  make  a  deplorable  mistake, 
if  they  said  to  more  than  3,000,000  of 
petitioners — return  to  your  homes  unheard. 
Mr.  Fieldeu  also  supporttd  the  prayer 
of  the  petition.     The  distress  of  the  work- 
ing men  was  very  great.     He  had  met  a 
friend  who  had  received  a  letter  from  a 
clergyman  at  Burnley,  wherein  it    was 
stated  that  many  mills  were  closed,  that 
one-half  worked  short  time,  and  that  500/. 
a  week  were  paid  for  relief  in  the  Burnley 
union.      This   statement  had   been   con- 
firmed  by   letters  since  received,  and  if 
they  took  all  the  manufacturing  towns, 
they  would  find  them  in  a  state  which  all 
would  regret.     He  had  suggested  to  the 
right   hon.   Baronet  that    some  distress 
would  be  lightened  if  some  persons  were 
appointed  in  every  parish  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  relief  to  poor  persons,  when  the 
relieving  officer  should  neglect  his  duty. 
If  thia  had  been  done,  many  real  and  sub- 
stantial complaints  would  have  been  re- 
medied.   But  something  beyond  this  was 
necessary.     By  the  bad  legislation  in  that 
House,  all   the   people   had  been  made 
politicians,  and  they  had  got  an  impres- 
sion on  their  minds  that  nothing  but  a 
Radical  change  in  the  constitution  of  that 
House  would  ever  give  the  peopla  what 
C  3 
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they  bad  a  right  to.  He  did  not  know 
what  the  people  of  his  district  would  do. 
He  had  gone  on  for  two  years  making 
tremendous  sacrificet  to  maintain  them, 
but  by  always  taking  the  meal  out  of  the 
tub,  and  never  putting  any  in,  they  would 
soon  come  to  the  bottom.  More  mills 
were  closing  efery  day— numbers  were 
discharged  from  their  employ,  and  if  they 
went  to  the  guardians  for  relief,  they 
would  not  procure  it.  *'  What  are  we  to 
do,*'  said  they  ;  and  what  they  were  to  do 
he  could  not  tell.  He  implored  tlie  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  if  he  regarded  his 
fellow  creatures,  he  would  allow  the  pre. 
sent  petitioners  to  be  heard.  If  the  right 
hon.  Barouet  would  so  far  hold  out  the 
olive  branch,  and  allow  the  petitioners  to 
be  heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House,  they 
would  make  a  statement  of  what  they 
thought  necessary  to  be  done,  and  they 
might  suggest  measures  worthy  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  not 
refuse  a  hearing,  when  that  refusal  might 
cause  severe  disappointment  to  those 
who  made  these  representations ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  far  better  to  spend 
two  or  three  days  in  hearing  what  they 
bad  got  to  say^  than  run  any  risk  of  pro- 
ducing that  <Ufappointmeot. 

Sir  John  Easthope  said,  hon.  Members 
would  recollect  that  on  a  recent  occasion, 
when  a  motion  was  submitted  to  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  (Mr.  S. 
Crawford)  which,  as  he  considered,  pro- 
pounded  the  principles  of  the  Charter,  and 
upon  which  he  felt  he  should  be  compro- 
mising himself  if  he  gave  his  assent,  he  had 
shown  no  hesitation  in  voting  against  that 
motion ;  and  if  he  thought  that  by  voting 
for  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury,  he  should  convey  the 
slightest  appearance  of  adhesion  to  the 
principles  he  then  objected  to,  or  approba- 
tion of  all  the  measures  propounded  in  the 
petition  yesterday  presented  to  the  House, 
he  woula  not  hesitate  for  one  minute  in 
following  the  same  course  as  he  then  pur- 
•ued.  But  he  conceived  that  the  motion 
under  consideration  at  the  present  moment 
was  essentially  different  from  that  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale. 
The  petition  now  before  them  came  from 
numbers  beyond  comparison  greater  than 
any  former  petitioo,  and  it  complained  of 
distress  which  could  not  be  fully  described 
—distress  of  which  he  personally  knew 
enough  to  know  how  impossible  it  was  to 


feel  any  indifference  to  it^distrast  for 
which  he  did  not  believe  that  any  Member 
in  the  House  could  show  a  want  of  sym- 
pathy, or  for  which,  when  it  was  fairly  and 
fully  known,  they  would  not  be  anxious,  if 
possible,  to  lind  a  remedy.    The  petition 
came  from  those  who  were  suffering  dis- 
tress, and  who  displayed  that  discontent 
which  was  the  natural  concomitant  of  dis- 
tress.  Much  of  their  reasoning  he  strongly 
deprecated ;  they  asked  for  remedies  which, 
in  his  opinion,  would  aggravate  their  des- 
titution ;   they   proposed  plans,  and  laid 
down  schemes  for  practical  reliefs,  which, 
if  adopted,  would  bring  down  upon  them- 
selves still  greater  evils  than  they  now  en- 
dured.    His  sincere  conviction  was,  that 
if  they  sought  to  aggravate  the  grievous 
distress  which  now  existed,  they  could  not 
be  more  successful  than  they  would  be  if 
they  obtained  a  grant  of  all  the  prayers  in 
their  petition.     Feeling  as  he  did  for  the 
distress  that  prevailed  amongst  the  peti- 
tioners, and  fiilly  admitting  his  conviction 
that  the  principles  contained  in  the  charter, 
and  recommended  in  the  petition,  would 
not  mitigate  that  distress,  yet  he  could  not 
refuse  their  demand  to  be  fieard.  He  could 
not  say  to  three  and  a  half  millions  of  the 
people,  that  he  would  not  listen  to  their 
statement  of  their  complaints.     He  be- 
lieved that  the  large  majority  were  sin- 
cere, although  many  were  deluded,  and 
some  had  improperly  misrepresented  the 
causes  of  this  destitution,  and  had  pointed 
out  unlit  remedies.    Still  severe  distress 
existed.     It  existed  to  an  extent  never  be- 
fore known  in  this  country ;  not  only  was 
this  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  but 
had  been  described  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site in  terms  which  harrowed  up  the  feel- 
ings.    How,  then,  could  the  House  say  to 
three  millions  and  a  half  of  their  fellow 
subjects,  labouring  under  so  much  suffer- 
ing, "  we  will  not  hear  you  because  you  do 
not  correctly  describe  the  causes  of  your 
misery,  nor  limit  your  prayers  to  appro, 
priate  remedies  ?"     When  they  had  repre- 
sented to  the  House  in   their  own  way 
what  they  conceived  to  be  the  cause  of  their 
distress;  when  they  had  dilated  upon  what 
they  supposed  would  be  the  fit  remedies, 
they  themselves  would  probably  discover 
that    they  had    not  made  out  their  case. 
He  believed  that  many  would  learn  that 
they  had  become  involuntarily  the  assist- 
ants of  parties,  who  did  not  entertain  the 
same  honest  feelings  as  themselves;  that 
most  would  feel  tlf^t.^t^hg  |^?"^  ^^^  Bded 
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kindly  in  bearinf^  their  tale,  and  in  shov- 
ing  fiij  for  their  condition  j  and  that 
more  good  would  come  from  this  conci- 
liatory conduct  than  in  adopting  the  op- 
posite course.  He  could  not  feel  that 
in  assenting  to  the  present  motion  he 
was  compromising  his  objection  to  some 
of  the  principles  of  the  charter,  or  his 
dissent  from  the  reasons  by  which  it  was 
advocated.  To  that  principle  he  was  as 
much  opposed,  from  those  reasons  he  as 
much  dissented,  as  when  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  was  before 
the  House ;  but  acknowledging  the  great 
distress,  and  being  anxious  to  show  the 
petitioners  that  the  House  sympathised 
with  them,  he  urged  hon.  Members  to  take 
a  conciliatory  step,  to  err,  if  it  were  an 
error,  on  that  side  rather  than  on  the 
other;  and  upon  that  ground  he  would 
cordially  concur  in  the  vote  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  if  the  mo- 
tion then  before  the  House  involved  a 
question  whether  they  should  listen  to  an 
account  of  the  sufferinj^s  of  the  people,  and 
to  the  remedies  propel  for  those  suffer- 
ings, he  might,  perhaps,  assent  to  the  ar- 
gument of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
who  had  just  sat  down.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
Leader)  seemed  to  suppose  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  that  (the  Mioisterial)  side  of  the 
House  would  take  the  different  paragraphs 
of  this  petition  and  turn  them  into  ridicule, 
or  comment  upon  them  with  severity ;  but 
he  assured  the  hon.  Member  that  nothing 
was  further  from  his  intention.  Unfortu- 
nately the  foundation  of  the  petition  was 
generally  admitted :  the  distress  was  great ; 
the  number  of  petitioners  complaining  of 
that  distress  was  large ;  and  their  state- 
ments were,  in  many  particulars,  founded 
in  fact.  It  was  not^  therefore,  a  question 
of  &ct  to  be  investigated,  it  was  a  question 
of  policy  to  be  adopted  3  it  was  not  a  ques- 
tion offset  to  be  inquired  into,  but  a  ques- 
tion of  political  remedy  to  be  decidea  on 
by  the  House ;  and  a.H  he  could  not  con- 
ceiTe  a  course  more  likely  to  be  disastrous 
than  to  excite  hopes  which  were  certain  to 
be  disappointed,  and  to  hold  out  expecta- 
tions which  those  who  consented  to  the  in- 
quiry were  aware  would  be  follacious,  he 
most  oppose  the  present  motion.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  who  had  just 
sat  down,  had  on  a  former  evening  strenu- 
ously resisted  a  motion  which  involved  the 
points  of  the  charter.  The  hon.  Member 
tiUy  that  be  still  retained  those  opinions. 


Then  allow  him  to  ask  what  circumstances 
had  occurred  in  the  interval  to  induce  the 
hon.  Member  to  change  his  vote  ?  No  ad- 
ditional numbers  had  signed  the  petition. 
The  sacrifices  and  distress  of  the  people, 
great  as  they  might  be,  had  not  been  in- 
creased during  the  last  eight  days.  There 
was  no  one  drcurastance  changed,  as  far 
as  he  was  aware.  The  hon.  Member  joined 
him  the  other  evening  in  a  vote  to  resist  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale, 
yet  he  was  about  that  night  to  vote  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  He  could  not 
divine  what  altered  circumstances  had  in- 
duced the  hon.  Member  now  to  vote  for 
this  motion.  The  hon.  Member  now  said, 
that  this  was  a  mere  question  of  inquiry, 
and  that  that  inquiry  would  act  as  a  heal- 
ing balm  upon  the  minds  of  the  multitude. 
The  hon.  Member,  had,  however,  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  the  remedies  pro* 
posed  were  worthless  or  improper;  and  if 
it  were  true  policy  to  refuse  the  proposition 
of  the  petitioners,  he  asked  what  healing 
balm  would  be  poured  upon  their  minds  by 
the  inquiry  in  which  they  were  about  to 
embark  P  On  the  contrary,  his  opinion  was, 
that  no  course  could  be  more  aggravating 
to  the  feelings  of  the  petitioners,  than  to 
call  upon  them  to  state  at  the  Bar  their 
case  of  distress,  when  the  House  had  made 
up  its  mind,  beforehand,  that  the  remedy 
they  suggested  was  utterly  inadmissible, 
and  to  tell  them  that  when  hon.  Members 
had  heard  their  statements,  and  their  re- 
medies, the  House  would  be  prepared  to 
resist  their  demands.  It  would  be  need- 
less for  him  to  enter  into  a  discussion  upon 
all  the  points  of  demand  involved  in  the 
petition ;  upon  that  point  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Leicester; 
but  he  thought  that  to  entertain  those  de- 
mauds  would  be  inexpedient  on  many 
grounds ;  on  account  of  our  institutions, 
the  happiness  of  the  community,  but  above 
all,  he  was  satisfied  that  the  subversion  of 
all  our  great  institutions  must  inevitably 
result  from  the  granting  of  the  prayer  of 
the  petition  — a  result  which  he  thought 
would  in  itself  tend  more  directly  to  lead 
to  the  increase  of  the  sufferings  of  the 
people  than  any  other  cause.  Entertain- 
ing these  opinions  in  common  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Leicester- 
having  expressed  those  opinions  by  his 
vote  on  a  former  evening — seeing  nothing 
which  had  bince  occurred  to  induce  him  to 
doubt  the  soundness  of  the  conclusion  at 
which  he  then  arrived,  he  should  adhere  to 
the  course  which  he  had  then  taken,  and 
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boverer  reluctantly,  he  sbould  firmly  and 
decidedly  resist  the  present  motion.  He 
was  satisfied  that  to  agree  to  it  would  be 
to  produce  the  most  disastrous  conse- 
quences, and  that  the  remedies  which  were 
proposed  would  be  found  to  be  more  hurt- 
ful than  the  evils  which  were  com- 
plained of. 

Sir  John  Edisthope  explained.  He 
begged  to  be  allowed  to  re-state  that 
which  he  must  hare  said  very  imperfectly 
in  the  first  instance,  but  which  appeared 
to  hare  been  misunderstood.  He  thought 
that  he  had  sufficiently  state€  it  was  nis 
conviction  that  for  him  to  have  voted  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  the  other 
evening  would  have  been  to  affirm  the  pro- 
positions of  the  Charter,  to  which  he  was 
opposed — that  now  he  considered  that  he 
was  asked  to  permit  the  petitioners  to  ex- 
pound their  own  views,  and  endeavour  to 
show  that  their  distresstes  were  connected 
with  the  prajrer  which  they  laid  before  the 
House.  If  he  had  been  called  upon  by  the 
motion,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  last  spoken  had  assumed  he  was,  to 
affirm  the  principles  of  the  Charter,  he 
should  certainly  have  adhei*ed  to  the  course 
which  he  had  taken  on  a  former  evening. 

Mr.  Macaulny :  I  am  particularly  de- 
sirous of  saying  a  few  words  upon  this 
question,  because  upon  a  former  evening, 
when  a  discussion  took  place  upon  a  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  I  was 
prevented  from  being  in  my  place  by  acci- 
dental circumstances.  I  know  that  the 
absence  of  some  of  the  Members  of  the 
late  Govenimcnt  on  thut  occasion  was  con- 
ridered  and  spoken  of  as  exhibiting  in  their 
ihinds  an  inattention  to  this  subject,  or  a 
want  of  sympathy  for  the  interests  of  the 
humbler  classes  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. For  myself,  I  can  answer  that  I  was 
compelled  to  absent  myself  on  account  of 
temporary  indisposition ;  a  noble  Friend  of 
mine,  to  whose  absence  particular  allusion 
was  made,  was  prevented  from  attending 
the  House  by  purely  accidental  circum- 
stances; and  no  one  Member  of  the  late 
Administration,  I  am  persuaded,  was  with- 
held by  any  unworthy  motives  from  stating 
his  opinions  upon  this  subject.  In  the 
observations  which  I  shall  now  make  to 
the  House,  I  shall  attempt  to  imitate,  as 
far  as  I  can,  the  very  proper  temper  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department ; 
but  if  I  should  be  betrayed  into  the  use  of 
any  expressions  not  entirely  consistent 
with  a  calm  view  of  the  qaestioo^  the 


House  will  attribute  it  to  the  warmth  with 
which  I  view  the  subject  generally,  and  ho 
one  who  is  itcquainted  with  my  feelings 
will  attribute  it  to  any  want  of  kindness  or 
of  good  will  towards  those  wh6  have  signed 
the  petition  which  has  beien  presents!  te 
the  House.  With  resard  to  the  motion 
which  has  been  made,  I  cannot  conscienti- 
ously vote  for  it.  The  hon.  Member  fbr 
Finsbury  has  shap^  the  motion  with  con- 
siderable skill,  so  as  to  give  me  a  very  fkir 
plea  to  vote  for  it,  if  I  wished  to  evade  the 
discharge  of  my  duty,  so  that  I  might  say 
to  my  Conservative  constituents,  **  I  nevdr 
supported  universal  isuffirage,  or  those  ex- 
treme points  for  which  these  petitioners 
call  ;*'  or  to  a  large  assembly  of  Chartistr, 
*•  When  your  case  was  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  on  that  occasion  I  voted  with 
you."  But  I  think  that  in  a  case  so  im- 
portant  I  should  not  discharge  my  duty  if 
I  had  recourse  to  any  such  evasion,  and  I 
feel  myself  compelled  to  meet  the  motion 
with  a  direct  ne«^tive;  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  if  we  departed  from  our  ordinary 
rule  of  not  hearing  persons  at  the  Bar  of 
this  House  under  circumstances  of  this  na- 
ture, it  must  be  understood,  by  our  adopt- 
ing such  a  course,  if  not  that  we  are  de- 
cidedly favourable  to  the  motion  which  is 
made,  at  least  that  we  have  not  fully  made 
up  our  minds  to  resist  what  the  petitionen 
ask.  For  my  own  part,  my  mind  is  made 
up  in  opposition  to  their  prayer,  and^ 
being  so,  I  conceive  th^t  the  Holise  might 
complain  of  me,  and  that  the  petitioners 
also  might  complain  of  me^  If  I  were  to 
give  an  untrue  impression  of  my  views  by 
voting  in  faviour  of  this  motion ;  and  I 
think  that  if  I  took  such  a  conrse»  and  itt 
three  or  four  years  hence  I  gave  a  distinct 
negative  to  every  one,  or  to  the  most  im- 
portant clauses  or  the  charter,  there  would 
be  much  reason  to  complain  of  my  disin- 
genuousness.  An  accusation  founded  upon 
such  grounds,  I  shall,  if  I  can,  prevent  their 
bringing  against  me.  In  discussing  this 
question  I  do  not  intend,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  has  suggested^  to  deal 
with  the  contents  of  the  petition  with  any 
degree  of  harshness.  To  the  terms  of  it  f 
shall  scarcely  allude,  but  to  the  essence  of 
it  I  must  refer :  and  I  cannot  but  see  that 
what  the  petitioners  demand  is,  that  we 
should  immediately,  without  alteration, 
deduction,  or  addition,  pass  the  charter 
into  a  law ;  and  when  the  hon.  Member 
ft>r  Finsbury  calls  on  the  House  to  hear 
persons  in  support  of  the  prayer  of  the  pe- 
tition at  the  bar>  I  say  tluit  if  he  can  oon* 
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tend  ditt  th^  object  of  that  iDquirjr  will 
be  to  iDTestigate  the  causes  of  pubhc  dis. 
tnm^  hf  all  means  let  the  mot  ion  be  ear- 
ned—I  will  Dot  oppose  it.  But  when  I 
tee  tlttt  the  petitioaers  send  to  this  House, 
denaodiBg  that  a  particular  law  shall  be 
pMBcdv  ^ithottt  addition^  deduction,  or 
ttodificaUoQ)  and  that  immediately,  and 
that  they  demand  that  persons  shall  be 
heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  in  fkvour  of 
that  Iaw,I  say  that  to  allege  that  the  only 
ol^ect  of  the  inquiry  is  to  ascertain  the 
eavses  of  public  distress,  is  a  paltering  with 
the  question,  to  which  the  House  will  pay 
00  atientioD.  There  are  paHs  of  the 
charter  to  which  I  am  fiirourabIe — for 
which  I  have  voted,  which  t  would  al- 
wayn  sapp^rt ;  and  in  truth  of  all  the  six 
points  of  the  charter  there  is  only  one  to 
which  I  entertain  extreme  and  unmitigated 
hostiJity.  r  have  voted  for  the  ballot. 
With  regard  to  the  proposition  that  there 
be  no  property  qualification  required  for 
Members  of  this  House,  i  cordially  agree, 
for  I  think  that  wliere  there  is  a  qualifica- 
tieo  of  property  required  for  the  consti- 
tuent body,  a  qualification  for  the  repre. 
lentattve  is  altogether  superfluous.  And 
it  is  absurd,  that  while  the  Members  for 
Edinhvrgli  and  Glasgow  are  required  to 
hare  no  property  qualification,  the  hon. 
Members  for  Marylebone  or  Finsbury  must 
possess  such  a  qualification.  I  say  that  if 
the  principle  is  to  be  adopted  at  all,  let  it 
be  of  universal  application;  if  it  be  not 
so,  let  it  be  abandoned.  It  is  no  part  of 
the  constitution  of  the  kingdom,  that  such 
a  qoaliGcation  should  be  required  ;  nor  is 
it  a  part  of  the  consequences  of  the  revo- 
lution ;  but,  after  all^  it  was  introduced 
by  a  bed  Parliament,  now  held  in  no  high 
esteem,  and  for  the  purpose  of  defeating 
the  resolution,  and  excluding  the  Protest- 
ant saccession  to  the  Crown.  With  regard 
to  the  other  points  of  the  Charter,  1  cannot 
support  the  proposition  for  annual  Parlia- 
ments ;  but  1  should  be  willing  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  petitioners  by  limiting 
their  duration  to  a  shorter  period  than  that 
ibr  which  they  may  now  endure.  But  I 
do  not  go  the  length  of  the  Charter,  be- 
cause mere  is  one  point  which  is  its 
essence,  which  is  so  important,  that  if  you 
witbhdd  it,  nothing  can  produce  the 
smaUest  effect  in  taking  away  the  agita- 
tion which  prevails,  but  which,  if  you 
graoL  it  matters  not  what  else  you  grant, 
and  that  is,  universal  suflrage,  or  suffrage 
without  anv  qualification  of  property  at 
an.    CoDsidenng  that  as  by  far  the  most 


I  important  part  of  the  Charter,  and  having 
a  most  decided  opinion,  that  such  a  change 
would  be  utterly  fatal  to  the  country,  I 
feel  it  my  duty  to  say,  that  I  cannot  hold 
out  the  least  hope  that  I  shall  ever,  under 
any  circumstances,  support  that  change. 
The  reasons  for  this  opinion,  I  will  state 
as  shortly  as  I  can.  And,  in  the  first 
place,  I  beg  to  say,  that  I  entertain  this 
view  upon  no  ground  of  finality ;  indeed, 
the  remarks  which  I  have  already  made 
preclude  sudi  a  supposition,  but  I  do 
adhiit  my  belief,  that  violent  and  frequent 
changes  in  the  GovernmeAt  of  a  country, 
are  not  desirable.  Every  great  change,  I 
think,  should  be  judged  by  its  own  merits. 
I  am  bound  by  no  tie  to  oppose  any  legis« 
lative  reform  which  I  really  believe  will 
conduce  to  the  public  benefit ;  but  I  think 
that  that  which  has  been  brought  forward 
as  an  undoubted  and  conclusive  argument 
against  a  change  of  this  sort,  that  it  is 
perfectly  inconsistent  with  the  continu- 
ance  of  the  Monarchy  or  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  has  been  much  over. stated.  And 
this  I  say,  though  I  profess  myself  a  most 
faithfbl  subject  to  her  Majesty,  and  by  no 
means  anxious  to  destroy  the  connection 
which  exists  between  the  Monarchy,  the 
aristocracy,  and  the  constitution,  that  I 
cannot  consider  either  the  Monarchy  or 
the  aristocracy  as  the  end  of  Government, 
but  only  tiB  its  means.  I  know  instances 
of  governments  with  neither  a  hereditary 
monarchy  or  aristocracy,  yet  flourishing 
and  successful,  and,  therefore,  I  conceive 
this  argument  to  have  been  overstated. 
But  I  believe  that  universal  suflrage  would 
be  fatal  to  all  purposes  for  which  govern- 
ment exists,  and  for  which  aristocracies 
and  all  other  things  exist,  and  that  it  is 
utterly  incompatible  with  the  very  exist- 
ence of  civilisation.  I  conceive  that  civili- 
sation rests  on  the  security  of  property, 
but  1  think,  that  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me,  in  a  discussion  of  this  kind,  to  go 
through  the  arguments,  and  through  the 
vast  experience  which  necessarily  leads  to 
this  result ;  but  I  will  assert,  that  while 
proprty  is  insecure,  it  is  not  in  the  power 
of  the  finest  soil,  or  of  the  moral  or  intel- 
lectual constitution  of  any  country,  to 
prevent  the  country  sinking  into  barbarism, 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  while  property 
is  secure,  it  is  not  possible  to  prevent 
a  country  from  advancing  in  prosperity. 
Whatever  progress  this  country  has  made, 
in  spite  of  all  the  rois-^vernment  which 
can  possibly  be  imputed  to  it,  it  cannot 
but  be  seen  how  irresistible  is  the^  noWer. 
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of  the  great  principle  of  security  of  pro- 
perty. Whatever  may  hare  been  the  state 
of  war  in  which  we  were  engaged,  men 
were  still  fouod  labouring  to  supply  the 
deficiencies  of  the  State ;  and  if  it  be  the 
fact^  that  all  classes  hare  the  deepest  in- 
terest in  the  security  of  property,  I  con- 
ceive, that  this  principle  follows,  that  we 
never  can,  without  absolute  danger,  entrust 
the  supreme  Government  of  the  country  to 
any  class  which  would,  to  a  moral  certainty, 
be  induced  to  commit  great  and  systematic 
inroads  against  the  security  of  property. 
I  assume,  that  this  will  be  the  result  of 
this  motion — and  I  ask,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment, being  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
without  any  pecuniarv  qualification,  they 
would  continue  to  maintain  the  principle 
of  the  security  of  property  P  I  think  not. 
And  if  I  am  called  upon  to  give  a  reason 
for  this  belief — not  meaning  to  refer  to 
the  words  of  the  petition  with  any  harsh 
view^I  will  look  to  the  petition  to  sup- 
port what  I  have  said.  The  petition  must 
be  considered  as  a  sort  of  declaration  of  the 
intentions  of  the  body,  who,  if  the  Charter 
is  to  become  law,  is  to  become  the  sove- 
reign body  of  the  State — as  a  declaration 
of  the  intention  of  those  who  would  in 
that  event,  return  the  majority  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  to  this 
House.  If  1  am  so  to  consider  it,  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  look  at  these  words  with- 
out  the  greatest  anxiety  :— 

"  Your  petitioners  complain,  that  they  are 
enormously  taxed  to  pay  the  interest  of  what 
is  called  the  national  debt^a  debt  amounting 
at  present  to  800,000,000/. — being  only  a 
portion  of  the  eoormous  amount  expended  in 
cruel  and  expensive  wars  for  the  suppression 
of  all  liberty,  by  men  not  authorised  by  the 
people,  and  who,  consequently  had  no  right 
to  tax  posterity  for  the  outrages  committed  by 
them  upon  mankind.*' 

If  I  am  really  to  understand  that  as  an 
indication  of  the  opinion  of  the  petitioners, 
it  is  an  expression  of  an  opinion^  that  a  na- 
tional bankruptcy  would  be  just  and  poli- 
tic. If  I  am  not  so  to  understand  it,  I  am 
utterly  at  a  loss  to  know  what  it  means. 
I  conceive,  for  my  own  part,  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  make  any  distinction  between 
the  right  of  the  fundholder  to  his  divi- 
dends, and  the  right  of  the  landhulder  to 
the  rent  for  his  land,  and  I  say,  that  the 
author  of  this  petition  makes  no  such 
distinction,  but  treats  all  alike.  The  peti- 
tioners then  speak  of  monopolies^  and  they 
lay  :— 


"  Your  petitioners  deeply  deplore  the  exist- 
ence of  any  kind  of  monopoly  in  this  nation , 
and  whilst  they  unequivocally  condemn  the 
levying  of  any  tax  upon  the  necessaries  of  life 
and  upon  those  articles  principally  required  by 
the  labouring  classes,  they  are  also  sensible, 
that  the  abolition  of  any  one  monopoly 
will  never  unshackle  labour  from  its  misery, 
until  the  people  possess  that  power  under 
which  all  monopoly  and  oppression  mast 
cease ;  and  your  petitioners  respectfully  men- 
tion the  existing  monopolies  of  the  suffrage,  of 
paper  money,  of  machinery,  of  land,  of  the 
public  press,  of  religion,  of  the  means  of  tra- 
velling and  transit,  and  a  host  of  other  evils  too 
numerous  to  mention,  all  arising  from  class- 
legislation." 

Now,  I  ask  whether  this  is  not  a  decla- 
ration of  the  opinion  of  the  petitioners, 
that  landed  property  should  cease  to  exist } 
The  monopoly  of  machinery,  however,  is 
also  alluded  to,  and  I  suppose  that  will 
not  be  taken  to  refer  to  tne  monopoly  of 
machinery  alone,  but  the  monopoly  of 
property  in  general— a  view  which  is  con- 
firmed when  we  further  look  to  the  com- 
plaint of  the  monopoly  of  the  means  of 
transit.  Can  it  be  anything  but  a  confis- 
cation of  property — of  the  funds — and  of 
land — which  is  contemplated  ?  And  is  it 
not  further  proposed,  that  there  shall  be  a 
confiscation  of  the  railways,  also  ?  I  verily 
believe,  that  that  is  the  efiPect  of  the  peti- 
tion. What  is  the  monopoly  of  machinery 
and  land,  which  is  to  be  remedied?  I 
believe,  that  it  is  hardly  necessary  for  me 
to  go  into  any  further  explanation,  but  if 
I  understand  this  petition  rightly,  I  believe 
it  to  contain  a  declaration,  that  the  reme- 
dies for  the  evils  of  which  it  complains, 
and  under  which  this  country  sufiFers,  are 
to  be  found  in  a  great  and  sweeping  con- 
fiscation of  propertjr,  and  I  am  firmly  con- 
vinced, that  the  eftect  of  any  such  measure 
would  be  not  merely  to  overturn  those 
institutions  which  now  exist,  and  to  ruin 
those  who  are  rich,  but  to  make  the  poor 
poorer,  and  the  amount  of  the  misery  of 
the  countrv  even  greater,  than  it  is  now 
representca  to  be.  I  am  far  from  bring.'^ 
ing  any  charge  against  the  great  body  of 
those  who  have  signed  this  petition.  As  far 
am  I  from  approving  of  the  conduct  of 
those  who,  in  procuring  the  petition  to  be 
signed,  have  put  the  sentiments  which  it 
embodies  into  a  bad  and  pernicious  form. 
I  ask,  however,  are  we  to  go  out  of  the 
ordinary  course  of  Parliamentary  proceed- 
ings, for  the^  purpose  of  giving  it  recep. 
tion.  I  believe,  that  nothine  is  more 
natural  than  that  thefeelioffs  of  the  peeple 
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dKNiU  be  8Qch  as  they  are  described  to  be. 
Even  we,  ourselves^  with  all  our  advan- 
tages of  education,  when  we  are  tried  by 
tiie  temporary  pressure  of  circumstances^ 
are  too  ready  to  catch  at  everything  which 
may  hold  out  the  hope  of  relief — to  incur 
a  greater  evil  in  future,  which  may  afford 
the  means  of  present  indulgence;  and  1 
caonot  but  see^  that  a  man  having  a  wife 
at  home  to  whom  he  is  attached,  growing 
thinner  every  day^  children  whose  wants 
become  every  day  more  pressing,  whose 
mind  is  principally  employed  in  mechani- 
cal toil,  may  have  been  driven  to  entertain 
such  views  as  are  here  expressed^  partly 
from  his  own  position,  and  partly  from 
the  culpable  neglect  of  the  Government  in 
omitting  to  supply  him  with  the  means 
and  the  power  of  forming  a  better  judg- 
ment. Let  us  grant  that  education  would 
remedy  these  things,  shall  we  not  wait 
until  it  has  done  so,  before  we  agree  to 
such  a  motion  as  this;  shall  we^  before 
such  a  change  is  wanted,  give  them  the 
power  and  the  means  of  ruining  not  only 
the  rich,  but  themselves  }  I  have  no  more 
unkind  feeling  towards  these  petitioners 
than  I  have  towards  the  sick  man,  who 
calls  for  a  draught  of  cold  water,  althdugh 
be  is  satisfied  that  it  would  be  death  to 
him ;  nor  than  I  have  for  the  poor  Indians^ 
whom  I  have  seen  collected  round  the 
gnnaries  in  India  at  a  time  of  scarcity, 
praying  that  the  doors  might  be  thrown 
open,  and  the  grain  distributed;  but  I 
would  not  in  the  one  case  give  the  draught 
of  water^  nor  would  I  in  the  other  give 
the  key  of  the  granary ;  because  I  know 
that  by  doing  so  1  shall  only  make  a  scar- 
city a  &mine,  and  by  giving  such  relief, 
enormously  increase  the  evil.  No  one  can 
say  that  such  a  spoliation  of  property  as 
these  petitioners  point  at  would  be  a  relief 
to  the  OTils  of  which  they  complain,  and  I 
believe  that  no  one  will  deny,  that  it  would 
be  a  great  addition  to  the  mischief  which 
is  proposed  to  be  removed.  But  if  such 
would  be  the  result,  why  should  such 
power  be  conferred  upon  the  petitioners  ? 
That  they  should  ask  for  it  is  not  blame- 
able;  but  on  what  principle  is  it  that  we, 
knowing  that  theii  views  are  entirely  de- 
lusive, should  put  into  their  hands  the  irre- 
■iatible  power  of  doing  all  this  evil  to  us 
and  to  themselves?  The  only  argument 
which  can  be  brought  forward  in  favour  of 
the  proposition  is,  as  it  appears  to  me,  that 
this  course,  which  is  demanded  to  be  left 
open  to  the  petitioners,  will  not  Be  taken ; 
mX  although  the  power  is  giveoi  they  will 


not,  and  do  not  intend  to  execute  it.  But. 
surely  this  would  be  an  extraordinary  way 
of  treating  the  prayer  of  the  petition ;  and 
it  would  be  somewhat  singular  to  cnll  upon 
the  House  to  suppose  that  those  who  are 
seeking  for  a  great  concession  put  the  ob- 
ject of  their  demand  in  a  much  higher 
manner  than  that  which  presented  itself  to 
their  own  minds.  How  is  it  possible  that, 
according  to  the  principles  of  human  na- 
ture, if  you  give  them  this  power,  it  would 
not  be  used  to  its  fullest  extent  ?  There 
has  been  a  constant  and  systematic  attempt 
for  years  to  represent  the  Government  as 
being  able  to  do,  and  as  bound  to  attempt 
that  which  no  Government  ever  at* 
tempted ;  and  instead  of  the  Government 
being  represented,  as  is  the  truth,  as  being 
supported  by  the  people,  it  has  been  treated 
as  if  the  Government  supported  the  people : 
it  has  been  treated  as  if  the  Government 
possessed  some  mine  of  wealth — some  ex- 
traordinary means  of  supplying  the  wants 
of  the  people ;  as  if  they  could  give  them 
bread  from  the  clouds — water  from  the 
rocks — to  increase  the  bread  and  the  fishes 
five  thousandfold.  Is  it  possible  to  believe 
that  the  moment  you  give  them  absolute, 
supreme,  irresistible  power,  they  will  for- 
get all  this?  You  propose  to  give  them 
supreme  power ;  in  every  constituent  body 
throughout  the  empire  capital  and  accu- 
mulated property  is  to  be  placed  absolutely 
at  the  foot  of  labour.  How  is  it  possible 
to  doubt  what  the  result  will  be?  Sup- 
pose such  men  as  the  hon.  Members  for 
Bath  and  Rochdale  being  returned  to  sit 
in  this  House,  who  would,  I  believe,  op- 
pose such  measures  of  extreme  change  as 
would  involve  a  national  bankruptcy. 
What  would  be  the  effect  if  their  first  an- 
swer to  their  constituents  should  be,  <' Jus- 
tice and  the  public  good  demand  that  this 
ihirty  millions  a-year  should  be  paid?" 
Then,  with  regard  to  land,  supposioff  it 
should  be  determined  that  there  should  be 
no  partition  of  land,  and  it  is  hardly  po8« 
sible  to  conceive  that  there  are  men  to  be 
found  who  would  destroy  all  the  means  of 
creating  and  increasing  wages,  and  of 
creating  and  increasing  die  trade  and  com- 
merce of  this  country,  which  gives  em- 
ployment to  so  many  !  Is  it  possible  that 
the  three  millions  of  people  who  have  peti- 
tioned this  House  should  insist  on  the 
prayer  of  their  petition  ?  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  all  that  forces  itself  on  my  mind  with 
regard  to  what  might  be  the  result  of  our 
granting  the  Charter.  Let  us,  if  we  can, 
picture  to  ouTKlYM  ,*«!,  cwnei'ie^fl 
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#tbh  a  8)»oliatioh  tA  it  is  proposed  shodM 
flkke  place.  Would  it  end  with  one  spolia- 
tion f  How  could  it?  That  distress  which 
Hi  th^  motiye  taoW  for  calling  on  this  House 
to  interfere  would  be  onty  doubled  and 
tf^bled  by  the  act ;  the  measure  of  distress 
^ould  become  grteter  after  that  spoKatton, 
and  the  bulwarks  by  which  fresh  acts  of 
th#  same  character  would  have  been  re- 
moved. The  Ooremment  would  rest 
ilpbh  spolifttion-^all  the  property  which 
any  toan  possessed  Wonld  be  supported 
by  it  and  is  it  pofl^ble  to  suppose  that 
A  kiew  statts  of  things  "would  exist  wherein 
every  thtn^  that  was  done  would  be 
rij^t?  What  n^wA  be  the  effect  of  such  a 
sweeping  confiscation  of  property?  No 
ekperience  enables  us  to  guess  at  it.  AU 
I  can  toy  Is,  that  it  seetns  to  noe  to  be 
iomethittg  niore  horrid  than  can  be  ima- 
gtaed.  A  gteat  commanitv  of  human 
beings-^  vast  people  would  be  called  into 
existence  in  a  new  position ;  there  would 
be  a  depression,  if  not  an  utter  stoppage, 
of  trade,  and  of  all  thbse  vast  engagements 
of  the  country  by  which  our  people  were 
supported,  and  how  is  it  possible  to  doubt 
that  fkmine  and  pestilence  would  come  be- 
fbre  long  to  wind  up  the  effects  of  such  a 
system.  The  best  thing  which  I  can  ez- 
i|HM,  and  Which  I  thins  every  one  must 
see  as  th6  result,  Is,  that  in  some  of  the 
desperate  stmggles  which  must  take  place 
in  such  a  state  of  things,  dome  stiong  mi- 
litary despot  muit  arise,  and  give  some 
sort  of  protection— some  security  to  the 
property  which  may  remain.  But  if  you 
flatter  yourselves  that  after  such  an  occut- 
f^nOe  you  wotHldever  see  again  those  insti- 
tutions undfer  which  you  have  lived,  you 
deceive  yourselves:  you  wouKl  never  see 
them  again,  and  you  would  never  deserve 
to  see  them.  By  all  neighbouring  natrons 
you  would  be  viewed  with  utter  contempt, 
and  that  glory  and  prosperity  which  has 
been  so  enried  wonld  be  sneered  at,  and 
vmir  fate  would  thus  be  told : '« England," 
ft  would  be  said,  *' had  her  institutions,  im- 

Esrfect  though  they  were,  but  which  con- 
ined  within  themselves  the  means  of  re- 
medyittjg  all  imperfections.  Those  insti- 
tutions were  wantonly  thrown  away  fbr  no 
ptttpote  whatever,  but  because  she  was 
ask^  to  do  00  by  persons  who  sought  her 
ruin;  bet  i^in  was  the  consequence,  and 
At  deserves  it.'*  Believing  this,  I  will 
oppose  with  '^veiy  faculty  which  I  possess 
the  proporftion  for  universal  suflrage.  Tlie 
only  uuestlon  is,  whether  this  motion 
AouM  be  agreed  to.    Now,  if  there  is  any 


Gentleman  who  is  disposed  to  grant  uni- 
versal suffirage,  with  a  full  view  of  all  its 
consequences,  I  think  that  he  acts  perfectly 
conscientiously  in  voting  for  this  motion  ; 
but  I  must  say,  that  it  was  with  some  sur- 
prise I  heard  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Leicester,  agreeing  with  me  as  he  does 
in  the  principles  which  I  advocate,  sav, 
notwithstanding,  that  he  is  disposed  to  vote 
simply  fbr  the  motion  for  permitting  these 

Setitioners  to  come  to  our  Bar  to  speak  in 
efence  of  their  petition.  (jSir  /.  £aji« 
hope:  To  expound  their  opinions.]  I  con- 
ceive their  opinions  are  quite  sufficiently 
expounded.  They  are  of  such  an  extent 
that  I  cannot,  I  must  confess,  pretend  to 
speak  of  them  with  much  respect,  i  shall 
give  on  this  occasion  a  perfectly  conscien- 
tious vote  against  hearing  the  petitioners 
at  the  Bar ;  and  it  is  my  firm  conviction 
that  in  doing  so  I  am  not  only  doing  that 
which  is  best  with  respect  to  the  State,  but 
that  I  am  really  giving  to  the  petitioners 
themselves  much  less  reason  for  complain- 
ing than  those  who  vote  for  their  being 
heard  now,  but  who  will  afterwards  vote 
against  their  demand. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down,  plainly  indicated  to  him,  that  in 
spile  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen's  decla- 
ration, he  had  little  of  kindly  feeling  far 
the  persons  who  had  petitioned  that 
House.  The  general  effect  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hoOk  Gentleman,  he  thought^ 
he  could  not  help  recognising,  fbr  ht 
thought  that  he  had  seen  its  snbstanee 
before,  elaborated,  too,  with  all  the  goi% 
geous  eloquence  which  the  right  hohk 
Gentleman  could  so  well  employ.  When 
he  had  seen  it,  it  was  in  a  form  which  left 
no  doubt  of  its  parentage;  he  thought 
that  he  had  seen  it  in  a  discussion  upon 
the  subject  of  reform  in  Parliament  in  the 
Edinburgh  Review,  The  proposition  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  this:—*'  I 
am  not  willing  to  give  the  people  powef, 
till  I  am  assured  that  they  will  not  misuse 
it."  And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
pealed to  the  petition  itself^  to  prove  that 
be  sought  not  to  grant  the  prayer  of  it. 
Now,  he  might  answer  thi^  in  various 
ways,  and  first,  he  might  deny  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  preMises  altogether ; 
but,  mounting  higher  up^  And  asking  on 
what  principle  the  House  of  Commons  wak 
formed,  he  was  prepared  to  maintain,  that 
the  same  principle,  if  carried  out,  wonld 
bring  together  the  whole  body  of  the  peo** 
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pte  to  confer  ob  public  affairs  in  that  place . 
There  waa  a  natural  desire  in  every  than  to 
profit  by  another's  laboar.  The  object  of 
Gofemttient  was  to  prevent  that  desire 
/rom  btvaking  out  into  action.  In  a  state 
of  nature,  if  he  was  wrong,  he  obtained 
that  which  he  desired  ;  as  men  advanced, 
they  met  together,  and  formed  societies. 
In  this  country,  the  people  had  hit  upon 
the  principle  of  deputation  to  a  few  to  do 
that  which  in  former  times  was  done  in  the 
market-plaiee  by  the  whole  body  of  the 
people.  The  House  of  Commons  then  sat 
tberi^  to  prevent  the  desire  that  each  man 
has  of  profiting  by  another's  labour  from 
coming  into  action ;  they  were  put  over 
the  people  to  watch  for  them ;  but  then, 
that  being  the  case,  who  was  to  watch 
them — to  watch  the  watchers  ?  That 
conld  only  be  done  with  effect  by  making 
the  House  of  Commons  responsible  to  the 
people,  and  the  charge  against  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  part  of  the  people 
was,  that  there  had  been  delegated  to  a 
small  section  of  the  people^  the  power 
of  enforcing  this  responsibility,  and  that 
that  small  section  had  Joined  with  the 
House  of  Commons  to  oppress  the  re- 
mathder  of  the  people;  and  that  they 
did  oppress  the  remainder  of  the  peopte. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  holding  the  pe- 
(Kion  in  his  hands,  had  said,  that  the  pe- 
titioners made  a  demand  for  the  establish- 
ment x>f  a  minimum  of  wages ;  if  this 
were  00  then  he  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
thie  other  side  t)f  the  House  whether  they 
did  not  make  a  demand  of  exactly  the 
same  principle  in  the  Corn-laws  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  '<  I  am  not 
williog  to  give  the  people  power  because 
they  dtnnand  a  minimum  of  wages ; "  but 
he  said  to  the  House  '*  Remember,  yon 
have  given  power  to  the  landed  interest,* 
and  given  them  that  power  notwithstand- 
ing they  asked  for  a  maximum  of  prices." 
In  principle  where  was  the  difference  >  But 
aH  this  was  bad  political  economy,  said 
MHtte  hon.  Member;  this  was  bad  eco- 
•oriay,  said  the  Edinburgh  Review,  But, 
ke  it  bad  political  economy  or  good,  the 
poor  man  would  come  forwsrd  and  say, 
•»  Yon  hav6  given  me  power,  now  I  demand 
a  ttibmium  of  wages. "  How  often,  when 
the  Poor-laws  were  before  the  House,  had 
they  been  told  that  there  were  very  many 
•f  the  miseHes  of  the  people  that  were  en- 
tirely hieyond  the  control  of  the  House ; 
he  agreed  that  at  ptesent  it  was  so ;  but  if 
Aa  people  bad  a  voice  there,  would  it  long 


be  so!  The  right  hoik.  Gentleman  aaid 
that  parts  of  the  petition  contained  propo- 
sitions adverse  to  the  security  of  property. 
Let  him  point  to  the  great  organ  of  th^ 
Conservative  party — The  Ttm^s  newspaper 
— and  ask  did  it  not  every  day  bring  out 
projects  and  assert  principles  quite  as  ex- 
travaganty  quite  as  fierce,  quite  as  directly 
and  pointedly,  against  the  security  of  pro- 
perty as  those  contained  in  that  extremely 
unwise,  and,  he  would  say,  extrem't^ly 
foolish,  petition  ?  But  were  those  ^ho 
signed  this  petition  really  unfit  to  g;overh 
themselves  ?  Separate  the  people  of  this 
country  into  classes,  and  they  would  sen 
which  of  them  were  against  ptioperty; 
the  classes  who  had  a  share  in  education 
— the  enlightened  mechanics,  were  not 
against  property.  The  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  had  said,  that  if  any  one  class  was 
dependent  upon  property  and  the  security 
of  property,  that  class  was  the  labouring 
class,  and  yet  he  wished  to  make  out  that 
this  class  was  so  blind  to  their  real  inter- 
ests and  to  all  that  prudence  would  dictate, 
that  it  was  that  class  of  all  others  which 
would  be  willing  to  reduce  the  coiintry  to 
the  condition  of  a  desert.  Now,  he  judged 
the  people  of  England  otherwise;  he 
did  not  judge  by  the  words  of  the  foolish, 
malignant,  cowardly  demagogue  who  had 
written  that  petition.  He  knew  where  16 
put  his  finger  on  the  man,  imd  be  was 
convinced  it  was  not  that  man  who  was 
entitled  to  stand  forward  as  the  represen- 
tative of  the  labouring  classes.  He  would 
ask  those  hon.  Members  who  had  borne 
witness  to  the  long*suffering  of  the  indus- 
trious classes,  amidst  the  privations  and 
distresses  to  which  they  had  been  exposed, 
and  which  they  were  yet  daily  suffering, 
wh£it  was  the  character  of  his  fellow-coun- 
trymen ?  Yes,  it  was  from  these  suffer^ 
ings  that  he  judged  of  his  iellow-coun- 
trymen,  and  not  from  the  trashy  doctrine 
contained  in  the  petition,  which  would  be 
of  itself  ridiculous  but  for  the  grandeur  of 
the  m altitude  of  names  appended  to  it. 
What  they  asked  was,  for  the  power  which 
they  saw  their  fellow-citizens  enjoying. 
What  they  complained  of  was,  that  their 
fellbW'citizens,  whom  they  knew  to  be 
made  by  nature  no  better  than  themselves, 
were  selected  as  the  repositories  of  poii- 
tical  power.  That  was  a  distinction  which 
was  peculiarly  galling  to  them.  But  he 
did  not  believe,  speaking  from  the  know- 
ledge which  he  had  of  his  fbl low-citizens, 
and  it  had  been  his  fortune  to  mix  mvc^ 
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with  them,  that  the  belief  was  general 
that  the  great  accidents  which  regulate 
the  happiness  of  their  lives  were  within 
the  power  of  the  Government.  In  fact, 
he  believed  that  the  class  to  which  he  re- 
ferred was  as  enlightened  as  the  present 
electoral  body.  Well  then,  if  they  were 
as  enlightened  as  the  present  electoral 
body,  let  the  House  consider  that  this 
country  had  wealth,  and  had  security  for 
property  under  the  present  electoral  body. 
Why  then  should  the  country  not  have 
the  baroe  under  the  labouring  classes?  If 
they  were  as  worthy  to  be  electors  as  the 
present  body,  why  was  he  to  conclude  vhat 
under  them  the  country  would  be  involved 
in  that  anarchy  which  had  been  painted 
by  the  somewhat  terrific  pencil  of  the  riy:ht 
hon.  Gentleman.  That  was  not  his  judg. 
ment  of  the  people  of  England.  If  he 
were  wrong,  what  kept  them  from  display- 
ing their  real  character?  He  affirmed  that 
the  Government  had  not  physical  force 
adequate  to  keep  them  down.  If  they 
were  to  rise  as  one  man,  as  they  might  do, 
the  Executive  had  nothing  but  what  was 
as  a  rush  to  keep  them  down  with.  What 
then  kept  them  down  ?  They  kept  quiet 
from  knowing  that  the  advantages  which 
they  and  their  ancestors  had  derived  from 
obedience  to  the  law  were  not  to  be  thrown 
away  slightly  and  that  was  their  only  feel- 
ing in  the  matter.  And  if  he  were  to  be 
asked  by  what  his  countrymen  were  pecu- 
liarly distinguished  from  the  other  nations 
of  Europe  and  from  the  people  of  all 
other  countries  that  he  knew  of,  he  should 
say  that  the  distinguishing  feature  in  their 
character  was  obt^dience  to  the  law.  It  had 
happened  to  himself  and  many  other  hon. 
Members  to  travel  in  other  countries  ;  he 
asked  those  hon.  Members  what  was 
the  case  there?  On  the  continent  it 
was  said  la  force  was  everywhere — here 
it  was  obedience  to  the  law.  The  feeble 
constable  without  any  question  took  the 
offender  into  custody  solely  from  the 
moral  feeling  of  the  people.    It  was  not 

Ehysical  force,  but  law,  that  bore  sway 
ere,  and  this  it  was  that  made  him  believe 
that  if  the  whole  body  of  the  people  ruled 
the  country  he  should  walk  home  just  as 
quietly  as  be  should  that  evening.  Such 
was  his  confidence  in  his  fellow-country* 
psen.  He  believed  that  if  ever  there  had 
been  a  libel  spoken, — he  did  not  desire  to 
say  so  in  any  sense  that  could  be  pamful 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, — but  if  ever 
tb«r9  WM  a  libel  .spoken  upon  bit  patieDt, 


forbearing,  his  industrious  fellow-country- 
men, it  was  that  idle  declaiming  which 
said  that  they  were  unable  to  govern 
themselves.  Why,  it  was  they  who 
had  done  everything  for  this  country— 
upon  them  rested  the  whole  fabric  of  Eng- 
lish prosperity  and  greatness;  and  now, 
the  very  fact  of  this  peaceful  organizatioQ 
for  the  attainment  of  what  they  believed  to 
be  their  natural  political  rights,  was  a  les* 
son  which  the  world  had  never  seen  before. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  was 
learned  in  the  history  of  the  world— could 
he  puint  his  finger  to  a  single  event  in 
history,  that  in  its  nature  was  like  that 
which  they  had  seen  yesterday  upon  the 
floor  of  that  House?  What  was  that  event 
of  yesterday  ?  It  was  the  peaceful  act  of 
3,500,000  people,  who  had  all  joined  to- 
gether  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  land — in  the  open  markets  and  in 
the  crowded  towns — in  the  byways  and  in 
the  highways  —  who  had  assembled  in 
peace,  and  fully  relied  on  the  security  of 
the  law,  and  had  signed  the  document 
which  was  then  laid  before  the  House,  in 
which  they  asked  by  petition  for  the  induU 
gence  of  a  right  which  they  in  their  hearts 
believed  to  belong  to  them.  They  had 
not  risen  up  as  an  armed  man ;  they  had 
not  banded  together  against  the  law;  they 
had  conducted  themselves  peacefully, 
calmly,  prudently,  forbearingly ;  they  had 
come  and  called  upon  the  House  to  hear 
them ;  and  yet,  with  that  document  to 
point  at,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded that  so  striking  an  example  and  so 
extraordinary  an  incident  in  the  history  of 
man  was  to  be  thrown  aside  as  nothing, 
and  that  he  was  justified  in  fixing  his  cri- 
tically acrimonious  eye  upon  the  turning 
of  sentences,  his  almost  grammarianlike 
sagacity  in  iusight  into  language,  while 
he  altogether  forgot  the  larger  and  more 
striking  features  of  an  act  by  which 
3,000,000  of  his  fellow-countrymen  who 
were  not  now  admitted  within  the  pale  of 
the  constitution,  had  come  to  that  House, 
and  in  so  entirely  peaceable  a  manner  pe- 
tioned  for  that  as  an  indulgence  which 
they  fully  believed  to  be  their  own  as  a 
right.  Now,  let  it  not  be  supposed  that 
he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  agreed  with  a  one-hun- 
dredth part  of  the  propositions  contained 
in  that  petition.  What  he  did  ask  for  the 
petitioners  was,  simply  that  they  should 
be  heard.  He  wanted  no  quibble  to  help 
him  out  of  the  difficulty.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Rochdale  haJ^e^^yOe^T!"' 
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mgy  ttked  for  the  very  same  thing,  and 
bow  had  he  been  met  by  the  hen.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Leicester,  on  that  occa- 
sioo?     The   hon.  Member   for  Finsbury 
■ow  asked   for   inquiry  also,  but  what  a 
strange  alteration  had  come  over  the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Leicester  ?     He 
BOW  saw  something  that  he  did  not   see 
before.    'What  that  something  might  be 
it  was  not  for  him  to  say  ;  but  now,  for- 
sooth,, though  the  demand  was  precisely 
the  same  as  that  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rochdale,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  took  a  different  course.  Inquiry ! 
**  To   propound   their  opinions;  to  state 
why  tbey  thought  their  evils   arose  from 
bad  legislation/' said  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester ;  why,  that  was  exactly  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale 
on  the  former  night,  and  yet,  though  the 
boD.  Baronet  then  voted  against  the  mo- 
tion, he  now  came  down,  and,  having  some 
•pecial  light  on  the  subject,  said  he  should 
▼ote  for  the  3,000,000  of  petitioners.    He 
did  not  want  to  do  that  sort  of  thin^.    He 
wanted  no  excuse  for  the  vote  which  he 
•bould  give  on  the  present  occasion.     He 
had  voted  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Roch- 
dale on  the  former  occasion,  and  he  should 
vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
now — not  for  the  petition  as  a  whole,  not 
for  everything  contained  in  the  petition, 
but  for  what  was  called  the  Charter,  for 
that  was  the  way  to  put  it.     He  should 
vote  for  the  Charter,  because  he  believed 
that  the  people  ought  to  be  admitted  into 
the  pale  of  the  Constitution,  and  because, 
from  what  study  he  had  been  able  to  give 
to  the  history  of  mankind,  and  from  what 
consideration  he  had  had  of  man's  nature, 
he  believed  that  the  best  government  that 
coald    be    got   for   any  people,  whether 
looking  to  the  necessities  of  instruction, 
the  interests  of  wealth,  or  to  any  of  the 
peculiar  circumstances  affecting  particular 
nations — that  the   best   government  that 
coald  be  got  was  that  which  proceeded 
from    the  whole;  and  it  did  strike  him, 
that  if  to-morrow  they  could  transform,  by 
legislative  means,  not  by  any  violent  revo- 
lution, that  House  into  a  complete  repre- 
sentation of  the  people  of  England,  there 
would  not  be  one  iota  of  difference  as  to 
all  the  interests  and  tendencies  of  property 
in  this  country — with  this  simple,  peculiar^ 
and  advantageous  exception,  that  every 
man  in  that  case  would  have  the  proceeds 
of  bis   own    labour,   with  only  so  much 
taken  from  it  as  would  form  his  fair  share 
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of  contribution  to  the  State.  That  was  not 
the  case  now,  and  that  it  was  not,  was  the 
evil  of  which  the  people  complained.  They 
did  not  assert  that  all  the  evils  with  which 
they  were  afflicted  were  attributable  to  the 
Government  under  which  they  had  lived , 
but  that  a  large  portion  of  the  evils  they 
were  labouring  under  might  fairly  be  at- 
tributable to  the  mode  in  which  that  House 
was  constituted.  They  declared,  that 
being  unrepresented,  they  paid  more 
largely  towards  the  expenses  of  the  State 
than  they  ought  to  do  with  reference  to 
their  condition  and  numbers.  The  cause 
of  this  they  asserted  to  be  their  want  of 
power  in  that  House,  and,  reasoning  from 
the  acts  of  the  majority  of  that  House  as 
at  present  constituted,  they  felt  that  they 
had  been,  and  were,  unfairly  dealt  with. 
Therefore,  they,  the  long-suffering,  patient 
people,  now  at  last  asked  for  a  share  in 
the  Government  of  the  country.  Now, 
compare  the  picture  that  had  been  drawn 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the 
events  that  had  occurred  in  that  House 
during  the  present  year.  They  had  been 
told  of  the  necessity  of  placing  the  Go* 
vernment  in  the  hands  of  the  aristocracy 
only ;  now,  what  had  been  their  experience 
of  a  few  months  working  of  that  descrip- 
tion of  government  ?  The  people  being  in 
a  state  of  distress,  finding  food  scanty  and 
dear,  asked  the  governing  body  of  the  coun- 
try, when  they  met,  to  lessen  that  distress 
by  lowering  the  price  of  food.  What  was 
the  answer  ?  Why,  the  aristocracy  most 
vehemently,  most  decisively,  most  com- 
pletely, declared  that  they  would  do  no 
such  thing.  Upon  the  arguments  that 
had  been  used  against  the  claims  of  the 
working  classes  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  would  be  entitled  at  once  to  say, 
that  a  spirit  of  rapine  prevailed  with  that 
aristocratical  body.  Taking  this  instance, 
not  of  wild  language,  but  of  determined 
resistance  to  the  cry  of  the  whole  suffering 
population,  he  was  entitled  to  say,  on  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  aristocracy  in  that 
House  were  actuated  by  a  spirit  of  rapine. 
Let  him  i.ot  be  misunderstood.  He  had 
borne  very  patiently  with  the  counter* 
argument,  and  he  hoped  they  would  listen 
patiently  to  him.  He  maintained  that  he 
would  be  fairly  entitled,  in  accordance 
with  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, to  say  that  the  Government  which 
could  act  so  was  actuated  by  a  spirit  of 
rapine  and   plunder^^^aud  ^o^^^^ 
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n^ple  down  by  the  power  they  possessed 
0|y  h^Fing  the  arms  io  their  haods.  Going 
a  little  fMrther,  however,  he  would  say 
that  the  existing  majority  io  that  House, 
having  the  power  ia  tlieir  hands,  and  not 
feeling  the  pressure  of  misery  upon  them, 
had  noi  means  of  knowing  wbat  that  dis- 
tress was,  and  that,  therefore,  they  would 
he  doing  not  only  the  poor,  but  the  rich« 
a  henefit  by  sending  into  that  Hpuse  those 
who  would  be  elected  by  the  people  them- 
selves, and  would  be  able  to  show  them 
what  the  evils  were  that  had  been  created 
by  their  class-legislation.  And  let  them 
DOt  suppose  that  by  admitting  the  labour- 
ing cl&Mes  to  a  share  in  the  representation 
of  the  country,  the  power  of  electing  re- 
presentatives would  not  be  borne  still  by 
the  whole  population.  Were  they  to  sup- 
pose that  wealth  and  intelligence  would 
cease  tp  exercise  their  natural  influence  ? 
liid  they  imagine  that  only  the  wild,  the 
imintelligent,  would  govern  the  country 
in  that  case  ?  No,  it  would  be  the  rich  and 
the  intelligent  who  would  still  by  force  of 
their  position  and  their  education  govern 
the  coi|ntry.  No  people  were  ever  yet 
governiKl  by  the  ignorant,  or  by  any  but 
those  which  might  be  called  the  thinking 
and  leisure  qUsses.  The  only  effect  of 
creating  such  a  Oovecnment  as  the  peti- 
tip^eM  desired  would  be,  that  they  would 
still  hare  wealth  exercising  its  due  and 
legitimate  ipfiuence  with  the  aid  of  intel- 
lect, whereas  the  influence  now  exercised 
was  a  pialign  influence,  doing  mischief, 
and  working  out  evil  instead  of  good. 
The  difference  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  himself  was,  that  he  had 
great  faith  in  the  good  feeling,  patience, 
and  virtue  of  his  fellow-countrymen,  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
doubt,  believipg  as  he  did  that  they  ought 
not  |o  be  trusted  with  power,  forming  his 
opinion,  as  he  did,  from  the  petition  that 
had  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  shutting  his  eyes  to  the  expe- 
ripnce  which  he  ought  to  have  had  while 
jpurneying  through  this  large  country  of 
the  suffering  millions,  and  forgetting  the 
intimate  knowledge  which,  while  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  governing  power  of  the  country, 
he  must  have  had  of  the  constant  forbear- 
i^ce  of  his  fellow-countrymen  ;  —  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shutting  his  eyes  to 
all  this  experience,  and  judging  only  by 
the  paper  on  the  Table,  declared  that  the 
Ubopring  classes  were  unworthy  of  the 
u«st  wUch  it  was  sought  to  repose  in 


them— that  they  would  be  cruel  and  take 
delie^ht  in  rapine  and  wfinton  spoil  and 
bloodshed — that  when  they  found  peace 
they  would  make  war,  that  of  this  culti- 
vated land  they  would  make  a  desert,  and 
that  that  great  country  which  they  them- 
selves had  almost  eptirely  raised  to  its  pre- 
sent prosperity  and  greatness,  they,  if  io 
power,  would  be  the  first  to  reduce  to  one 
wide  scene  of  bloodshed,  aqarchy,  an^ 
confusion ;  for  this  reason  it  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declared,  that  as 
long  as  he  held  a  seat  in  that  flouse  he 
would  resist  the  demand  of  the  people  for 
a  share  in  the  representation.  He  copld 
not  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  course.  For  his  own  part,  what 
little  ability  he  had  should  be  devoted  to 
the  service  of  those  classes  upon  whom  thc^ 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  c£\st 
such  a  stigma.  He  believed  that  he  should 
be  best  doing  them  service  by  speakjng  q( 
them  with  calmness,  consiaeration,  an4 
affection,  and  by  endeavouring  to  do  fo^ 
them  that  which  they  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect at  his  hands.  He  wou|d  endeavour 
to  the  best  of  his  power  tp  render  theo^ 
equal  in  point  of  politipal  privileges  witl^ 
any  of  those  who  now  sent  Members  to 
th^t  Hopse,  by  not  allowing  any  servile 
class  to  remain,  believing  as  he  did  thaf 

f>rQperty  would  be  most  secure  when  his 
abouring  fellow-countrymen  had  thelf 
full  and  equal  share  in  the  power  of  the 
Legislature. 

Lord  Frat^cis  Egerton  thought,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleipan  had,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  manifested  piore  o^ 
the  talent  of  the  debater  than  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  statesman  in  dealing  with 
this  spbject.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  had  come  fprward  with  his 
usual  ability  and  manfulness  and  delivered 
his  opinion  op  this  subject;  and,  if  he 
bad  good  g^rounds  for  his  assertion,  he 
was  right  in  taking  from  the  petition 
opinions  which  were  broadly  stated  in  it, 
and  to  point  out  the  consequences  which 
would  result  from  adopting  them.  It  ap- 
peared to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemaq 
that  three  millions  of  persons  had  signed 
this — to  use  his  own  expression — trashy 
and  contemptible  petition— and  had  made 
out  their  case.  The  hon.  Member,  at  the 
same  time,  stated,  that  he  was  convinced 
that  the  great  portion  of  the  petitioner^ 
did  not  assent  to  the  opinions  put  forth  in 
it.  Now  he  thought  that  the  House  was 
bound  to  bdiere,  ^l»t^|^^^|^» 
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fipcere,  an4  thtreibre  he  tboHght  thsit  not 
^le  item  io  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen's 
ipeech  had  been  overdrawn.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentle^l«^;l  had  endeavouied 
fo  draw  attention  from  the  petitiooi  to 
other  mattera  which  he  said  were  not  in- 
Tolved  in  it*  He  did  not  tbiok.  that  it  was 
necessary  to  speculate  on  the  con|titM- 
ti<Mial  doctrines  broached  by  the  boo.  and 
lef^med  Gentleman,  who  seemed  to  think 
that  the  greatest  benefits  wo^uld  arise 
from  the  adoption  of  the  Utopian  schemes 
wl^ich  be  had  put  forward*  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  seemed 
io  ei^pect  some  iiew  Atalantis  pr  Utopia 
(o  arise^  in  which  everything  would 
be  conducted  on  the  principles  of  the 
Itricle^t  justice  and  good  fai(h;  but  be 
confessed  he  thought  the  solution  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  much  more 
likely  to  be  the  true  one,  and  that  the 
^rfped  man  would  rise.  We  had  never 
seen  a  Utopia  in  this  country,  but  we  had 
feen  a  Cromwell,  and  kn^w.  the  evils 
which  followed  in  the  train  of  violent 
Iraosfeis  of  pow^r.  If  be  opposed  this 
ffieasure  it  was  because  he  believed  it  was 
for  the  interest  even  of  the  three  millions 
and  a  half  themselves  whp  had  signed 
this  **  miserable,  trashy,  and  oontempti- 
Ua  petition/'  again  to  quote  ^he  hon.  and 
learned  Memhar  for  Batb-^drawn,  as  it 
was«  ,by  some  one  whom  the  hon.  and 
knrned  Member  said  be  knew,  and  there- 
fore considered  ^ith  the  disrespect  and 
eoolempt  which  belonged  M>  him,  but 
whon  he  (Lord  F.  I^gerton)  did  not 
know,  and  therefore  did  not  regard  with 
any  such  feelings.  For  the^e  reasons,  he 
ihoiaght  if  the  Government  acceded  to  the 
prayer  of  this  petition  they  would  be  un- 
worthy of  the  situations  they  held,  and 
Straying  the  iotereats  ooo^ded  to  them ; 
and  if  the  gentlemen  who  constituted  the 
late  Government  were  to  yield  to  such  a 
^aaaand,  he  should  aay  they  would  have 
to  abdicate  the  lule  and  guidance  and 
control  of  those  intelligent  gentlemen 
vho  supported  them,  and  acknowledged 
thf  swav  of  thcur  talents  and  abilities. 
Although  ha  felt  the  unpopularity  to 
which  he  might  be  thus  exposing  biauelf 
ea  ecintmsted  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  he  had  thought  it  right  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  expressing  his  concur- 
fence  in  the  sentiments  of  the  right  hon. 
Geotleman  opposite,  and  stating  his 
Sfjnioos  of  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
MMnngbttofeUow* 


Mr.  Howes  as  the  rc^ieaeBtalive  of  a 
large  c  nstituency,  felt  called  upon  to 
come  forward  to  state  his  opinions  to  the 
House.  He  must  say,  that  the  able  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath, 
which  was  delivered  with  that  manfulness 
and  fervid  eloquence  which  so  strikingly 
characterised  all  his  speeches,  bad  failed 
tq  bring  conviction  to  his  mind.  His 
hon.  Friend  said,  that  they  were  not 
called  upon  to  vote  for  an  inquiry  into 
the  subject  matter  of  the  propositions 
contained  in  the  petition,  but  to  give  a 
vpte  for  or  against  the  charter*— and  it 
was  upon  this  they  must  take  their  stand. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  did  not  believe,  that 
at  the  present  moment  it  would  be  pru^ 
dent  to  concede  this  measure;  but  this 
ppinion,  on  his  part,  did  not  arise  from 
any  want  of  Uu%i  or  confidence  in  the 
people.  He  had,  ever  since  he  had  been 
in  that  House,  supported  practical  mea- 
sures of  reform ;  but  there  was  a  great 
distinction  between  voting  for  such  mea- 
sures and  voting  for  the  charter.  The 
right  hon.  Member  fof  Edinburgh,  had 
hardly  been  fairly  dealt  with  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath.  He  at  least  had  not 
understood  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
having  expiessed  any  such  distrust  of  the 
people  of  England  as  was  imputed  to  him 
by  the  |)on.  Member.  When  he  recalled 
to  mind  the  language  made  use  of  at  oerr 
tain  public  meetings  which  had  been  held 
of  late  throughout  the  eountryr-jnot  of 
honest,  enlightened,  labouring  mechanics, 
towards  whom  he  felt  every  respect,  and 
whose  claims  to  the  electoral  franchise 
deserved  all  consideration — hut  of  masses 
of  men,  blindly  led  by  those  very  men  for 
whom  the  hon.  Member  had  expressed 
such  merited  eontempt,  he  would  ask 
whether  the  hon.  Member  could  r«ally 
wish  them  to  entertain  a  petition  emanat- 
ing from  masses  so  led,  and  by  whom 
language  of  the  most  outrageous  character 
was  received  with  undoubting  approbation. 
He  was  certainly  not  prepared  to  repeal 
the  Reforin  Act ;  he  was  not  prepared  to 
say,  that  it  had  been  an  entire  failure* 
When  he  looked  back  at  the  last  ten  years 
he  saw  many  remarkable  measures  of  par* 
liamentary  reform,  many  measures  which 
had  improved  the  condition  of  the  coun. 
try;  and  he  looked  to  the  further  oper« 
ation  of  that  act  for  other  measures  tend- 
ing still  more  to  parliamentary  reform  and 
to  the  iinprovement  of  the  people's  condi- 
tion.   A  good  deal  was  said  ah 
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clas8*IegislBtion  of  the  few,  and  a  good 
deal  might  justly  be  said  about  it:  but,  at 
the  same  time,  there  might  be  a  class- 
legislation  of  the  many,  which  might  be 
very  injurious  to  the  welfare  of  the  coun- 
try. The  present  proposition,  in  effect, 
was  not  one  for  inquiry,  but  a  vote  for  a 
definite  object,  and  he  for  one,  must  enter 
his  humble  protest  against  being  supposed 
to  act  by  any  accident  for  the  charter; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  a  warm 
advocate  for  the  progressive  improvement 
of  the  people,  and  ever^  measure  practi- 
cally tending  to  that  object  would  find  in 
him  a  steadfast  friend. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  regretted  the 
violent  language  which  had  been  used  by 
some  individuals  at  certain  public  meet- 
ings quite  as  much  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  could;  but  surely  it  was  not 
just  to  blame  the  whole  body  of  these 
petitioners,  and  the  people  at  large,  be- 
cause a  few  rash  men  had  made  use  of 
improper  language.  As  well  might  he 
bring  a  wholesale  charge  against  hon. 
Members  on  the  opposite  benches  because 
one  of  their  leading  organs  had  made  use 
of  such  language  as  this :  that  *<  England 
would  be  as  great  and  as  powerful,  and 
Englishmen  as  rich  as  they  were  now,  if 
ruin  were  to  engulph  the  whole  of  the 
manufacturers  of  the  country."  [^Sir  R. 
Peel  never  saw  such  a  passage.]  It  ap- 
peared in  the  Standard^  and  was  copied 
into  most  of  the  other  papers.  Let  us 
judge  of  the  petitioners  by  the  petition 
which  they  had  sent  to  that  House,  and 
take  it  as  it  really  was,  the  good  with 
the  objectionable  parts.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Macaulay), 
had  accused  the  people  of  England  of  a 
disposition  to  spoliation;  but  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  must  remark,  that  there  was  no^ 
thing  whatever  in  their  demands  for  po- 
litical rights  which  could  support  that 
accusation.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  point  to  any  request  amongst 
those  demancis  which  could  in  any  way 
injure  either  public  or  private  property. 
They  demanded  the  electoral  suffrage,  and 
he  would  ask,  was  it  fair,  that  men  who 
are  liable  to  be  called  on  to  defend  their 
country  by  sea  and  by  land,  and  also  ob- 
liged by  taxation  to  contribute  their  share 
to  the  support  of  the  Government  of  the 
country,  should  be  deprived  of  their  con- 
stitutional  rights  in  that  and  in  other  re- 
spects? He  could  not  see  anything  wrong 
in  giving  an  extension  of  political  rights 


with  reference  to  the  election  of  represen- 
tatives in  Parliament  to  all  those  who 
thus  served  their  country ;  and  so  far  from 
anticipating  any  evil  from  it,  he  thought 
it  would  be  the  best  and  only  means  of 
obtaining  good  Government  by  preventing 
class-legislation.  He  would  ask,  was  not 
the  complaint  of  the  people  as  to  the 
partial  character  of  the  taxation  of  the 
country  generally  just  ?  Was  it  not  par- 
tial in  the  highest  degree?  Were  not 
the  working  classes  taxed  infinitely  more 
in  proportion  to  their  means  than  the  pos* 
sessors  of  extensive  property.  He  recoL 
lected  well  that  when  the  Reform  Bill  was 
under  the  attention  of  the  country,  very 
disastrous  results  were  foretold  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  as  likely  to  arise  from 
a  reformed  Parliament,  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  stated  that  ruin 
and  anarchy  would  be  likely  to  arise  from 
an  acquiescence  by  this  House  in  the  de- 
mands of  the  people  for  an  extension  of 
political  rights.  The  right  hon.  Member 
when  he  wished  to  frighten  the  House, 
described  the  evils  that  he  thought  would 
follow  the  granting  to  the  people  that 
extension  of  political  rights  which  they  de- 
manded. When  he  asked  the  House  to 
entertain  the  petition,  he  wished  to  remind 
them  that  it  did  not  follow  that  all  the 
claims  of  the  people  demanded  in  the 
petition  should  be  acceded  to  at  once ;  a 
portion  of  them  only  might  be  granted  ; 
and,  therefore,  the  argument  against  an  ac- 
quiescence in  all  those  demands  to  their 
fullest  extent  would  not  apply  to  them. 
He  desired  to  state  to  the  House  that  the 
surest  way  to  prevent  revolution  was  to  lis- 
ten to  and  redress  the  well-grounded  com- 
plaints of  the  people.  He  could  not  allow 
the  unjust  interpretation  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  of  the  motives 
of  these  men  to  go  uncontradicted.  He 
(Mr.  Hume)  had  a  right  to  be  heard  against 
the  conclusion  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  come  with  respect  to  those 
petitioners.  He  repeated,  that  the  surest 
way  to  prevent  revolutions  was  to  listen 
to  the  complaints  of  the  people.  He 
thought  that  the  people  had  an  additional 
claim  to  be  heard,  on  account  of  the  mo- 
deration and  patience  with  which  they  had 
borne  their  privations  and  sufferings.  That 
their  conduct  was  distinguished  by  pa- 
tience and  forbearance  was  admitted  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  He  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  to  one  jm.r.^apJuiyt)^^^o 
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*<  And  whilst  your  petitioners  unequivocally 
condemn  the  levying  of  any  tax  upon  the  ne- 
cessaries of  life,  and  upon  those  articles  prin- 
cipally required  by  the  labouring  classes,  they 
are  also  sensible  that  the  abolition  of  any  one 
monopoly  will  never  unshackle  labour,  and  re- 
lieve them  from  misery  until  the  people  shall 
possess  the  power  of  electing  their  represen- 
tatives under  which  all  monopoly  and  oppres- 
sion by  class-legislation  must  cease."  [Read 
on .3  He  would  read  on,  '^and  your  petiti- 
oners respectfully  mention  the  existing  mono- 
polies, of  the  suffrage,  of  sugar,  of  paper 
money,  of  machinery,  and  of  land/' 

Did  not  the  present  system  maintain  a 
mooopoly  of  paper  money,  of  machinery, 
and  of  land?  He  contended  that  it  did. 
Was  not  one  effect  of  the  law  of  entail  and 
primogeDiture  to  produce  a  monopoly  of 
land  ?  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  the 
laws  maintained  in  this  country  were  the 
caase  of  great  misery  to  the  mass  of  the 
comronnity.  He  wished  to  give  a  fair  ex- 
planation of  the  motives  of  these  petitioners 
and  to  deny  those  attributed  by  the  right 
bon.  Member.  He  contended  that  unless 
the  just  complaints  of  the  people  were  lis- 
tened to  they  could  have  no  hope  of  any- 
thing like  peace  and  contentment  in  the 
country.  When  he  thus  attempted, however 
feebly,  to  correct  the  misrepresentations 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh, 
he  was  met  by  hon.  Members  with  a 
laugh.  Were  they  laughing  at  the  mise- 
ries of  the  people,  or  at  what  were  they 
laughing  ?  If  the  complaints  of  the  people 
were  worth  attending  to  they  ought  to  be 
beard  with  attention  and  patience.  He 
bad  this  day  received  accounts  from  some 
parts  of  the  country  descriptive  of  the 
existing  great  misery  and  suffering  on  the 
part  of  the  people.  These  scenes  of  dis- 
tress were  going  on  and  increasing  in  the 
country;  and  was  it  at  these  that  hon. 
Members  were  laughing  ?  Periiaps  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  had  made  an  imperfect  explana- 
tion  of  the  case ;  but  he  had  endeavoured 
to  remove  from  large  numbers  of  his  fellow 
coantrymen  those  charges  of  a  desire  to 

rliate  which  bad  been  made  against 
D  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh. He  contended  that  there  was  not 
a  sentence  in  that  petition  that  could  war- 
rant those  charges.  Could  any  one  deny, 
that  great  suffering  existed  amongst  mil- 
lions, in  this  country,  and  there  was  no 
donbt  in  bis  (Mr.  Hume's)  mind  that  the 
Com  and  Income-tax  laws  passed  by  Par- 
liament would  aggravate  these  evils,  if 
they  did  not  create  them.  Injustice 
VOL,  LXIII.    {JS2} 


must  be  inflicted  whilst  they  maintained 
by  a  system  of  class-legislation  monopolies 
which  benefitted  the  few  at  the  expense  of 
the  many.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
House  would  not  refuse  to  hear  at  the  Bar 
the  complaints  of  the  people.  Why  not 
let  them  tell  their  tale,  and  state  to  Par- 
liament the  grievances  under  which  they 
suffered  ?  That  would  at  any  rate  manifest 
some  sympathy  for  their  sufferings.  The 
changes  in  the  tariff  which  were  now  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Barone|  were 
only  a  commencement  of,  he  hoped,  a 
liberal  system  of  trade  which  would  take 
years  to  work  out ;  and  what,  in  the  mean- 
time, was  to  be  done  to  lessen  the  mass  of 
misery  which  existed  amongst  the  people? 
Bribery  had  taken  place  to  a  great  extent 
at  late  elections,  but  if  large  classes  of  the 
people  had  a  voice  in  electing  represen- 
tatives they  might  set  bribery  at  defiance. 
He  wished  to  see  an  equal  and  conse- 
quently a  just  distribution  of  the  electoral 
power,  so  that  one  man  would  no  longer 
be  the  representative  of  a  constituency  of 
many  thousand  electors,  and  another  re- 
present only  one  or  two  hundred.  He 
was  for  extension  of  the  suffrage  to  all 
males  of  twenty-one  years  of  age,  and  not 
tainted  with  crime;  and  also  for  electoral 
districts  with  equal  number  of  electors  in 
each.  It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
there  was  not  sufficient  worth,  virtue  and 
intelligence  in  the  people  that  would  se- 
cure the  return  of  proper  representatives. 
He  was  prepared  to  place  confidence  in 
the  working  classes,  as  they  had  always 
acted  as  honestly,  or  perhaps  more  so,  than 
the  richer  classes.  If  the  people  generally 
had  votes  it  might  be  expected  that  justice 
would  be  done  to  all,  that  unjust  laws 
would  be  put  an  end  to,  and  the  progres- 
sive but  permanent  improvement  of  the 
people  ana  of  the  country  be  obtained. 

Mr.  Wdkley  had  heard  with  extreme 
surprise  and  regret  the  speech  delivered 
that  evening  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth,  and  he  must  say,  that  he  was 
sorry  to  find  any  single  Member  of  one 
of  the  newly-enfranchised  metropolitan 
boroughs  prepared  to  vote  against  so  rea- 
sonable and  just  a  proposition  as  that 
under  consideration.  When  the  metro- 
politan boroughs  were  enfranchised,  it 
was  feared  that  through  their  means  some 
very  troublesome  Members  would  obtain 
admission  into  that  House — Members 
whose  principles  were  as  objectionable  to 
the  majority  opposite,  as  the  sentiments 
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contained  in  the  petition  on  the  Table. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  House  had 
little  reason  to  complain  of  such  annoy- 
ance, and  certainly  they  would  have  still 
less  if  all  the  Members  for  those  boroughs 
were  to  take  a  political  lesson  from  the 
book  of  reform  as  it  was  read  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth.  That  book  was  a 
large  volume,  but  he  thought  he  might 
search  it  through  in  vain  to  find  the  page 
which  contained  the  specific  principles  of 
that  hon.  Gentleman.  If,  however,  lie 
was  surprised  at  his  speech,  he  was  equally, 
if  not  more  surprised,  at  the  silence  pre- 
served by  Members  on  the  Ministerial 
benches.  He  had  expected  on  a  question 
affecting  the  rights  and  interests  of  the 
working  classes,  that  the  eloquence  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  which  had  been 
so  kindly  exerted  on  the  subject  in  other 
places,  and  which  had  been  followed  by 
successive  rounds  of  Kentish  fire,  would 
have  been  heard  in  their  favour  on  the 
present  occasion.  He  had  entertained 
some  hope  that  those  who  were  so  loud  in 
their  denunciations  of  the  Whigs  for  neg- 
lecting the  interests  of  the  people,  would 
not,  in  this  instance,  have  forgotten  their 
former  advocacy.  Though  no  voice  on 
the  other  side  had  yet  been  raised  for  that 
purpose,  he  hoped  that  before  the  debate 
concluded  they  would  come  to  the  aid  of 
the  people,  and  never  could  they  do  so 
with  better  effect.  The  discussion  of  this 
question  had  in  his  opinion  taken  too 
wide  a  range.  The  proposition  before  the 
House  was  a  simple  one,  and  its  state- 
ment might  be  comprised  in  a  nutshell. 
It  was  merely  this— 3,300,000  of  their 
fellow-countrymen  asked  permission  to 
state  their  grievances  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House,  and  the  reply  to  be  given  to  it 
was  '*  yes  ^  or "  no."  That  was  the  simple 
question  stripped  of  all  disguise,  and  tbe 
answer  to  be  given  would  show  whether 
the  people  were  still  to  entertain  a  hope 
of  justice  from  that  House,  or  whether  the 
reply  would  fill  with  disappointment  and 
indignation  upwards  of  3,000,000  of  their 
fellow-countrymen.  £ven  the  very  hesi- 
tation of  the  House  to  answer  in  the 
affirmative  showed  the  justice  of  the  re- 
quest made  by  the  petitioners.  3,300,000 
petitioners  sought  an  opportunity  of  stating 
their  grievances  at  the  Bar  of  the  House, 
and  the  House  hesitated  to  answer  their 
just  demand.  The  petitioners  at  the  out- 
set alleged  that  they  were  unrepresented 
in  that  assembly.    Then  why  not  yield  to 


their  request,  and  allow  them  in  their 
own  way  to  make  their  candid  and  honest 
statement?  Could  that  be  considered  a 
land  of  liberty  or  justice  where  so  fair  a 
request  was  refused?  Was  it  not  only 
fair,  after  what  had  fallen  from  an  eminent 
Whig  leader,  to  see  these  men,  to  hear 
their  statements,  and  permit  them  to  show 
that  they  were  not  the  turbulent  and  san- 
guinary beings  that  they  had  been  repre- 
sented ?  For  his  own  part,  be  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  a  Gentleman  of  such  lively 
imagination,  of  such  comprehensive  judg- 
ment, and  such  extensive  intellectual 
powers,  give  such  an  appalling  description 
of  the  character  of  the  people  of  England. 
Why,  where  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
reside?  How  did  he  pass  his  time ?  With 
whom  did  he  associate,  or  where  could 
he  find  aught  which  would  warrant  or 
justify  the  description  which  be  had  given 
of  upwards  of  3,000,000  of  Englishmen  ? 
Where  would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
select  his  specimens  to  prove  the  truth  of 
his  description  ?  Would  he  find  them  in 
the  navy?  Were  the  sailors  of  Great 
Britain  mutinous,  cowardly,  or  treacher* 
ous  ?  Were  the  soldiery  of  this  country 
mutinous,  pusillanimous,  or  disobedient? 
What  was  the  character  of  our  merchants, 
of  our  professions,  of  our  trades  ?  Was 
it  not  too  bad  to  make  such  sweeping 
assertions,  and  condemn  a  whole  people 
in  the  mass.  Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  he  could,  point  out  a  single  class  to 
whom  the  description  would  apply.  Would 
be  say  the  carpenters  ?  Would  he  say  the 
smiths?  Would  he  say  the  shoemakers? 
The  circumstances  were  such  as  to  de- 
mand something  more  tangible  and  specific 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  fa- 
voured the  House  with.  He  was  not  so 
favourable  to  the  petition  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  had  represented 
himself  to  be.  On  the  contrary,  there 
were  many  points  in  it  in  which  he  did 
not  concur,  and  if  any  Member  in  the 
House  was  bound  more  than  another  to 
support  the  motion  that  the  petitioners 
should  be  heard  at  the  Bar,  it  was  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh,  seeing 
what  an  aptitude  and  readiness  he  ex- 
hibited in  showing  his  progress  as  a  scholar 
in  the  school  of  reform.  It  was  only  ten 
years  since  that  he  was  opposed  to  such 
an  extension  of  the  suffrage,  and  he  was 
still  opposed  to  that  point ;  but  he  bad 
since  then  come  round  to  the  five  other 
poinuof  the  chart<f5^.^J^^(tj^|g«^ 
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BQmedp  therefore,  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Geotlemao  bad  heard  the  arguments  which 
mif^bt  be  arged  in  its  favour^  it  would  be 
possible  to  bring  him  to  a  favourable  re- 
ception of  the  sixth.  Though  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  had  declared  his  determi- 
nation to  resist  universal  sufTrag^,  yet  as 
be  bad  piade  no  finality  resolutiou,  it 
might  be  possible  to  indupe  him  to  make 
some  approach  to  it.  He  hoped  the 
Honae  would  not,  by  deciding  against  the 
motion,  excite  dissaiisfaction  and  discon- 
tent amongst  upwards  of  3,000,000  peo- 
ple. He  was  aware  it  might  be  urged 
that  the  ?ote  upon  the  question  would  be 
construed  into  saying  "  Aye,"  or  ••  No," 
as  to  the  charier,  but  he  denied  in  toto 
that  it  was  capable  of  such  construction. 
He,  for  his  part,  was  not  an  advocate  for 
annual  Parliaments,  being  of  opinion  that 
triennial  Parliaments  would  work  much 
better.  He  disclaimed  the  question  as 
being  one  which  involved  the  adoption  or 
rejection  of  the  charter.  It  was  simply 
whether,  as  he  had  said  before,  3,300,000 
of  their  fellow-countrymen  would  or  would 
not  be  permitted  with  their  own  tongues  to 
state  tneir  grievances  in  their  own  lan- 

Biage  at  the  Bar  of  the  House.  Was  the 
ouse,  be  would  ask,  determined,  at  all 
bazard,  to  stand  by  the  present  system  of 
representation  ?  Was  the  10/.  constituency 
so  pure  aiid  incorruptible  as  to  be  the 
best  which  cpuld  be  selected  ?  Look  to 
the  disclosures  made  iii  the  committees 
respecting  the  gross  corruption  which  cha- 
racterised the  last  election.  Was  that 
cormption  practised  by  the  working  people 
— by  those  mechanics  who  had  been  so 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
No,  it  was  the  work  of  the  very  electors 
whom  that  House  had  chosen  as  the  very 
best  basis  of  a  constituencv.  Nothing 
coold  be  more  dangerous  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  country  than  the  practices 
which  had  been  exposed  in  the  late  in- 
quiry. They  unhinged  all  reliance  upon 
oar  social  institutions,  and  created  an  as- 
tonishment in  the  public  ffiind  to  think 
that  such  abuses  and  corruptions  should 
be  so  openly  practised.  The  working 
people  attributed  the  fault  to  the  Legisla- 
tore.  They  demanded  to  be  admitted 
within  the  pale  of  the  constitution,  that 
they  might  endeavour  to  cleai)se  the  foul 
stream  of  corruption  ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
their  request  was  a  reasonable  one.  He 
bad  seen  much  of  the  working  people  of 
this  country— indeed,  few  bad  seen  more. 


He  had  also  seen  much  of  the  working 
people  in  other  countries,  and  he  could 
confidently  say,  that  he  never  witnessed 
more  honest  sincerity,  or  more  real  and 
sterling  worth,  than  the  working  men  of 
England  exhibited.  [Cheers!]  He  was 
^lad  to  hear  that  opinion  cheered  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  How  then  could 
they  reconcile  it  to  themselves  to  retain 
those  people  in  the  position  of  a  servile 
class  ?  How  could  they  say  that  the  in- 
habitant of  a  1 0/.  house  was  better  or  more 
trustworthy  than  he  who  inhabited  a  51. 
house  ?  In  what  did  the  superiority  exist  ? 
Was  it  in  the  brick  and  mortar — was  it  in 
the  furniture  or  attire — or  was  it  in  feeling 
and  intellect — in  head  and  heart  ?  Before 
the  New  Poor-law  was  enacted,  there  was 
little  necessity  in  the  country  for  bolt  or 
bar ;  no  rural  police  were  required ;  but 
now  the  people  felt  the  injustice  of  the 
enactments  levelled  against  them ;  and 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  asked  what  would  be  the 
character  of  the  laws  if  they  were  enacted 
by  the  people,  he  should  remember  that 
none  could  be  more  cruel  or  sanguinary 
than  the  New  Poor-law.  When  it  was 
considered  how  it  pressed  upon  the  widow 
and  the  orphan  and  the  aged  octogenarian, 
he  would  fearlessly  ask  what  law  could  be 
more  crtiel  in  its  operation,  and  he  would 
add,  that  the  working  people  could  never 
enact  a  law  against  the  aiistocracy  of  a 
more  severe  nature.  Under  the  circum- 
stances iq  which  this  country  was  placed, 
and  considering  the  distress  which  pre- 
vailed,  he  thought  it  incumbent  on  the 
House  to  listen  to  the  tale  of  the  peti-* 
tioners  and  hear  the  statement  of  their 
grievances;  and  he  should,  therefore, 
considering  that  they  were  unrepresented 
in  the  House,  give  his  most  cordial  sup- 
port to  the  motion. 

Lord  /.  Russell :  Considering  the  im- 
portance of  the  petition  presented  to  the 
House,  and  the  great  number  of  signatures 
attached,  I  could  not  abandon  my  duty 
by  not  coming  down  to  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  my  respect  for  the 
petitioners,  and  at  the  same  time,  declar- 
ing my  abhorrence  of  the  doctrines  set 
forth  in  the  petition.  Let  roe,  however, 
in  the  outset  at  once  meet  a  charge  which 
has,  I  think  most  unfairly,  been  imputed 
to  those  who  are  prepared  to  vote  against 
the  present  motion.  1  deny,  that  I  and 
others  who  are  opposed  to  it  are  amenable 
to  the  charge  of  want  of  sy 
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the  sufferings  and  privations  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  We  know  how  many  thou- 
sands of  our  fellow  countrymen  are  sub- 
jected to  the  most  severe  privations.  We 
feel  compassion  for  their  sufferings,  and 
at  the  same  time  we  admire  the  fortitude 
and  forbearance  with  which  those  suffer- 
ings are  endured.  But  when  we  are  asked 
tocomply  with  the  motion,  it  seems  to  be 
taken  for  granted,  and  assumed  that  we 
can  thereby  relieve  the  distress.  This, 
however,  1  must  be  permitted  to  deny. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  has  met 
the  question  on  that  ground.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  said,  that  if  the  institu- 
tions of  the  country  were  brought  under 
discussion,  the  House  would  be  enabled 
to  see  what  alterations  could  be  made  in 
them  for  the  purpose  of  insuring  good 
government.  That  may  or  may  not  be  a 
fit  subject  for  inquiry,  but  it  is  in  the  first 
instance  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  see 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  such  a  course. 
If  an  inquiry  is  to  be  entered  into  with  re- 
spect to  all  the  existing  institutions  of  the 
country,  how  many  great  questions  would 
be  thrown  loosely  abroad?  An  inquiry 
will  be  raised  as  to  whether  faith  should 
be  preserved  for  the  public  creditor. 
Again,  questions  would  be  put  as  to  the 
right  of  property  in  land,  and  with  respect 
to  other  institutions  which  are  now  looked 
upon  as  inviolable.  Have  not  those,  then, 
who  are  opposed  to  the  motion,  good 
ground  to  argue  against  the  danger  of 
throwing  the  ancient  and  venerable  insti- 
tutions of  the  country  into  question  ?  The 
result  of  such  a  course  would  be  to  transfer 
the  capital  of  Great  Britain  into  other 
countries,  and  by  diminishing  the  funds 
from  which  labour  is  supplied,  to  throw 
the  working  classes  into  a  still  worse  con- 
dition than  that  in  which  they  are  at  pre- 
sent placed.  Under  these  circumstances, 
then,  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  vote  for  or 
against  the  motion,  they  should  be  es- 
teemed as  willing  to  enter  into  a  consi- 
deration of  that  which  was  best  for  the 
good  of  the  working  classes.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Edinburgh, 
has  pointed  to  that  passage  in  the  peti- 
tion which  declares  that  the  debt  had  been 
imposed  upon  the  country  by  persons  who 
had  no  right  to  impose  it.  He  also  showed, 
that  the  petitioners  complain  of  paying 
taxes  to  meet  the  interest  of  that  debt, 
and  of  the  existence  of  property  in  land 
and  machinery,  which  they  style  monopo- 
lies.    It  has  been  said,  that  my  right  hon. 


Friend,  in  taking  this  course,  made  unjust 
allegations  against  the  people.  I  deny 
that  he  accused  the  people  of  any  intent 
to  plunder.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath,  usefully  perhaps  for  bis  own 
argument,  but  not  very  fairly  as  regards 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  called  this  a 
trumpery  petition,  drawn  up  by  a  person 
whom  he  styled,  I  think,  a  malignant  and 
cowardly  demagogue.  It  was  in  these 
words,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  described 
the  purport  of  the  petition,  and  the  cha- 
racter of  its  author.  Has  he  not  then 
himself  made  an  accusation  against  the 
3,300,000  persons  who  signed  the  peti- 
tion, which  he  thus  describes  as  a  paltry 
one,  drawn  up  by  a  cowardly  and  malig- 
nant demagogue?  If  the  hon.  Member 
denies  that  he  has  done  so,  how  can  he 
accuse  my  right  hon.  Friend  of  aspersing 
the  petitioners?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
said,  that  the  petition  contained  certain 
alleviations.  This  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  admitted,  but  he  said,  let  us  throw 
them  aside.  Now,  might  not  the  persona 
who  were  misled  into  the  appending  their 
signatures  to  such  a  petition  be  equally 
misled  in  the  choice  of  the  persons  whom 
they  would  return  as  their  representatives 
to  that  House?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said,  that  in  modern  times  wa 
were  supposed  to  have  made  a  great  dis- 
covery when  we  hit  upon  the  mode  of 
enacting  our  laws  by  delegation,  instead 
of  adhering  to  the  ancient  mode  of  taking 
the  vote  in  the  market-place.  I,  for  my 
part,  think  it  an  admirable  contrivance  ; 
but  if,  in  the  choice  of  their  representa- 
tives, the  people  can  be  so  deceived,  as  to 
give  their  suffrages  in  favour  of  a  person 
such  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  de- 
scribed the  framer  of  the  petition  to  be,  it 
would  be  carrying  into  effect  the  destruc- 
tion of  private  property  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  our  institutions,  at  the  same  time 
that  the  respect  for  the  law,  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  so  truly  praised  as  a  cha- 
racteristic of  our  countrymen,  would, 
when  they  were  in  the  hands  of  designing 
and  plundering  leaders,  only  induce  an 
obedience  to  the  measures  which  would 
enable  these  latter  to  carry  more  com- 
pletely into  effect  those  revolutions  to 
which  the  people  themselves  might  be 
opposed.  It  is  clear  that  the  person,  who- 
ever he  may  be,  by  whom  the  petition  has 
been  drawn  up,  would  apply  what  had 
been  called  the  sponge  to  the  national 
debt.    That  person  denied,  that  the  debt 
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was  a  national  debt,  but,  on  tbe  contrary, 
•o  to  call  it  was  bat  a  pretence,  and  that 
it  nigbt  with  justice  be  swept  away. 
Now,  for  my  part,  I  believe,  that  if  you 
could  gather  together  in  the  market-place 
all  the  adult  males  in  the  country  and  show 
to  them  that  the  obligation  by  which  the 
public  faith  was  bound  to  the  present  na- 
tional creditor  was  a  legal  and  a  just  ob- 
ligation, and  that  a  breach  of  it  would 
operate  with  great  injustice  and  cruelty, 
by  sending  to  want  and  beggary  people 
who  had  hitherto  relied  upon  it  as  a  means 
of  comfortable  subsistence,  the  people 
would  repudiate  the  proposition  as  unjust 
and  iniquitous,  and  would  to  a  man  refuse 
to  participate  in  so  cruel  a  spoliation. 
But,  then,  I  am  not  quite  so  confident 
that  those  by  whom  the  petition  was 
signed  might  not  be  misled  by  the  cry  of 
the  moment  into  the  choice  of  men  as 
their  representatives  who,  under  the  pre- 
tence of  the  public  good,  would  eater 
upon  that  spoliation  of  which  the  people 
were  incapable.  It  is,  therefore,  that  1 
prize  the  institution,  which  I  look  upon 
as  the  pride  of  modern  times,  which  by 
delegation  renders  men  more  circumspect 
as  to  the  hands  to  which  power  is  to  be 
intrusted.  It  is  my  opinion,  that  pro- 
perty, intelligence,  and  knowledge,  should 
form  the  qualification  of  a  constituency, 
and  though  I  cannot  undertake  to  say, 
that  the  present  is  the  very  best  which 
conld  be  had,  I  see  in  it  a  greater  secu- 
rity for  the  continuance  and  preservation 
of  our  institutions,  and  the  peaceful  pro- 
gress of  freedom,  than  a  resort  at  once  to 
the  principle  of  universal  suffrage.  I  am 
aware,  that  it  is  a  doctrine  frequently 
urged,  and  I  perceive  dwelt  upon  in  this 
petition,  that  every  male  of  a  certain  age 
has  a  right,  absolute  and  inalienable,  to 
elect  a  representative  to  take  his  place 
among  the  Members  in  the  Commons 
HoQse  of  Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  I  never 
coold  understand  that  indefeasible  and 
malknable  right.  It  appears  to  roe, 
that  that  question,  like  every  other  in 
the  practical  application  of  politics,  is 
to  be  settled  by  the  institutions  and 
the  laws  of  tbe  country  of  which  the 
person  is  a  native.  I  see  no  more 
r%ht  that  a  person  twenty*one  years  of 
age  has  to  elect  a  Memt)er  of  Parliament, 
than  he  has  to  be  a  juryman.  T conceive 
that  you  may  just  as  well  say  that  every 
adult  male  has  a  right  to  sit  upon  a  jury 
10  decide  tbe  most  complicated  and  diffi« 


cult  questions  of  property,  or  that  every 
n\an  has  a  right  to  exercise  the  judicial 
functions,  as  the  people  did  in  some  of  the 
republics  of  antiquity.  These  things,  as 
it  appears  to  me,  are  not  matters  of  right ; 
but  if  it  be  for  the  good  of  the  people  at 
large,  if  it  be  conducive  to  the  right  Go- 
vernment of  the  state,  if  it  tend  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  freedom  and  welfare  of 
the  people,  that  a  certain  number,  de- 
fined and  limited  by  a  reference  to  a  fixed 
standard  of  property,  should  have  the  right 
of  electing  Members  of  Parliament,  and  if 
it  be  disadvantageous  to  the  community  at 
large  that  the  right  of  suffrage  should  be 
universal,  then  1  say,  that  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, the  consideration  of  the  public  good 
should  prevail,  that  legislation  must  act 
upon  it  as  on  every  other,  and  that  no  in- 
alienable right  can  be  quoted  against  that 
which  the  good  of  the  whole  demands. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  said, 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Macaulay)  had  given  a 
terrific  representation  of  the  people  of 
England — had  described  them  as  san- 
guinary and  as  anxious  to  destroy,  to 
commit  massacre  and  to  plunder.  Now, 
Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  made  no  such 
representation.  For  my  own  parr,  I  think 
it  is  very  likely  that  at  many  elections, 
even  if  universal  suffrage  were  in  opera- 
tion, you  would  find  that  respect  for 
property,  respect  for  old  habits,  and 
general  regard  for  the  constitution  of  the 
country,  would  produce  results  not  very 
different  from  those  which  are  produced 
when  property  is  one  of  the  qualifications 
required  for  the  franchise.  But  although 
that  might  be  generally  the  case,  I  do  not 
think  that  in  the  present  state  of  popular 
education  —  I  will  not  say  whether  a 
standard  of  education  sufiiciently  high 
can  ever  be  obtained  among  the  labouring 
classes — but  in  tbe  present  condition  of 
the  people  at  large,  1  do  not  think  you 
could  be  sure  that  there  might  not  be,  in 
a  state  of  popular  ferment  on  the  occasion 
of  some  general  election,  Members  re- 
turned to  this  House  whose  votes  would 
be  favourable  to  the  destruction  of  our 
institutions,  and  would  shake  the  security 
of  property.  Sir,  this  constitution  is,  I 
think,  too  precious,  and  tbe  arrangements 
of  society  are  at  the  same  timeUoo  intri- 
cate, to  allow  you  to  put  them  to  such  a 
hazard.  I  can  well  believe,  that  in  the 
United  States  of  America — the  only  coun* 
try  which  I  should  at  all  compare  with  thi| 
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for  the  enjoyment  of  liberty  and  the  full 
fruits  of  civilization^I  can  well  believc» 
that  in  that  country,  where  there  is  no 
monarchy,  where  every  office  is  elective, 
where  there  is  no  established  church, 
where  there  are  no  great  masses  of  pro- 
perty, universal  suffrage  mav  be  exercised 
without  injury  to  order,  and  without  dan- 
ger to  the  general  security  of  society.  But 
in  this  country,  where  ihek-e  are  so  many 
institutions,  which,  while  I  believe  them 
to  be  of  the  utmost  value  in  holding  so- 
ciety together,  are  at  the  same  time  the 
possessors  of  great  property— I  speak  of 
such  institutions  as  the  aristocracy  and  the 
church— and  which  might,  therefore,  be 
held  out  as  prizes  to  a  people  in  distress, 
1  do  not  think  it  would  be  safe  at  one 
moment  to  destroy  the  existing  system  of 
representation,  and  to  establish  universal 
suffrage  in  its  place.  Acting  upon  these 
opinions,  Sir,  I  cannot  asseht  to  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
last  spoken  represents  as  a  simple  prayer, 
that  the  petitioners  should  be  heard  at  the 
Bar.  I  do  not  so  understand  this  ques- 
tion. I  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  has  put  it  more  fairly,  in 
saying  that  it  is  the  Charter  to  which  you 
are  now  called  upon  to  say  aye  or  no. 
What  do  I  find  stated  by  the  petitioners 
themselves  ?  They  have  set  forth  at  full 
length  what  they  consider  to  be  their 
grievances.  Do  they  ask  for  any  further 
explanation?  Do  they  ask  that  counsel 
should  come  to  your  Bar,  and  there  de- 
tail what  they  feel  on  the  subject  of  their 
wrongs  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  They  say, 
"  Your  petitioners,  therefore,  exercising  their 
just  constitutional  right,  demand  that  your  hon. 
House,  to  remedy  so  many  gross  and  manifest 
evils  of  which  your  petitioners  complain,  do 
immediately,  without  alteration,  deduction,  or 
addition,  pass  into  a  law  the  document  enti- 
tled •  The  People's  Charter,*  which  embraces 
the  representation  of  male  adults,  vote  by 
ballot,  annual  parliaments,  no  property  quali- 
fication, payment  of  Members,  and  equal  elec- 
toral districts.'* 

That  language  is  very  plain,  it  is  very 
explicit,  but  it  is,  at  the  same  time,  I 
most  say,  very  peremptory.  Is  it  not  a 
^demand  to  be  heard  at  the  Bar.  [Mr.  T. 
Buncombe',  Look  at  the  previous  para- 
graph.]    Tlie  words  are, 

"ff  your  hon.  House  will  be  pleased  to  grant 
your  petitioners  a  hearing  by  representatives 
at  the  Bar,  your  petitioners  will  be  enabled  to 
unfold  a  tale  of  wrong  and  suffering," 
and  80  forth*    Well,  but  they  follow  that 


up  immediately  afterwards  with  the  de- 
mand I  have  recited.  [Mr.  T.  Duncombe : 
If  their  first  prayer  is  refused.]  And  they 
say,  that  in  making  this  demand,  they  are 
exercising  a  just  and  constitutional  right. 
They  may  ask  to  be  allowed  a  further  ex- 
planation of  those  evils  of  which  they 
complain,  but  they  ask  it  with  a  view  of 
establishing  the  Charter*  Sir,  I  cannot 
believe  that  any  counsel  or  agent  standing 
at  that  Bar  would  persuade  me  to  grant 
the  six  points  of  the  Charter.  I  should 
give  my  vote,  whatever  speeches  might  be 
made  at  the  Bar,  against  those  proposals. 
I  therefore  think  myself  bound  at  once  to 
put  an  end  to  the  motion,  and  having  thus 
explained  my  views,  I  will  not  endeavour 
to  hide  my  vote  by  any  pretence,  that  I 
wish  merely  to  hear  an  explanation  of 
their  demands.  I  believe  it  will  be  far 
better  for  the  people,  better  for  their 
future  welfare,  if  you  do  not  mean  to 
grant  the  prayer  of  these  petitioners,  that 
you  should  at  once  declare  to  them  your 
belief  that  your  compliance  with  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  will  tend  to  shake 
property  -will  tend  to  increase  the  priva- 
tions of  which  they  complain— will  un- 
hinge that  constitution  of  society  which, 
complicated  and  intricate  as  it  is,  has  pro- 
duced 80  tnany  blessings  to  this  country  ; 
that  to  you  is  intrusted  the  great,  the  re- 
sponsible, the  arduous  duty  of  legislating 
in  behalf  of  this  kingdom,  atid  that  in 
discharge  of  this  common  duty  you  are 
obliged  to  put  a  negative  on  the  demand 
of  the  petitioners. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  Sir,  I  hope  I  should  have 
beeh  exposed  to  no  misconstruction  if  I 
had  remained  silent,  yet,  from  the  course 
which  this  debate  has  taken,  I  am  un- 
willing to  expose  myself  to  the  hazard  of 
a  misconstruction,  or  to  shrink  from  the 
duty  of  declaring  boldly  and  decidedly  my 
opinions  on  the  subject  of  this  petition. 
Until  I  heard  the  construction  put  upon 
its  prayer  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T. 
Duncombe),  I  thought  there  had  been 
two  propositions  to  be  considered  by  the 
House, — not  quite  consistent  or  com* 
palible  it  is  true,— but  still  on  the  (mte  of 
the  document  there  appeared  to  be  two 
proposals.  The  one,  that  I  should  admit 
the  petitioners  to  be  heard,  in  order  that 
they  might  state  their  grievances  by  their 
counsel  or  agents,  while  the  other  ap- 
peared to  be  an  imperative  demand  that  I 
should  immediately,  and  without  con-^ 
sideratioD,  pass  into  a  law  erery  demand 
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Ihftt  is  contained  in  the  charter.  Sir,  I 
do  not  want  to  take  any  advantage  of  the 
charter  for  the  purpose  of  vindicating  mj 
vote.  If  the  question  of  the  charter  be 
iK>t  liefbre  us,  I  am  ready  to  give  my  vote 
against  hearing  the  petitioners  at  the  Bar 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  support  of 
their  allegations.  I  shall  give  this  vote 
CD  various  grounds.  First,  I  am  satisfied 
that  1  cannot  be  convinced  of  the  policy 
of  acceding  to  the  prayer  of  this  petition. 
I  come  to  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  has  already 
come — the  foregone  conclusion,  that  those 
demands,  if  complied  with,  would  be  knis- 
ehievous  to  the  petitioners  themselves,  and 
having  come  to  that  conclusion,  I  think 
it  more  just  and  more  respectful  to  tell 
them  that  I  do  not  intend  to  accede  to 
their  petition,  than  to  give  them  a  delu- 
sive hearing,  which  I  know  can  have  no 
naefal  result.  Why,  Sir,  what  does  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  the  Colleague 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  tell  roe  ?  That 
on  the  result  of  my  decision  with  respect 
to  the  hearing  of  the  petitioners  will 
depend  either  awakened  hope  or  fearful 
despondency.  Well,  I  will  not  awaken 
hope  by  countenancing  expectations  which 
I  know  must  end  in  disappointment.  The 
boo.  Gentleman  says  he  wishes  to  pledge 
me  to  nothing,  he  only  wishes  me  to 
hear  the  grievances  detailed.  But  he 
asks  me  to  hear  the  allegations  of  the 
petitioners,  and  those  allegations  are 
neither  more  nor  less  than  an  impeach- 
ment  of  the  whole  Constitution  of  this 
country,  and  the  whole  frame  of  society. 
The  petition  tells  me  that  it  is  wrong  to 
maintain  an  Established  Church— it  says 
that  9,000,000/.  of  money  are  annually 
abstracted  from  the  people  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  the  church.  The  petition 
tells  tbe  that  the  people  of  Ireland  are 
entitled  to  the  repeal  of  the  union.  The 
petition  draws  a  moat  invidious  com- 
partaon  between  the  expenses  of  the  Sove- 
reign and  those  of  a  labourer.  I  say  the 
petition  is  altogether  an  impeachment  of 
tbe  Constitution  of  this  country,  and  of 
the  whole  frame  of  society.  And  how  am 
I  to  gratify  the  demands  of  the  peti- 
tioners ?  Hear  them  at  the  Bar  I  Why, 
if  1  hear  them,  let  me  hear  them  effec- 
tually. But  is  it  an  effectual  hearing  to 
permit  four  or  five  persons  on  their  behalf 
to  make  speeches  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  ? 
Are  those  speeches  to  be  relied  upon? 
Svppoie  tbe  speeches  at  the  Bar  failed  of 


producing  an  efl^ect,  and  a  demand  were 
then  made  for  an  inquiry,  should  I  rtfuse 
it,  or  suspend  the  whole  public  business 
of  the  country,  in  order  that  the  bulk  of 
these  allegations  might  be  ascertained 
as  to  the  policy  of  an  Established  Church, 
and  a  repeal  of  the  union  ?  Is  not  that 
the  only  effectual  way  in  which  the  pe- 
titioners would  have  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  their  grievances?  and  is  it 
for  the  advantage  of  the  petitioners  them- 
selves that  I  should  suspend  the  public 
business  of  the  country  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  this  subject  ?  What  is  the 
petition?  If  I  had  a  doubt,  which  I 
have  not,  upon  this  subject,  strange  as  it 
should  seem,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  would  have 
convinced  me  that  the  greatest  absurdity 
ever  committed  would  be  to  enter  into  an 
inquiry  with  respect  to  the  allegations  in 
this  petition — a  petition  which  does  not 
represent  the  sentiments  of  those  who 
signed  it — a  petition  that  is  utterly  at 
variance  with  the  judgment  and  good 
sense  of  the  3,000,000  of  petitioners,  but 
which  has  been  imposed  upon  them  by  a 
cowardly  demagogue  whom  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knows,  and  whose  personal  know- 
ledge of  his  character  entitles  him  to 
speak  of  him  with  disrespect  and  con- 
tempt. I  take  the  description  of  the  pe- 
tition from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man himself,  and  could  I  admit  the  framer 
of  this  petition,  a  person  so  described  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — a  man 
who  has  perverted  to  his  own  evil  pur- 
poses the  minds  of  the  respectable,  intelli- 
gent, industrious,  honest  labouring  classes 
of  this  countrv,  to  the  Bar  of  this  House, 
for  he  no  doubt  will  be  the  person  selected 
to  defend  the  allegations  of  this  trashy 
petition  which  he  has  drawn  up,  without 
being  a  party  to  the  continuance  of  that 
delusion  under  which  they  labour  ?  It  is 
into  the  allegations  of  the  petition  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  asked  me 
to  go ;  and  the  allegations  of  the  petition 
have  been  described  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bath. 
When  I  refer  to  the  prayer  of  the  petition, 
when  I  refer  to  the  character  of  him  who 
is  said  to  be  its  author,  when  I  refer  to 
the  certain  consequences  of  raising  ex- 
pectations which  I  know  I  must  disap- 
point. I  must  say  I  think  I  am  acting 
more  respectfully  and  more  justly  towards 
the  petitioners  in  refusing  at  once  to 
accede  to  ideir  dem^^|jd8^^t«<aD^^gYgg 
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them  a  delusive  hearing  at  the  Bar  and 
afterwards  telling  them  they  have  made 
no  impression  whatever  on  my  mind.  The 
hoo.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  has 
described  the  character  of  the  people  of 
England.  He  said,  that  in  other  coun- 
tries of  Europe  the  appeal  was  to  force, 
while  in  this  country  the  appeal  was  to 
law.  He  said,  the  labouring  classes  pos- 
sessed the  physical  force,  which  if  they 
were  inclined  to  enforce  it  would  over- 
power every  opposition ;  but  they  were 
controlled  by  their  good  sense  and  by  their 
willing  obedience  to  the  law,  for  which 
they  entertained  respect.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  pointed  to  the  decrepit 
constable  going  into  the  midst  of  a  crowd 
and  seizing  a  powerful  man ;  the  officer  of 
the  law  was  unresisted  :  and  although  his 
prisoner  was  a  person  of  much  superior 
strength,  he  evinced  a  willing  submission 
to  authority,  and  the  people  by  whom  he 
was  surrounded  offered  no  opposition ;  but 
what  nerved  the  arms  of  the  constable? 
why  it  was  the  tacit  influence  of  the  law, 
that  stood  behind  him.  And  what  had 
given  that  influence  to  the  law?  What 
but  the  conviction  that  it  is  just?  Do  you 
believe  that  if  the  people  of  this  country 
were  in  the  condition  described  in  this 
memorial,  which  declares  that 

**  This  House  has  by  unconstitutioDal  means 
created  an  unbearable  despotism  on  the  one 
hand,  and  a  degrading  slavery  on  the  other,'' 

If  that  was  a  just  representation  of  the 
people  and  the  constitution  of  England, 
would  that  law  which  backs  the  decrepit 
constable  possess  the  authority  and  influ- 
ence it  now  exercises?  Do  you  think  the 
people,  of  whom  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  given  such  a  description, 
would  have  that  respect  for  the  law  they 
now  entertain,  if  they  did  not  feel  that 
that  law  which  guarantees  property,  which 
secures  liberty,  is  a  law  equally  for  the 
poor  and  the  rich  ?  What  description  was 
given  of  the  people  of  England  by  the 
other  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  ?  He  said, 

**  I  have  travelled  through  various  parts  of 
Europe ;  I  have  had  opportunities  of  observing 
the  condition  of  the  labouring  classes  abroad, 
and  comparing  it  with  our  home  population,  and 
I  defy  you  to  find  a  more  intelligent,  a  more 
prudent,  a  more  independent,  or  a  more  high- 
spirited  race  than  the  people  of  England." 

I  grant  it;  but  I  ask  him  what  has 
formed  their  character?  Is  it  to  the  bricks 
ond  stones  of  their  houses  that  we  must 
(ttiibute  their  character?  N0|  it  is  to  the 


laws  and  institutions  of  a  free  country. 
The  high-minded  independent  character 
of  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
spoke  has  been  formed  under  those  laws 
and  institutions  of  which  this  petition  con- 
tains the  impeachment.  And  if  it  were 
true  that  we  lived  in  a  state  of  despotism 
on  the  one  hand,  or  degrading  slavery  on 
the  other,  the  people  of  this  country  would 
never  have  that  respect  for  authority,  nor 
would  they  deserve  the  character  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  hat  given 
them.  I  did  not  understand  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  to  state,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  were  of  a  san- 
guinary disposition;  and  that  if  we  ad- 
mitted them  to  power,  spoliation  of  pro- 
perty would  be  the  result,  but  that  there 
would  be  great  danger  if  they  consented 
to  the  prayer  of  this  petition,  so  prepared 
by  a  designing  and  cowardly  demagogue, 
adopting  the  description  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman ;  or,  if  this  be  a  libel 
upon  the  petitioners,  bow  can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  maintain  that  those 
who  have  been  parties  to  a  petition  so  full 
of  trash  and  delusion,  might  not  in  other 
instances  fall  victims  to  other  designing 
demagogues,  who  may  say  to  them,  "  Now 
you  are  possessed  of  power,  now  you  have 
the  means  of  exercising  it,  and  you  are  a 
degraded  and  cowardly  race  if  you  do  not 
enforce  your  own  terms  ?"  I  do  not  believe 
they  would  at  once  yield  to  such  delu- 
sions ;  but  what  security  can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  give,  that  having  been 
deluded  once,  the  petitioners  would  not 
be  deluded  again  ?  I  understood  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  to  argue,  that, 
if  you  make  an  alteration  in  your  consti- 
tution upon  principles  like  those  laid  down 
in  this  petition— which  states  that  public 
faith  ought  not  to  be  maintained,  and  that 
the  public  creditor  should  not  be  paid,  be- 
cause debts  were  incurred  by  Parliament 
without  due  authority  for  the  support  of 
wars  which  were  unjust — which  affirms 
that  the  possession  of  the  land  is  a  mono- 
poly— that  machinery  is  a  monopoly,  if  you 
allow  the  petitioners  to  come  to  your  Bar, 
to  advocate  an  alteration  of  the  constitu- 
tion on  those  principles,  you  will  be  excit- 
ing hopes  and  expectations  which  you 
cannot  realize  without  leading  to  confu- 
sion, and  which  you  cannot  disappoint 
without  danger.  I  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  argue  that  anarchy  and 
confusion  must  arise  from  that  state  of 
things,  because  there  WQul, 
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for  property;  and  that,  in  fact,  uncer- 
taiDtj  aod  spoliation  of  property  mast 
neceisarily  arise.  But  I  did  not  under- 
stand faim  to  affirm  of  the  people  of  £ng- 
Jand  that  they  were  of  a  sanguinary  and 
barbeioas  disposition,  and  inclined  to  pos- 
sess themselves  of  the  property  of  others. 
On  account  then,  of  the  delusion  which 
must  arise  from  granting  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  I  cannot  accede  to  this  motion. 
If  I  ana  told  that  the  charter  is  involved — 
if  I  ana  now  deciding  the  question  of  uni- 
versal suffrage,  annual  Parliaments,  and 
vote  by  ballot,  I  am  content  to  rest  the 
issue  upon  that  ground  also.  I  believe 
that  universal  suffrage  will  be  incompatible 
with  the  maintenance  of  the  mixed  mo- 
narchy under  which  we  live — I  believe 
thai  mixed  monarchy  is  important  in  re- 
spect to  the  end  which  is  to  be  achieved 
rather  than  in  respect  to  the  means  by 
which  it  is  gained — that  end  I  understand 
to  be  the  promotion  of  the  happiness  of 
tbe  people;  but  in  a  country  circum- 
stanced like  this,  I  will  not  consent  to 
substitute  mere  democracy  for  that  mixed 
form  of  Government  under  which  we  live, 
aod  which,  imperfect  as  it  may  be,  has 
secured  for  us  during  150  years  more  of 
practical  happiness  and  of  true  liberty 
than  has  been  enjoyed  in  any  other  coun- 
try that  ever  existed,  not  excepting  the 
United  States  of  America,  not  excepting 
any  other  country  whatever.  We  may  be 
suffering  severe  privation.  I  deeply  re. 
gret  it,  I  sympathise  with  the  suffierers,  I 
admire  their  fortitude,  I  respect  their  pa- 
tience, but  I  will  not  consent  to  make 
these  momentous  changes  in  the  const itu- 
tioo,  with  the  certainty  that  I  shall  afford 
no  relief  to  the  present  privation  and  suf- 
fering, with  tbe  certainty  only  that  I  shall 
incur  tbe  risk  of  destroying  that  constitu- 
tioo,  which,  I  believe,  if  you  will  permit  it 
to  remain  untouched,  will  secure  to  your 
descendants  as  it  has  secured  to  you  and 
your  ancestors,  those  blessings  which  you 
will  never  find  in  any  rash  or  precipitate 
changes,  however  plausible  in  speculation 
they  may  appear  to  be. 

Mr.  Macaulay  desired  to  say  two  words 
of  explanation  in  reference  to  the  matter 
just  adverted  to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  denied  most  distinctly  that  any  ex- 
pressions imputing  cruelty  or  a  sanguinary 
disposition  to  the  people  of  England,  or 
anything  whatever  of  that  nature,  had  ever 
passed  his  lips.  His  argument  had  not 
led  to  anything  of  that  sort,  and  he  ap- 
f&ikd  to  tbe  memory  of  eyery  Gentle* 
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man  present,  whether  he  had  drawn  any 
parallel  with  the  cruelty  of  the  French  re- 
volution, or  had  given  utterance  to  any 
expression  of  that  nature  ?  He  made  no 
such  allusion  whatever. 

Mr.  Muntz  said,  that  as  the  debate  had 
taken  such  a  peculiar  turn,  in  consequence 
of  the  construction  put  upon  the  motives 
of  those  who  might  vote  for  the  present 
motion,  he  felt  called  upon  to  explain  the 
reason  why  he  should  vote  in  its  favour. 
It  was  the  same  reason  that  induced  him 
to  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rochdale  the  other  evening.  He 
should  vote  for  the  motion,  simply  on  the 
ground  of  inquiry.  When  he  looked 
around  him,  and  saw  thousands  of  his 
fellow-countrymen  starving  from  the  want 
of  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  from  the 
want  of  labour  to  procure  those  neces- 
saries, and  when  he  found  3,000,000  of 
the  people  appealing  to  that  House  to  be 
heard  on  the  subject,  he  could  not  make 
up  his  mind  to  reject  the  prayer  of  the  pe- 
tition ;  3,000,000  of  his  starving  fellow- 
countrymen  was  a  vast  number ;  and 
though  he  believed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  that  there  were  many 
desires  expressed  in  the  petition  which 
would  never  realise  the  hopes  of  the  peti- 
tioners, or  conduce  to  the  good  of  the  na- 
tion, yet  he  could  not  make  up  his  mind 
to  reject  the  prayer  that  the  petitioners 
might  be  heard. 

Mr.  Oswald  opposed  the  motion,  on  the 
ground,  that  if  carried,  it  would  delude  the 
people,  and' buoy  them  up  with  false  hopes. 

Mr.  Villiers  said,  that  he  thought  there 
was  something  quite  as  shabby  as  voting 
for  this  motion,  as  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  preceded  him  had  described  it, 
which  was,  that  Members  should,  after  en- 
couraging the  people,  by  every  means,  to 
mistrust  this  House ;  and  after  aoing  every- 
thing to  bring  this  House  into  discredit,  and 
encouraging  the  people  to  believe,  that  the 
remedy  for  their  wrongs  was  to  be  alone 
found  in  its  reform,  to  turn  round  upon 
the  people  when  they  prayed  to  be  heard 
to  this  effect,  and  denounce  their  pro- 
jects as  wild,  dangerous,  and  visionary. 
This  it  was  that  Gentlemen  who  are  now 
assuming  to  themselves  great  credit  for 
being  prudent  and  practical,  are  eternally 
doing  in  the  House  and  out  of  the  House. 
They,  in  fact,  tell  the  people,  that  they  are 
oppressed  by  laws  made  by  interested 
men,  and  that  while  the  House  was  so 
composed,  they  would  have  no  other  laws,  p 
end  when  the  people  et  l^t  believed  tbeoi| 
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and  came  here  to  seek  redress,  then  it 
seemed,  that  they  could  only  do  so,  but 
with  the  wildest  and  most  dangerous  ob- 
jects. He  was  not  in  the  habit  of  encou* 
raging  the  people  to  believe,  that  there 
was  much  to  b6  gained  by  changing  the 
constitution ;  but  he  was  constantly  met 
by  some  of  these  practical  people  who 
lold  him>  that  nothing  could  be  so  idle 
as  to  agitate  the  Com^laWs,  while  the 
House  was  composed  as  it  wast  and 
that  to  expect  the  abolition  of  any  mo- 
nopoly in  which  the  majority  was  in- 
terested, without  reducing  that  majority, 
was  placing  the  cart  before  the  horse. 
Well,  the  people  believed  this— many  hon. 
Members  had  said  it  so  often,  that  the 
people  believed  it.  They  could  not  doubt 
the  truth  of  what  hon.  Members  said 
of  each  other.  The  two  great  parties 
were  constantly  abusing  each  other,  im- 
puting to  each  other  every  bad  motive, 
and  to  each  other's  acts  every  evil  which 
befel  the  country;  was  it  wonderful 
that  the  people  out  of  doors,  suffering, 
seeking  for  a  cause  for  the  evil«  should 
believe  Members  when  they  spoke  thus  of 
their  own  C(j)iduct  ?  What  was  the  sub- 
stance and  effect  of  the  petition  ?  Why, 
to  express  the  belief  or  the  petitioners, 
that  they  were  suffering  from  this  kind  of 
sinister  legislation,  and  they  prayed  to  be 
heard  in  proof  of  the  facts,  with  a  view  to  its 
correction.  He  said,  then,  that  those  hon. 
Gentleman  were  not  in  the  position,  after 
having  by  various  ways  encouraged  the 
opinions,  and  raised  the  hopes  of  the  peo- 
ple, that  they  would  be  benefitted  by  this 
means,  to  turn  round  upon  them  and  say, 
that  they  would  not  hear  their  case.  He 
did  not  dispute  the  truth  of  much  that  he 
had  heard  against  the  petition,  or  much 
that  had  been  said  of  the  delusion  under 
which  the  petitioners  laboured ;  still,  he 
thought  that  was  no  reason  why,  under 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  country, 
they  should  not  be  heard.  He  would  not 
be  bound  by  the  intolerance  which  was 
attempted  to  be  practised  by  diffierent 
Members,  who  put  their  own  construction 
on  the  particular  motion,  and  then  con- 
demn every  man  who  did  not  subscribe 
to  their  views.  He  should  exercise 
bis  own  judgment  on  the  matter ;  and 
if  he  had  any  doubt  he  should  be 
guided  by  what  the  Mover  had  said  him- 
self; namely,  that  the  petitioners  simply 
sought  to  be  heard  by  their  counsel 
ot  agent  at  the  Bar,  and  he  should  vote 
foi.  nothing  else*    People  were  going  to 


vote  against  this  on  account  of  the  dan- 
gerous consequences  of  extending  th^ 
suffrage  suddenly,  but  who  said,  that  they 
were  for  its  gradual  extension.  Why,  if 
the  petitioners  were  heard  and  treated 
fairly,  they  might  see  the  importance  of 
not  claiming  anything  beyond  the  gradual 
extension,  and  many  evils  now  complained 
of  might  be  cured  by  thus  giving  the  sub- 
ject a  patient  consideration.  He  had 
proposed,  that  counsel  should  be  heard 
against  the  Corn-law  as  affbcting  manu- 
factures, and  he  remembered  it  was  ob- 
jected to  by  many,  because  they  said  they 
would  not  be  convinced,  that  the  Corn- 
laws  were  an  evil,  or  that  they  ought  to 
be  chaneed.  But  how  much  misery  and 
evil  mignt  have  been  saved,  had  they 
heard  counsel  and  evidence  on  that  mat- 
ter at  that  time  ;  for  what  was  offered  to 
be  proved  then  is  generally  admitted  now ; 
but  three  years  have  been  allowed  to 
elapse,  and  what  is  the  state  of  the  coun- 
try now?  Who  knows,  then,  but  that 
much  evil  might  be  averted  now,  by  hear- 
ing these  petitioners  on  this  subject?  He 
objected  to  hon.  Members  who  voted  for 
this  motion  being  identified  with  all  the 
projects  of  the  petitioners ;  it  would  have 
been  as  fair  to  have  identified  the  hon. 
Baronet  with  the  projects  of  the  Orange 
lodges,  because  he  did  not  allow  any  in- 
justice to  be  done  them.  They  composed 
a  great  body  of  his  party,  and  were  said 
to  have  had  in  view  objects  as  dangerous 
as  anything  intended  by  the  Chartists. 
They  were  charged  with  wanting  to  change 
the  succession  and  tampers  with  the 
army.  But  though  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  persons  in  his  Government  con- 
nected with  them,  did  anybody  think  the 
worse  of  his  Government  on  that  ac- 
count, or  ideotify  him  with  their  wild 
schemes  ?  Why  was  not  the  same  charity, 
then,  to  be  extended  to  other  people  ?  He 
thought  it  right,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, in  the  present  state  of  the  country, 
to  vote  that  the  petitioners  be  allowed  to 
plead  their  case  by  counsel  at  the  Bar 
and  on  that  ground  should  give  his  vote. 
Lord  Clements  said,  that  as  no  person 
connected  with  Ireland  had  addressed  the 
House,  and  as  the  subject  of  the  repeal 
of  the  union  was  mixed  up  with  other 
topics  in  the  petition,  he  begged  to  say  a 
few  words  in  reference  to  that  point.  The 
Irish  were  not  very  much  accustomed  to 
meet  with  the  sympathy  of  the  people 
of  England,  and  he  confessed,  for  one, 
be  was  not  prepared  to  be  made  a  catV 
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(Mwoti  the  present  oecasion.    The  repeal 
of  the  ttnion  inig;ht  be  e  subject  worthy  of 
ditcanioii  in  itself.     He  did  not  pretend 
to  say,  that  he  was  himself  an  advocate 
for  that  measure.  But,  boweter  that  sub- 
ject might  be  brought  forward,  this  was 
not  the  manner  in  which  it  ought  to  come 
before  the  House.    If  the  poorer  classes 
of  this  country  felt  themselfes  aggrieved, 
let  them  bring  their  grief  ances  before  Par* 
liament;  but  what  could  their  grievances 
have  to  do  with    the    legislative  %nion. 
He  wished  not    to   be  coupled  up  with 
any  petition  of  this  kind.    [Loud  cries  of 
''Divide,   divide."]     The    House  might 
be  impatient,   but    he  wished    to  state 
his  opinions  on  the  subject.    The  people 
of  Ireland  required  much  improvement 
and  much  alteration  in  their  representative 
system,  and  in  the  mode  of  sending  their 
Members  to  that  House,  and  the  sooner 
that  subject  was  taken  into  consideration 
the  better,  for  Ireland  and  the  commu- 
nity at  large*     He  trusted    that  some 
measure     with    regard    to     the    regis- 
tration of  voters  would  be  shortly  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
and  that  the  Irish   representative    sys- 
Um  would  be  cleabsed  (Vom  all  the  im- 
purities  to  which  it  was  now  subject.     He 
would  not  detain  the  House,  but  he  beg- 
ged  most  distinctly  to  reprobate  the  idea 
of  Ireland  being  brought  forward  in  this 
manner  to  serve  the  purposes  of  certain 
individuais,  and  when  the  people  of  that 
country  had  not  the  slightest  chance  of 
being  admitted  to  those  privileges  to  which 
they  were  justly  entitled. 

Mr.  0*€k9meHi  As  I  do  not  wish  my 
vote  to  be  misunderstood,  I  hope  I  shall 
be  allowed  to  state  in  a  word  or  two  why 
I  support  the  present  motion.  And  first, 
let  me  say  that  I  do  not  vote  for  it,  be>' 
cause  the  petition  asserts,  that  the  repeal 
of  the  ank>n  is  one  of  the  objects  of  those 
who  hare  s%ned  it*  That  is  a  subject  on 
which  tfiy  opinion  is  fixed ;  but  its  inser- 
tion in  this  petition  forms  no  inducement 
with  me  to  maintain  its  prayer.  In  short. 
I  do  not  wish  to  identify  my  views  with  all 
the  doctrines  piomulgated  by  this  docu- 
ment. The  ground  on  which  my  yote 
shall  he  given  is,  that  I  am — ^though  I 
may  be  mistaken — a  decided  advocate  of 
univeneal  suffrage.  And  I  rest  that  opin- 
ion on  the  total  failure  of  every  man  I  ever 
beard  discass  this  question,  and  on  that 
particularly  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
EdiAbwrgh(Mr*  Macaulay),  to  say  where 


the  line  should  be  drawn,  which  deter, 
mines  that  servitude  should  end,  and  li- 
berty commence.  I  do  not  think,  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  was  more 
successful  in  resisting  the  claims  of  the 
working  men,  by  instituting  a  comparison 
between  the  demand  of  every  man  of 
twenty-one  years  of  age  to  be  a  juryman 
as  well  as  to  vote  for  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  was  no  analogy  between  the 
two  cases,  because  the  juryman  is  called 
on  to  decide  on  the  property  or  personal 
liberty  of  others,  a  voter  to  defend  his 
own.  For  my  part  I  repeat,  until  some 
rational  line  can  be  proved  for  stamping 
certain  classes  of  Englishmen  as  of  a  de- 
graded nature,  I  shall  never  consent  to 
their  degradation  by  law.  The  condition 
of  this  kingdom  is  one  that  inspires  awe. 
I  do  not  wish  to  draw  any  declaration 
from  the  Secretary  fbr  Ireland  on  the  state 
of  things  there,  but  if  I  am  not  greatly 
misinformed,  she  ts  in  a  perilous  state. 
There  certainly  is  no  security  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  present  orderly  and  peace- 
ful -habits  of  the  working  classes  of  this 
country;  and  if  you  did  nothing  mote  by 
consenting  to  this  motion  than  to  gtatify 
the  wishes  of  a  large  mass  of  your  coun- 
trymen, you  would  not  go  too  far  by  ad- 
mitting them  to  your  Bar,  and  hearing 
their  grievances  under  any  restrictions  you 
may  think  fit  to  adopt. 

Mr.  Duncombe  replied :  If  the  indus- 
trious classes  should  ever  again  condescend 
to  approach  this  House  by  way  of  petition, 
I  Will  be  no  party  to  their  degradation,  after 
the  manner  in  which  I  see  them  treated. 
If  the  interpretation  which  the  opponents 
of  the  motion  have  thought  fit  to  put 
upon  it  is  correct:  if  these  petitioners 
propose  a  confiscation— <i  '*  sweeping  con- 
fiscation **  of  property,  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  called  it :  if  they 
wish  to  destroy  the  monarchy,  the  church, 
and  the  national  debt,  do  not  let  your  in- 
dignation at,  or  abhorrence  of  these  pro- 
posals fell  on  the  petitionei^.  but  on  the 
head  of  him  who  brought  their  petition  to 
the  Table  of  your  House.  I  em  the  indi- 
vidual who  is  responsible.  1  say  no  Mem* 
ber  ought  to  bring  such  a  petition  to  your 
Table ;  and  if  I  thought  that  such  were 
the  views  of  these  petitioners,  I  should 
not  be  the  individual  to  support  them 
in  this  House.  You  have  read  extracts 
taken  here  and  there  from  this  petition. 
I  do  not  say,  if  I  had  been  consulted 
»   the  drawiDS  ofDi««,eJ»^Uo6§t^ 
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have  used  tbe  language  which  has  been 
employed.  There  are  many  parts  of  it 
from  which  I  dissent ;  but  few  of  the  hon. 
Members  opposite  came  down  to  hear 
the  real  substance  of  that  petition,  though 
they  have  now  arrived  in  shoals  to  deny  a 
hearing  to  the  people  at  the  Bar*  It  is  a 
gross  misrepresentation  to  say  that  the 
people  ask  for  a  sweeping  confiscation  of 
property.  I  should  not  advocate  the  ex- 
tension of  the  suffrage  if  they  did.  fiut 
if  you  allow  them  to  be  heard  at  your 
Bar,  I  think  they  will  be  able  toestablishy 
first,  their  dire  distress,  and  next  that  their 
misery  is  traceable  to  class-legislation, 
aad  to  a  neglect  of  all  interests  but  their 
own  by  Members  of  this  House.  They 
will  prove  these  positions  either  by  docu- 
mentary or  oral  evidence,  in  a  way  which, 
I  think,  will  bring  a  blush  into  the  cheek 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  having  li- 
belled them  as  he  has.  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  you  hear  these  men,  now  deprived 
of  the  right  of  voting,  the  impression  their 
evidence  will  leave  on  your  minds  after 
they  have  quitted  that  Bar  is,  that  many 
of  them  are  not  only  entitled  to  the  fran- 
chise, but  that  this  House  would  not  be 
dishonoured  nor  disgraced  by  seeing  them 
on  these  benches.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Russell)  read  the  last  and  concluding 
sentence  of  the  petition — which  I  admit 
is  worded  rather  ambiguously.  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  use  made  of  this  peti- 
tion by  the  other  (the  Ministerial)  side,  so 
much  as  the  way  it  has  been  treated  on 
this.  These  men  say  distinctly,  if  you 
will  not  hear  them,  you  ought,  in  their 
opinion,  to  pass  the  Charter.  But  they 
use  these  words  :— 

**  Your  petitioners,  desiring  to  promote  the 
peace  of  the  kingdom,  to  secure  property,  and 
to  promote  the  prosperity  of  commerce,  im- 
press on  vour  honourable  House,  kc  *' 

Now,  where  is  the  confiscation  of  pro* 
perty  in  this  sentence }  Where  the  destruc- 
tion  of  monarchy,  or  of  the  Church,  or  the 
demand  for  the  application  of  the  sponge 
to  the  national  debt  ?  Tbe  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Tamworth  made  a  very  adroit  use 
of  the  character  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  of  the  person 
who,  he  supposed,  drew  up  this  petition. 
**  A  malignant  and  cowardly  demagogue  *' 
were,  I  Mieve,  the  words  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  used;  who  pro- 
ceeded to  say  that  he  should  name  the  in- 
dividual, if  Uie  reptile  were  not  beneath 
bis  contempt*    NoW|  I  have  got  a  sort  of 


hint  of  the  person  whom  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  alluded  to ;  and 
if  he  means  the  man  whom  I  have  heard 
named,  he  is  grossly  misled  and  imposed 
upon.  And  here  let  me  say  a  word  for 
those  individuals  who  did  actually  draw 
up  the  petition.  There  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  between  the  Chartists,  which 
led  to  a  meeting  at  Glasgow  in  the  course 
of  last  winter.  The  Scotch  Chartists  were 
in  favour  of  excluding  all  mention  of  the 
repellof  the  union  and  of  theEnglish  Poor- 
law  from  this  petition.  The  English  body 
sent  a  deputation  to  Glasgow  to  explain 
that  their  object  was  merely  to  direct  public 
attention  to  the  misery  of  their  condition » 
and  to  pray  that  they  may  be  allowed  to 
show  that  it  was  traceable  to  corrupt  and 
class-legislation.  *'  Let  union,  peace,  and 
energy,"  said  they,  '*  characterise  our 
united  exertions,  and  they  will  be  insepa- 
rable in  the  great  cause  of  England,  Scot- 
land and  Ireland.  '*  This  was  signed  by 
M'Dougal,  Williams,  and  John  Campbell, 
and  these  are  the  men  who  drew  up  this 
petition,  and  it  has  been  universally  signed 
and  agreed  to  by  the  industrious  classes  of 
both  countries.  All  the  great  body  of  the 
working  classes  want  is  to  be  heard  at  your 
Bar.  After  you  have  heard  them,  it  will 
be  for  me  or  some  other  Member  to  pro- 
pose a  remedy  for  the  evils  they  depose  to. 
Three  millions  of  men  are  entitled  to  a 
hearing,  and  so  far  from  the  communica- 
tion of  political  rights  to  the  working 
classes  endangering  your  constitution,  it 
would,  in  my  opinion,  strengthen  its 
stability. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  49;  Noes 
287  '.—Majority  236. 
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Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Protheroe^  E. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reade,  W.  M. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rushbrooke,  CoL 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Shiriey,  E.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smytli,  Sir  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  G 
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Stanley,  Lord 
Stantaeld,  W.  R.  C. 
StontOD,  Wf  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Stuart,  H. 
Strutt,  £, 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  bon.  H.  M. 
Tenneut,  J.  £. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thomhill,  G, 
ToUemache,  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  bon.  G.  R. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B- 


Verner,  Co|. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vesey,  bon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  £. 
Vivian,  bon.  Capt. 
Waddington,  U.  S. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
WiUbere,  W. 
Winnington,  SirT.  E. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  bon.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  bon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLEHS. 

Baring,  H.  B. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T.  F. 


Slave -Trade.]  Mr.  S.  Wortley 
moved  for  certain  returns  relating  to  th^ 
system  hitherto  adopted  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  slave-trade  on  the  western 
coast  of  Africa.  He  had  been  informed, 
that  there  was  no  objection  to  their  pro- 
duction on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

Captain  Peckell  objected  to  the  motion. 
The  production  of  some  of  the  returns  con- 
nected with  the  number  of  vessels  engaged 
on  the  coast  of  Africa,  and  the  conduct  of 
their  officers  oould  be  considered  only  aa 
an  affiront  to  the  service  of  which  be  was 
a  Member. 

Sir  G.  Coekbum  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  give  every  information  on  the 
subject,  as  to  the  force  and  number  of  the 
ships.  The  piore  the  public  knew  of  every 
proceeding  of  the  pavy,  the  more  they 
would  be  satisfied  with  their  conduct,  par- 
ticularly on  the  coast  of  Africa.  He  vaa 
exceedingly  glad  the  motion  had  been 
brought  forward. 

Mr. 5.  TFor<^  disclaimed  in  the  strong- 
est language  be  could  use  any  intention 
of  casting  a  slur  on  the  navy.  His  object 
was  to  ascertain  whether  this  country  had 
adopted  the  best  and  most  humane  means 
for  accomplishing  the  great  object  it  had 
in  view.  He  doubted  whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  supplied  the  navy  with  the 
means  which  were  requisite.  He  had  no 
motive  whatever  inconsistent  with  the 
honour  of  the  service. 

Viscount  Palmerston  declared,  that 
both  as  regarded  the  naval  service  and 
the  efforts  of  the  late  Government  to  sup- 
press the  slave-trade,  the  more  the  subject 
was  inquired  into,  the  better  the  case 
would  stand.    He  was  therefore  quite  pre- 


pared to  concur  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
tn  calling  for  any  information  that  could 
bear  upon  the  subject. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Patmevt  of  Wages  Commxtteb.] 
Mr.  Ferrand  moved,  that  the  following 
Gentlemen  be  nominated  aa  Members  of 
the  select  committee  on  tlie  payment  of 
wages  :«"* 

^Mr.  Ferrand,  liord  Ashley,  Mr,  Stuart 
Wortley,  Mr.  John  Fielden,  Viscount  Joce- 
lyn,  Mr.  Sharman  Crawford,  Mr.  Henry  Red- 
head Yorke,  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  George  William 
Wood,  Earl  of  Hillsborough,  Mr.  Thoinaii 
Duncooibe,  Mr.  Beckett,  Mr.  Charles  Pelham 
Villiers.  Sir  John  Ilanmer,  and  Sir  John 
Guest.'^ 

Mr.  Broihertcn  complained,  that  there 
was  not  a  Member  connected  with  the 
manufacturing  districts,  connected  with 
the  committee.  Whatever  report  the 
committee  might  make,  constituted  as  it 
was,  it  could  never  give  satisfaction. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  that  as  it  was  a 
matter  of  great  importance,  and  as  it  was 
desirable  to  have  a  committee  of  some 
character, — he  meant  by  that  of  some 
weight — he  thought  his  best  course  would 
be  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  mo- 
tion. He  accordingly  moved,  that  the 
motion  be  adjourned. 

Mr.  Ferrand  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem** 
ber  for  Salford  had  complained  that  there 
was  no  Member  pu  the  committee  con. 
nected  with  the  manufacturing  interest. 
Among  the  named  be  would  find  those  of 
Mr.  J.  Fielden  and  Mr.  G.  W.  Wood, 
who,  he  believed,  was  a  partner  iu  busi- 
ness with  the  boo.  Member  for  Man- 
chester. He  begged  further  to  state, 
that  he  had  found  great  diflSculty  in 
inducing  hon.  Members  to  allow  them- 
selves to  be  nominated  on  the  committee. 
He  had  applied  to  one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Birmioghamy  and  tp  the  hon* 
Member  for  Finsburjf  (Mr.  Wakley),  but 
both  bad  refused  to  sit  on  the  committee. 
He  had  not  named  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Cobden),  because  the  hon. 
Member  had  published  a  communication 
which,  in  hi^  opinion,  was  a  strictly  pri- 
vate one. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  that  there  was  again 
some  misrepresentation  on  this  point.  He 
had  told  the  hon.  Member  that  he  should 
treat  everything  as  public  which  came  from 
him  in  that  House,  and  the  publication  of 
the  communication  allud^t^^  could  not| 
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thefefore»  form  any  jast  charge  against 
him.  If  a  autpicion  of  partisanship  was 
to  ezdode  him  (Mr.  Cobden)  from  the 
committee,  what  would  be  thought  of  the 
^oalification  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
ute  to  sit  00  the  tame  committee. 

Mr,  Hume  called  the  attention  of  the 
Gofernment  to  the  manifest  unfairness 
that  a  Gentleman  who  had  made  a  charge 
against  a  whole  body  should  sit  upon  the 
committee,  whilst  those  who  bad  come 
forward  to  defend  that  body  against  the 
charge,  were  to  be  excluded. 

Sir  /.  Oraham  did  not  think  it  was  a 
matter  for  the  executive  Government  to 
take  up.  He  should  be  sorry  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  were  excluded  from 
the  committee. 

Mr.  VaUers  said,  it  was  important  that 
persons  should  be  placed  on  the  com- 
mittee who  represented  places  where  it  was 
charged  the  truck  system  was  carried  on. 
Sir  J.  Graham  suggested,  that  as  it 
would  be  impossible  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tjnemouth  could  attend  the  committee, 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
port  be  substituted. 

ViKOODt  PcUmerston  said,  that  some 
one  connected  with  the  Government  ought 
10  be  appointed  on  the  committee. 

Mr,  WaUey  trusted  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  acted  upon.  He 
recommended  to  the  especial  notiee  of  the 
Member  for  Stockport  the  system  of  truck 
among  fanners.  It  was  quite  fair,  that 
this  should  be  looked  after  also. 

Mr.  BrotherUm  disclaimed  any  wish  to 
be  on  the  committee,  but  thought  that 
some  one  connected  with  manufactures 
ought  to  be  placed  thereon^  so  as  to  be 
placed  in  a  position  to  ascertain  the  truth 
of  the  charges  that  had  been  made.  The 
boa.  Membier  then  alluded  to  the  abuse 
that  had  been  lavished  upon  him,  because 
08  a  foroier  occasion  he  had  said  to  the 
boo.  Member  for  Knaresborough,  that  the 
bon.  Member  for  Stockport  never  had  a 
cotton-mill,  while  at  the  same  time  he 
(Mr«  Brotherton)  knew  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  the  owner  of  print-works.  Ob- 
isrvatioos  bad  been  made  as  if  he  (Mr. 
Brotherton)  bad  been  guilty  of  a  mental 
rsservatioo  on  the  point;  but  the  fact 
*w,  that  he  weil  knew  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  was  quite 
aware  of  the  distinction  between  the  two, 
for  the  hon.  Member's  own  father  had  a 
cotton-mill,  and  worked  the  children  there 
night  and  day. 
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Sir  £.  Hall  said,  that  the  riots  which 
bad  taken  place  in  Wales  had  been  attri- 
buted mainly  to  the  truck  system  there, 
and  he  thought  the  committee  ought  to 
be  postponed,  with  a  view  to  some  Gen- 
tlemen connected  with  Wales  being  placed 
upon  it. 

House  adjourned. 
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MoniTii.]   Biixa*    PwMiA— I*-  ManilaqglitMr. 
'J?    Stlmon  Fisheries  (Scotland). 
Ktportai— Public  Houies;  Puniahment  of  Deitli  (Ire- 
land)! Vietoria  Paiki    KnifhtsWdfla  and  Keoilngton 
Openingi. 

Prhute^'X*'  Metro|K>11tan  Patent  Woo4  Pwriog  Com- 
IMmy(No.f). 

JUporU^^-^mX  North  of  Bnfland  Railway  i  Brtotal 
Floatitii  Dodki  WUTi  firtata;  Biiitol  mm)  QlaoomK 
RaUway. 

9**  and  pavad :— Kington  Roads  i  GveoMMk  Harbouri 
BUoimeM  and  Chatter  Canal:  Noilhen  Unkm  (N«v« 
castle  and  Darlington  Junotion)  Railway. 

PariTioifs  PnaaBMTaD.  From  Lichfield,  fbr  Equality  oT 
Civil  Rights  fof  Roman  Catholios.— Fvom  Neath,  ftir 
ImpfOTCOiept  of  Anst  Fafiy* 

NoTTiNGHAif  EtBCTiov.]  Mr.  Hay" 
ter  reported  from  the  select  committee 
appointed  to  try  and  determine  the  merits 
of  the  petition  complaining  of  an  undue 
return  for  the  borough  of  Nottingham,  that 
Sir  John  Cam  Hobhouse  and  George  G, 
Larpentp  Esq.,  were  duly  elected  to  serfo 
as  burp^esses  in  this  present  Psrlinment  for 
the  said  borough. 

Thitvobd  Election.]  Mr,  Paiington 
reported  from  the  select  committee  ap« 
pointed  to  try  and  determine  the  merits 
of  the  petition  complaining  of  an  undue 
return  for  the  borough  of  Thetford,  that 
they  had  determined,  that  the  Earl  of 
Euston  was  not  duly  elected,  and  ought 
not  to  have  been  returned  to  serve  in  Par- 
liament as  a  burgess  for  the  said  borough, 
and  that  Sir  James  Flower  was  duly 
elected. 

Ipswich  Election.]  Mr.  Pakington 
moved,  that  John  Thurston,  having  in  hie 
petition  to  the  House,  expressed  contrition 
for  his  offence,  be  discharged  from  her 
Majesty's  gaol  of  Newgate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Special  Petty  Sessions.]  Mr.  Of 
Bankes  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Special  Petty  Sessions  Bill.  He-believed 
that  the  principle  of  the  bill  would  not  be 
conte,te<f.    He  troBl^^  U.«  ^^^g^^ 
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Members  who  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
look  into  its  provisions,  would  see  that  it 
proposed  to  remedy  an  evil  which  was 
very  generally  acknowledged  as  one  of  the 
unhappy  causes  of  the  increase  of  crime 
in  this  country.  The  evil  he  alluded  to, 
was  the  necessity  which  magistrates  were 
at  present  under  of  sending  persons  ac- 
cused of  petty  offences  to  the  county 
prisons,  to  await  their  trial  at  the  ensuing 
quarter  sessions  or  at  the  assizes.  Out  of 
this  state  of  the  law  many  evils  sprung. 
In  the  first  place,  the  accused  parties  were 
exposed  to  the  contaminating  influence 
arising  from  their  associating  with  greate 
criminals  than  themselves.  Minor  offend- 
ers were  often  very  contrite  on  being  ap- 
prehended, and  would  plead  guilty,  if  the 
magistrates  had  the  power  to  dispose  sum- 
marily of  the  charges  against  them.  But, 
as  the  law  now  stood,  no  such  power 
existed.  Another  evil  was  the  compelling 
prosecutors  and  witnesses  to  travel  many 
miles  to  the  assize  town  or  the  quarter  ses- 
sions^ to  attend  the  trial  of  a  prisoner,  who 
perhaps  had  committed  a  very  petty  theft. 
The  loss  of  time  and  the  expense  thus  in- 
curred was  of  serious  importance  to  poor 
people,  who  would  much  rather  sustain  the 
first  injury.  The  trouble  to  those  who 
served  on  juries  also  was  extremely  vexa- 
tious. Chief  Justice  Tindal,  at  the  last 
assizes  held  at  Aylesbury,  in  his  charge  to 
the  grand  jury,  adverted  to  this  point,  and 
expressed  his  regret  that  the  magistrates 
had  no  option  whatever,  but  were  bound 
however  inconsiderable  the  value  of  the 

Property  might  be,  to  commit  the  offender, 
'he  expense  which  the  present  state  of  the 
law  imposed  on  the  counties  was  very 
great.  At  the  summer  assizes  for  the 
county  of  Dorset,  in  1841,  there  were 
sixty  criminal  causes  tried,  and  each  cause, 
however  small  or  trifling  the  offence,  cost 
the  county  upwards  of  16/.  These  were 
the  evils  he  proposed  to  remedy,  and  the 
mode  by  which  he  sought  to  do  so,  was 
to  give  to  magistrates  in  petty  sessions, 
summary  power  to  inflict  punishment  on 
all  offenders  who  were  disposed  to  plead 
guilty  to  the  offences  charged  against 
them.  According  to  his  view,  this,  so  far 
from  working  injuriously,  would  produce 
great  benefit,  by  very  materially  diminish- 
ing all  the  evils  he  had  enumerated. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  assured  the  hon.  and 
learned  tjentleman  that,  entertaining  as 
he  did,  great  respect  for  his  legal  know-  i 
ledge  and  experience,  he  was  disposed  to  I 


view  this  measure  with  a  strong  prejudice 
in  its  favour,  yet  he  was  bound  to  state 
that  the  best  consideration  he  had  been 
able  to  give  the  subject,  had  led  him  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  his  duty  on 
principle  to  oppose  it.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  were  most  anxious  to  sustain 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  magistracy  in 
sessions  assembled.  He  thought  that 
all  the  advantages  of  the  present  sys- 
tem would  be  lost  under  the  proposed 
measure.  The  authority  to  be  given  to 
the  two  magistrates  in  petty  sessions  was 
not  to  depend  upon  the  nature  of  the 
crime  committed,  but  entirely  upon  the 
accident  of  the  party  accused  pleading 
guilty.  The  tendency  of  the  measure  was 
to  dispense  with  trial  by  jury ;  the  effect 
of  it  would  be,  if  adopted,  that  a  large 
number  of  offences  would  be  disposed  of 
in  petty  sessions,  in  the  absence  of  barris- 
ters and  of  legal  advisers,  and  of  all  those 
other  checks  which  now  made  the  admin- 
istration of  justice  in  this  country  satisfac- 
tory to  the  people.  With  respect  to  the 
saving  of  expense,  he  thought,  that  where 
the  county  funds  were  administered  under 
the  revision  of  a  good  bench  of  magis- 
trates, and  the  taxation  of  costs  was  per- 
formed by  an  intelligent  clerk  of  the 
peace,  the  chances  were,  that  the  expenses 
would  not  be  greater  by  prisoners  being 
tried  before  the  sessions,  than  if  they  were 
summarily  disposed  of  in  petty  sessions, 
which  would  want  all  those  checks  on  the 
expenditure  of  the  public  money.  For 
these  reasons  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Tatton  Egerion  was  pleased  to  hear 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net. That  some  measure  was  necessary 
to  diminish  the  expenses  attending  prose- 
cutions must  be  admitted,  but  that  mea- 
sure ought  to  be  brought  forward  on  the 
authority  of  the  Government.  He  disap- 
proved of  giving  a  summary  power  over  a 
great  variety  of  offences  that  would  be 
referred  to  magistrates  by  this  measure. 
It  would  tend  to  render  the  law  of  punish- 
ment very  uncertain.  At  present,  the 
whole  bench  of  magistrates  sat  together 
in  quarter  sessions,  and  then  a  uniformity 
in  the  adjudication  of  punishment  was  pre- 
served, but  if  these  petty  sessions  were  to 
be  scattered  all  over  the  country,  different 
opinions  would  be  entertained  as  to  the 
nature  of  offences,  and  different  punish- 
ments would  be  awarded  for  the  same  of- 
fence. Digitized  by  i^jOOQlC 
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Mr.  BankeSf  \n  reply,  said,  that  he 
■greed  vitb  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
that  Mich  a  measure  as  this  should  be 
taken  op  by  Government,  and  it  was  not 
till  he  had  understood  from  the  right  hon. 
Bcrooet,  that  there  was  no  present  inten- 
tion to  bring  forward  this  matter,  that  he 
had  taken  upon  himself  the  introduction 
ofthisbilL  After  what  had  passed,  he 
sboold  not  trouble  the  House  to  divide. 

Motion  negatived. 

Bill  lost. 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland).] 
On  the  motion  that  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Church 
Patronage  (Scotland)  Bill  be  read, 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  the  House 
woold  bear  in  mind^  that  when  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Argyleshire  (Mr. 
Campbell),  moved  for  leave  to  bring  io 
the  bill  which  now  stood  for  a  second 
reading,  he  stated,  on  the  part  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  the  deep  pain 
which  was  felt  by  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
CO  account  of  the  present  divisions  which 
onhappily  distracted  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land. It  would  be  needless  for  him  to 
repeat  what  he  then  stated  as  to  the  deep 
sense  entertained  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment of  the  vast  usefulness  of  that 
national  establishment,  and  the  regret 
which  they  sincerely  felt,  that  every  effort 
which  had  yet  been  made  to  arrest  the 
progress  of  those  divisions,  had  proved 
ioeffectnah  It  had  been  his  duty  on  the 
former  occasion  to  state  to  the  House  on 
the  part  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  that 
at  that  moment  they  had  no  reason  to  form 
any  expectation,  that  any  legislative  mea- 
sure, consistent  with  what  appeared  to 
them  to  be  sound  principles,  would  receive 
so  much  acceptance  in  Scotland  as  to  af- 
ford them  a  fair  prospect  of  settling  the 
great  question  now  at  issue.  That  ques- 
tion had  not  been  overlooked  by  her  Ma- 
jesty's present  advisers,  before  they  were 
called  to  the  council  of  their  Sovereign, 
and  efforts  were  made  by  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal Members  of  the  present  Adminis- 
tration (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  by  the 
introduction  of  a  measure  to  the  other 
HoQse  of  Parliament,  to  contribute  to  the 
settlement  of  this  question.  That  measu  re 
was  not  supported  by  her  Majesty's  late 
Ministers ;  and  there  appearing  to  be  no 
such  prospect  of  success  as  to  justify  his 
noble  Friend  in  pushing  forward  the  fur- 
ther progress  of  his  measure,  and  his  noble 
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Friend  not  feeling  the  responsibility  to 
rest  exclusively  with  himself,  he  thought 
it  more  prudent  at  that  time  to  withdraw 
the  bill  he  had  introduced.  Her  Majes- 
ty's present  servants  almost  immediately 
after  their  accession  to  office,  directed 
their  attention  to  this  subject  as  one  of 
paramount  importance.  They  used  every 
endeavour  consistently  with  their  sense  of 
duty,  to  ascertain  whether,  upon  a  prin- 
ciple which  they  could  support,  a  legisla- 
tive measure  would  be  so  countenanced  by 
the  least  violent  portions  of  the  contend- 
ing parties  in  Scotland,  as  would  justify 
them  in  the  expectation,  that  what  they 
were  disposed  to  bring  forward  as  a  mea- 
sure of  concord  and  peace,  would  be  so 
received  in  that  country  to  which  that 
legislation  was  to  apply.  He  was  bound 
to  say,  that  the  result  of  what  took  place 
at  that  time,  did  not  justify  them  in  enter- 
taining any  such  hope.  So  matters  stood 
until  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  bill  now 
before  the  House.  He  had,  however,  now 
to  state,  that  since  that  period,  from  vari- 
ous quarters  in  Scotland,  entitled  to  the 
highest  respect,  and  from  parties  acting 
with  what  he  might  term  the  popular 
party  in  the  Church  of  Scotland,  informa« 
tion  had  reache<l  her  Majesty's  Govem- 
vernment  which  led  them  to  believe,  that 
an  opportunity  of  settling  this  great  ques- 
tion was  now  afforded,  from  the  temper  of 
the  parties  to  which  he  had  referred,  such 
as  had  not  at  any  former  period  presented 
itself,  and  of  which  opportunity  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  were  most  anxious  to 
avail  themselves.  In  consequence  of 
these  communications  he  had  to  state  to 
his  hon.  Friend  and  to  the  House,  that  her 
Majesty's  Government  had  resumed  the 
discussion  of  the  question  with  the  parties 
principally  interested  in  it;  and  without 
entertaining  too  sanguine  an  expectation, 
or  wishing  to  raise  on  the  part  of  the 
House  any  such  expectation,  he  felt  jus- 
tified in  saying  that  he  did  not  despair 
that  the  result  of  these  communications 
might  lead  to  a  favourable  issue.  Of  this, 
at  all  events,  he  was  sure,  that  if  this 
matter  was  to  be  adjusted  by  a  measure 
of  harmony  and  peace,  that  measure  must ' 
be  introduced  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
executive  Government.  The  principles 
upon  which  her  Majesty's  Government 
were  alone  disposed  to  settle  this  question, 
he  could  state  very  briefly.  They  were 
fir,t  to^defend  the  civU  ri^ht  of  (he^^g^j^ 
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with  respect  to  bis  right  of  presentatioa ; 
secondly,  to  defend  and  to  assure  the  in- 
disputable right  of  the  parishioners  who 
were  heritors  to  make  objections  to  that 
presentation;   and,  thirdly,  to  maintain 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  right  a^nd  au- 
thority of  the  spiritual  courts  to  decide  on 
those  objections.    These  were  the  great 
principles  on  which  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  disposed  to  rest  the  settlement  of 
this  question ;  and  he  had  every  reason  to 
believe  that  upon  these  principles  a  settle- 
ment might  be  attained*     He  was  quite 
sure  that  his  hon.  Friend  was  desirous  of 
effecting  a    settlement  on  terms  which 
should  be  satisfactory  to  the  great  body 
of  the  people,  and  that  he  would  be  most 
anxious  not  to  seek  any  settlement  which 
might  thwart  such  an  arrangement,  and 
he  had  to  tell  his  hon.  Friend  that  it  was 
his  deliberate  conviction,  that  pressing  his 
bill  at  this  juncture  would  be  very  preju- 
dicial to  any  arrangement  of  that  kind. 
He  did  not  ask  his  hon.  Friend  for  any  in- 
definite postponement  of  his  bill,  but  he 
did  ask  him  under  the  circumstances^  and 
with  reference  to  the  peace  of  the  people 
of  Scotland,  and  with  reference  to  the 
hope  of  adjusting  this  great  question,  and 
with  reference  also  to  the  divisions  in  that 
church  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  was  so 
much  attached,  and  which  divisions  were 
a  shock  to  the  peace,  and  materially  in- 
jurious to  the  prosperity  and  welfare  of 
the  people    whom   he  represented  ;*-on 
these  grounds  he  did  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
to  postpone  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  five 
or  six  weeks.  He  believed  that  if  it  should 
he  possible  to  arrive  at  an  arrangement 
which  should  appear  so  satisfactory  to  her 
Majesty's  Government^  as  to  justify  them 
in  bringing  forward  any  measure  upon 
the  subject,  the  time  he  had  mentioned 
would  give  them  an  opportunity  to  do  so, 
but  if,  unhappily,  they  should  fail  in  their 
endeavour,  then  he  would  state  frankly  to 
his  hon.  Friend,  that  it  would  be  quite 
open  to  him  to  proceed  with  his  measure. 
Mr.  Campbell  need  hardly  state  to  the 
House  thai  if  it  bad  not  been  for  what 
had  been  just  stated  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  he  should  not  have  thought 
of  postponing  his  bill.      But  when  the 
Government  told  him  that  they  now  had 
a  measure    to  propose,  he  thought  he 
should  best  consult  the  interest  of  the 
church  of  Scotland  in  giving  way  till  he 
saw  what  that  measure  was.    He  would 
not  withdraw  hismeasure^  but  simply  post- 


pone it.  He  reserved  to  himself  the  right 
of  discussing  that  measure,  and  if  it  were 
a  measure  which  the  Church  of  Scotland 
ought  not  to  accept  he  would  oppose  it. 
With  that  understanding  he  had  no  hesi** 
tation  in  postponing  the  second  reading  of 
the  bill  for  six  weeks. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  would  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hop.  Gen« 
tieman  who  had  introduced  this  bill,  and 
who  had  made  it  the  property  of  the  House. 
He  was  never  more  surprised  in  his  life  at 
any  course  taken  than  at  that  taken  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  this  mea- 
sure, and  more  especially  after  the  explana* 
tion  which  had  been  given  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  of  the 
nature  of  the  measure  which  Government 
had  at  last  made  up  their  minds  to  intro« 
duce.  For  as  nearly  as  he  could  gather 
from  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  measure  which  the  Government  made 
up  their  minds  to  introduce,  was  nothing 
more  or  less  than  the  measure  of  Lord 
Aberdeen,  upon  which  the  opinion  of  the 
people  and  of  the  church  of  Scotland  lud 
been  unequivocally  expressed.  What  was 
the  course  which  the  Government  had 
taken  in  reference  to  this  question  during 
the  present  Session  ?  When  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  her 
Nlajesty's  Government,  whether  it  were 
his  intention  to  brine  forward  any  measure 
upon  the  subject,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  an  answer  which  left  it  open  to 
him  to  pursue  any  course  he  pleased.  But 
when  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Elgin  (Sir  A.  L  Hay)  submitted  his  pro- 
posal which  brought  the  whole  question  of 
the  present  state  of  the  church  of  Scotland 
before  the  House,  the  Government  stated 
distinctly  that  they  were  not  preMred 
to  bring  in  any  measure  themselves.  They 
did  more  than  that ;  for  in  answer  to  a 
charge  made  against  them  for  not  intro- 
ducing a  measure,  they  turned  round  and 
asked  him  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  introduced  this  bill,  why  they  did  not 
bring  forward  a  measure  of  their  own,  and 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  it.  Now 
that  a  measure  had  been  brought  before 
the  House,  not  calculated  entirely  to  satisfy 
the  people  of  Scotland,  but  affording  a 
basis  which  might  be  amended  in  commit- 
tee, the  Government  comes  forward  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire  to  post- 
pone it  for  six  weeks,  hecause,  fersooth. 
Government  had  resolved  to  introduce  a 
bill  which,  as  far  as  could  be  underatpo^ 
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firon  wbat  the  right  boh.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Gnhun)  ha4  fiaid,  was  exactljr  that  which 
had  been  alr^y  repudiated  bjr  the  people 
of  Scotland  in  a  former  Session.  He  could 
tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  most  positively 
that  the  majority  of  the  church  of  Scot- 
land, as  represented  by  the  non-intrusion 
OQmmittee>  will  never  give  their  sanction 
to  anjf  such  measure :  the  people  of  Scot- 
land would  never  give  their  assent  to  it^ 
and  if  the  Ministers  imagined  that  they 
ooold  settle  the  question  on  any  such  basisi 
they  would  amve  at  a  most  precipitate 
omclusion  in  its  worst  form  for  the  final 
arrangement  of  the  great  subject.  He  had 
oome  down  to  the  House  assured,  both 
privately  and  publicly,  that  it  was  intended 
that  the  measure  should  go  through  its 
seoond  reading  this  night :  the  boo.  Mem- 
ber for  Argyleshtre  had  even  sent  a  circular 
that  very  morning,  inviting  him  to  be  in 
his  place  on  this  occasion ;  but  sinoe  then 
some  negotiation  had  been  carried  on ;  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  were  to  be  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  how  the  House  of  Com. 
BOttB  would  deal  with  the  principle  of  a 
measttxe  to  which  all  were  looking  with 
the  most  intense  anxiety.  Having  made 
these  remarks  on  the  question  xegarding 
the  Order  of  the  Day,  be  should  reserve  to 
himself  the  right  of  saying  more«  if  he 
thought  fity  on  the  question  for  the  post- 
ponement of  the  second  reading  of  the  bill. 

Hm  Order  of  the  Day  read. 

Mr.  Campbell  moved  that  the  bill  be 
vend  a  seoond  time  on  this  day  rix  weeks. 

Mr.  F.  Jdaub  was  quite  aware  that  he 
was  taking  an  unusual  course  when  he 
moved  that,  without  further  d^lay,  the 
bill  bs  now  read  a  second  time ;  pot  he 
apprehended  that  the  oircumstanoes  of  the 
ease  justified  such  a  proceeding.  The  first 
of  those  circumstances  was  the  deep  anxiety 
with  which  not  only  the  church  of  Scot- 
land, but  the  whole  people  of  Scotland, 
were  lookiog  forward  to  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  principle  of  the 
■Masure.  This  was  the  earliest  occasion 
oa  whioh  that  principle  had  been  fairly 
brooffbt  under  consideration.  He  gave 
the  Ion.  Member  for  Argyleshire  full 
credit  for  the  best  intentions,  but  unfor- 
tunately those  intentions  had  been  over- 
ruled and  frustrated.  It  was  high  time 
that  the  principle  of  the  measure  should 
be  adopted  or  rejected,  and  everybody  was 
aware  ttiat  the  church  courts  of  Scotland 
were  about  to  assemble ;  it  would  be  much 
expedient,  aod  eren  fiiir,  that  those 


courts  should  meet  after  the  principle  had 
been  either  recognised  or  repudiated  by  the 
House,  than  that  they  should  only  be  in. 
formed  that  as  far  as  the  principle  was  con- 
cerned nothing  had  been  aone  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  course  taken  by  minis- 
ters was  this— first,  they  induced  the  hon. 
Member  to  suspend  his  bill  for  five  or  six 
weeks;  and  next,  they  reserved  to  them- 
selves the  right,  without  making  any  abso- 
lute promise,  of  introducing  another  mea- 
sure if  they  thought  fit,  and  of  negociating 
upon  other  terms  for  the  settlement  of  this 
important  question.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  said  that  this  was  one  of  the 
earliest  topics  to  which  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  directed  its  attention  on 
coming  into  ofiice.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
it  was  anxious  to  settle  the  question,  but 
only  on  a  basis  to  which  the  church  and 
the  people  of  Scotland  would  never  submit. 
When  the  subject  was  formerly  before  the 
House,  an  hon.  Baronet,  not  now  a  Mem- 
ber, had  introduced  a  clause  admitting  the 
principle  of  non-intmsion  in  its  mildest 
possible  form — a  form  which  had  almost 
entrapped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  into  ac- 
quiescence. Afterwards  the  principle  was 
discovered,  and  then  the  question  was  not 
to  be  settled  on  any  such  terms.  Unless, 
then,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bad  seen 
reason  to  retract  his  opinion— unless  he 
had  obtained  some  better  information, 
those  would  but  deceive  themselves  who 
foncied  that  an  acceptable  or  satisfkctory 
measure  would  be  produced  at  the  end  of 
six  weeks,  six  months,  or  even  six  years. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire  might 
depend  upon  it  that  at  the  end  of  the  delay 
now  sought  nothing  would  be  done,  while 
the  difficulties  would  have  been  increased 
by  the  unnecessary  suspense.  He  would 
not  go  into  the  main  Question  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  but  he  intended  to  take  a 
divisioQ  upon  the  proposed  postponement, 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  might  see  who 
were  the  real  friends  of  the  church,  and 
who  wished  to  defeat  their  hopes  by  the 
not  very  novel  expedient  of  delay.  He 
moved  that  the  bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  Plumptre  was  in  favour  of  postpone- 
ment,  in  oroer  to  give  Ministers  time  to 
prepare  their  measure. 

Mr.  Campbell  said  that  the  course  taken 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Perth  was 
most  unusual.  Though  he  must  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  credit  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  him  for 
good  ^teutioB^  ^Sb?t!?0*§l'^ 
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better  judgment  had  been  overruled  by  his 
friends.  At  all  events  such  a  charge 
came  ill  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  done  nothing  for  the  settlement  of 
the  question  while  in  office,  and  was  as 
little  ready  to  do  anything  now.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  complained  of 
delay,  but  had  he  complained  of  it  when 
the  Administration,  of  which  he  had  been 
a  Member,  had  refused  to  do  anything? 
All  that  was  now  asked  was  a  delay  for  six 
weeks.  [Mr.  F.  Maule :  The  bill  is  vir- 
tually withdrawn.]  He  denied  that  it 
was  withdrawn  ;  it  was  only  deferred.  The 
right  hon.  Member  had  taken  the  liberty 
of  supposing  that  the  measure  of  Govern- 
ment would  only  be  a  re-production  of 
Lord  Aberdeen's  bill.  What  right  had  he 
to  assume  any  such  thing  ?  It  was  a  mere 
act  of  justice  to  wait  until  the  House 
should  have  seen  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment would  take. 

Mr,  F.  Maule  was  ready  to  withdraw 
his  motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
hill,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  only 
ga^,  that  the  projected  measure  was  any- 
thing more  than  a  renewal  of  Lord  Aber- 
deen's bill. 

Mr.  Cochrane  had  not  come  down  to 
the  House  expecting  that  a  question  of  so 
much  moment  would  be  discussed.  From 
all  that  had  passed,  it  was  fair  to  infer 
that  the  intended  measure  would  not  go 
further  than  Lord  Aberdeen's  bill,  and  to 
postpone  the  present  motion  would  hold 
out  fallacious  hopes  to  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. He  should  therefore  vote  for  the 
second  reading  now. 

Mr.  P.  Stewart  adverted  to  the  awk- 
ward position  in  which  the  House  was 
placed  by  the  proposal  to  adjourn  the 
question  for  six  weeks.  Up  to  the  present 
moment,  he  had  believed  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Argyleshire  was  a  sincere 
friend  to  the  church  of  Scotland ;  but  he 
had  shown  a  very  different  spirit,  by  giving 
his  consent  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  bill 
upon  the  Table.  [Mr.  Campbell:  It  is 
not  withdrawn  —  only  postponed.]  He 
contended  that  that  was  a  distinction 
without  a  difference.  Postponing  the  bill 
for  six  weeks  amounted  in  fact  to  a  with- 
drawal of  the  measure.  The  General  As- 
sembly of  the  Church  of  Scotland  was  to 
meet,  as  the  hon.  Member,  a  good  Presby- 
terian, must  know,  on  the  i8tb  instant, 
and  by  the  intended  delay,  in  what  per- 
plexing and  insulting  ignorance  of  the  in- 
tentions of  the  House  would  the  people  of 


Scotland  be  left,  by  the  coarse  now  re- 
commended I    Neither  did  the  boo.  Mem- 
ber know  what  plan  was  to  be  produced 
by  Government,  excepting  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  led  the  House  to  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  nothing  better  than 
that  which  the  church  and  people  of  Scot- 
land had  already  repudiated.     The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  he  would  pre- 
serve the  civil  right  of  patronage  :  so  did 
the  bill  upon  the  Table.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  further  said  that  he  would 
give  the  people  a  right  of  objection :  so 
did  the  bill  upon  the  Table.     Then  came 
(hat  part  of  the  measure  against  which  the 
General  Assembly  had  voted  by  an  over- 
whelming majority — that   the  presbyiery 
should  have  the  power  of  weighing  the 
value  of  the  objections,  and  of  deciding 
judicially  accordingly.   That  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  was  Lord  Aberdeen's  propo- 
sal.  The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  enough  of  itself  to  destroy  the  hopes 
of  every  good  Presbyterian,  and  it  would 
be  found  after  the  next  meeting  of  the 
General  Assembly,  how  much  had  been 
this  night  done  to  prevent  the  6nal  and 
amicable  settlement  of  the  pending  dis- 
pute.   Scotland  had  a  right  to  complain 
of  the  mode  in  which  a  subject  of  vital  in- 
terest to  her  was  treated.    The  friends  of 
the  measure  had  come  down  to  the  House 
prepared  to  support  it.    The  great  prin- 
ciple was  involved  in  it,  and  it  was  so 
reasonable    that  no  Government  in    its 
senses  would  dare  to  refuse  its  assent  to 
it.     Up  to  last  night  the  hon.  Men^ber 
for  Argyleshire  had  nailed  his  colours  to 
the  mast,  and  now  at  the  eleventh  hour 
he  was  deluded  into  a  consent  that  the 
subject  should  be  deferred  for  six  weeks.  * 
He  could  not  have  a  moment's  hesitation 
in  dividing  with  his  right  hon.  Friend ;  it 
would,  of  course,  amount  to  no  decision 
upon  the  main  question,  but  it  would  af- 
ford  the  means   of   solemnly  protesting 
against  the  delay  required  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.    Let  the  consequences  be 
what  they  might,  the  responsibility  must 
rest  upon  those  who  had  disappointed  the 
reasonable  hopes  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. 

Mr.  Campbell  said,  that  his  colours  were 
nailed  to  the  mast,  and  not  only  last  night 
but  until  the  middle  of  this  day,  when  he 
was  requested,  on  the  grounds  stated,  to 
consent  to  the  delay  he  had  been  deter- 
mined to  bring  on  the  measure  to-day. 
Mr.  Wallace  obMpr|^^.hjt^.(^j^ 
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covU  andentand  the  wishes  of  the  people 
of  Scotland,  they  were  that  this  bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time  without  delay.  It 
did  not  go  far  enough,  but  his  hope  was 
to  amend  it  in  committee,  and  what  the 
people  of  Scotland  wanted  was  a  law  to 
enable  them  to  elect  their  own  parsons — 
DOthiDg  in  the  shape  of  veto,  but  the  plain 
power  of  electing  their  own  parsons. 
That  was  the  end  at  which  he  would  aim, 
and  that  end,  without  faltering  or  tergi- 
versation, he  would  do  his  best  to  attain. 
No  half-measure  would  do,  but  he  was 
aoiioos  that  the  measure  before  the  House 
should  go  through  the  proposed  stage,  in 
order  that  hereafter  it  might  be  rendered 
more  acceptable. 

Mr.  ElUce^  junior,  believed  the  motives 
of  the  bon.  Member  for  Argyleshire  to  be 
sincere,  but  he  could  not  concur  with 
him  that  anything  was  likely  to  be  gained 
by  the  delay  required.  He  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  details  of  the  bill,  but  he 
thought  that  it  ought  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  in  order  that  the  details  might  be 
improved. 

Sir.  R,  Pee/ said,  that  within  his  expe- 
rience the  almost  invariable  course  had 
been  to  allow  a  Member  who  undertook 
legislation  upon  any  particular  subject,  to 
fix  his  own  day  and  manage  his  own  bill. 
In  this  case,  the  promoter  of  the  measure 
was  a  private  individual,  unconnected 
with  any  public  department,  and  influ- 
enced solely  by  a  desire  to  promote  the 
permanent  interests  of  the  church,  of 
Scotland.  He  scarcely  recollected  an 
instance  in  which,  under  such  circum- 
atances,  a  Member  was  not  allowed,  if 
he  thooght  fit,  to  defer  the  stage  of  his 
bill.  Above  all,  he  was  surprised  that 
the  righthon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  F. 
Manle)  should  be  so  anxious  to  hasten 
on  the  discussion.  That  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  himself  a  Scotchman,  and  had 
been  three  years  in  an  office  which  might 
be  said  to  be  connected  with  the  Church 
of  Scotland ;  yet  during  those  three  years 
he  had  made  no  attempt  at  legislation. 
He  had  then  shown  no  such  hasty  anxiety 
to  have  the  question  settled.  He  had  re- 
mained perfectly  tranquil  at  his  post,  and 
had  maintained  a  most  acceptable  and  ju- 
dicioas  silence.  Now,  however,  because  a 
delay  of  only  six  weeks  was  required,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  at  once  up  in 
arms,  and  insisted  that  the  great  question 
was  most  injuriously  and  dangerously  de- 
femd.    The  measure  on  a  sudden  became 
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an  admirable  scheme  for  the  adjustment 
of  the  dispute,  and  the  bon.  Member  for 
Renfrewshire  (Mr.  P.  Stewart)  was  against 
the  postponement  of  it  for  a  single  day. 
Why,  had  not  the  hon.  Member  brought 
forward  a  measure  himself  ?  [Mr.  P.  Stew- 
art: One  was  introduced  into  the  House 
of  Lords.]  But  the  hon.  Member  might 
himself  have  originated  a  bill.  [Mr.  P. 
Stewart :  I  was  not  then  in  Parliament.] 
Certain  it  was  that  the  measure  brought 
into  the  House  of  Lords  did  not  meet  with 
the  support  of  the  late  Government.  How- 
ever, he  was  far  from  wishing  to  introduce 
anything  like  party  asperity  into  a  ques* 
tion  of  this  serious  and  important  kind, 
connected  as  it  was  with  religion,  and  so 
highly  interestiug  to  many  meritorious  and 
conscientious  persons.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  told  the  sim- 
ple truth  ;  when  out  of  office  an  attempt 
had  been  made  to  effect  a  settlement  of 
the  important  matter  in  difference;  that 
attempt  was  resisted,  no  doubt  from  the 
best  motives,  and  from  a  firm  belief  that 
the  proposed  adjustment  wuuld  not  be  sa- 
tisfactory. It  was,  therefore,  abandoned; 
but,  on  the  accession  of  the  present  Minis- 
ters to  office,  one  of  the  first  points  to 
which  they  addressed  themselves  was  that 
now  before  the  House,  They  had  no  wish 
but  to  terminate  and  reconcile  the  unfor- 
tunate differences  which  were  diminishing 
the  influence  of  the  clergy  in  Scotland ; 
but  they  feared  that  a  fruitless  and  in- 
effectual endeavour  would  only  aggravate 
the  evil,  and  on  that  ground  the  intention 
was  abandoned.  The  single  motive  foi 
reviving  it  was  this — that  Ministers  had 
received  from  Scotland,  and  from  persons 
on  both  sides  of  the  question,  an  intima- 
tion that  if  Government  would  now  un- 
dertake the  settlement  of  the  question 
there  was  at  least  a  chance  of  success. 
Upon  these  voluntary  communications 
Ministers  had  acted,  they  had  not  been 
menaced  nor  terrified  into  any  proceeding, 
but  they  had  felt  it  consistent  with  their 
duty  to  renew  the  attempt.  They  were 
willing  Co  take  any  steps  rather  than  close 
the  door  against  a  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment, and  they  only  asked  for  a  reason- 
able delay  to  enable  them  to  consider  of 
their  course,  and  prepare  their  measures. 
They  did  not  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Argyleshire  to  make  any  concession,  but 
merely  appealed  to  him,  after  the  declara- 
tion made  by  Government  in  the  House  of 
Common.,  whether  i|,.^o^djj»s»^>)|e^^. 
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mote  his  owti  views  to  grant  the  time  re- 
quired. Ministers,  he  assured  the  House, 
had  no  motive  but  to  restore  and  promote 
peace  and  harmony,  to  maintain  the  best 
interests  of  reh'gion,  and  to  do  nothing 
that  would  warrant  or  sanction  the  novel 
and  unparalleled  course  now  attempted  to 
be  taken.  The  hon.  Member  for  Argyle- 
shire  bad  only  undertaken  the  task  of  le- 
gislation from  his  deep  anxiety  for  the 
welfare  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  he 
conscientiously  believed  that  that  welfare 
would  be  best  promoted  by  giving  Way 
upon  the  present  occasion,  and  consenting 
to  a  delay  of  six  weeks.  Within  that 
period  Ministers  would  inform  the  House, 
and  the  hon.  Member,  whether  they  saw  a 
chance  that  by  interfering  they  should  be 
able  to  accomplish  their  wishes.  He  had 
not  said  thus  much  without  feeling  the 
deepest  interest  respecting  the  Church 
Establishment  of  Scotland,  and  the  ut« 
most  regret  at  the  condition  in  which  it 
was  at  present  placed  ;  nor  without  being 
convinced  that  one  of  the  proudest  acts  of 
any  public  man  would  be  the  settlement 
of  the  question  upon  equitable  principles 
-—principles  which  would  preserve  the 
just  rights  of  the  people,  and  maintain 
also  the  just  rights  of  the  Church.  If 
there  were  any  hope  that  these  contests, 
ill  which  civil  and  religious  rights  were 
confounded,  and  civil  and  religious  juris- 
dictions confused,  would  be  terminated, 
surely  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask  that  a 
measure,  which  even  the  opposite  side  did 
not  approve,  should  be  delayed  for  so 
short  a  period.  He  4ioped  that  the  House 
would  adopt  no  precipitate  decision,  and 
that  while  Government  was  attempting, 
with  the  aid  of  moderate  men  on  both 
sides,  to  effect  an  amicable  settlement, 
nothing  would  l>e  done  which  might  have 
the  effect  of  deferring,  if  not  of  defeating, 
ao  happy  a  consummation. 

Mr.  Rutherfurd  objected^  under  the 
circumstances,  to  the  postponement  of  the 
discussion  on  this  bill,  and  he  believed 
that  a  postponement,  instead  of  advancing 
a  settlement  of  the  question,  would  greatly 
embarrass  and  encumber  it.  This  was 
not  the  first  time  that  legislation  had  been 
proposed,  and  he  could  not  forget  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had, 
upon  a  former  occasion,  said,  that  he  never 
would  consent  to  a  settlement,  unless  upon 
the  principle  of  a  bill  introduced  into  the 
other  House  by  Lord  Aberdeen.  If  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had 


expressed  any  hope  that  the  results  of  th« 
negotiations  would  be  satisfactory,  he 
would  not  have  opposed  the  postponement 
of  the  bill :  but  they  knew  who  were  the 
organs  in  this  matter  of  the  clergy  of  Scot- 
land, and  of  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland ;  and  he  believed  that  tbe  bill  of 
Lord  Aberdeen  never  would  settle  th« 
question.  If  they  legillatcd  on  the  prin* 
ctple  of  that  bill  they  would  make  a 
schism  in  the  church  of  Scotland  which 
would  shake  the  establishment  to  thtf 
foundation.  The  bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Argyle  went  beyond  tbe  bill  of  Lord 
Aberdeen,  but  it  did  not  go  far  enough, 
and  by  any  middle  measure  he  despaired 
of  effecting  any  good.  They  were  asked 
to  postpone  this  bill  when  the  General 
Assembly  was  about  to  meet  In  three 
weeks,  and  it  was  a  matter  of  immense 
importance  that  ihey  should  know,  and 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  should  know, 
whether  the  Parliament  of  this  country 
would  give  its  sanction  to  the  principle  df 
the  particular  measure  proposed.  It  was 
said  that  the  opposition  to  the  postpone- 
ment was  against  the  ordinary  usage  of 
the  House ;  but  no  one  had  so  little  right 
to  complain  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
F.  Maole)  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Campbell,  for  he  considered  the  hon. 
Member  pledged,  as  much  as  any  one 
could  be  pledged  by  conversation,  to  per- 
severe in  the  discussion  of  his  measure. 
After  hearing  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  go  one  step  beyond 
the  bill  of  Lord  Aberdeen,  having  heard 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Graham)  had  that  night  stated,  and  not 
expecting  that  any  measure  would  go 
beyond  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Argyle,  he  was  not  prepared  to  consent  to 
the  present  postponement. 

Mr.  Hume^  having  lately  visited  Scot- 
land, knew  the  desire  to  have  this  ques- 
tion brought  to  a  settlement ;  yet,  as  he 
could  not  recollect  a  single  instance  in 
which  a  postponement  hwi  been  refused 
by  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
time  to  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
bill,  he  would  not  now  press  for  thd  second 
reading. 

Captain  fVemyss  intended  to  follow  tbe 
course  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Getotleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  that  this 
was  a  question  which  ought  to  be  settled 
b,  tb.  GoTern«ent,^..,d^,^^^ 
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who  wtrft  iirMpootible.  He  could  not 
expect»  however,  that  ihfe  Government  bill 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  people  of 
Sboliaiid.  He  had  observed  the  mode  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bad  exercised 
the  charch  patronage  in  Scotland  since  he 
had  been  in  office;  bnd  he  did  not  think 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  could  tK)ipect 
much  fnom  the  Qt>?ernment,  if  they  took 
the  presentation  to  Kettle  emd  other  pa- 
rishes as  )tn  ekattiple. 

Itie  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
th«  word  now  be  inserted -.-^Ayes  48; 
Noes  131 ;— Majority  83. 

List  qf  the  Ayes. 


Achstooy  Visct. 
Baonermany  A* 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebiooka,SirT.  B. 
Oswpet^  hoa»  W.  F. 
CraigiW.G. 
Dairy  mple,Capl. 
DawsoB,  hon.  T.  V. 
Dol^J. 
Duncan,  G. 
EIIU,  £. 
Evans,  W. 
Fetgasoa,Col. 
Fittroy,  Lord  C. 
tSore,  boa*  Ii« 
Hastie,  A. 
Hav,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hfll,  Lord  M. 
Howard,  hon.  £.0.6. 
M*Taggart,  Sir  J. 
If aijOTibatdu^  S. 
Monil^D. 
MoRison,  J. 


Muntz,G.  F. 
Murray,  A. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Oswald,  J. 
Pechell,Capt. 
t'hUips,  M. 
Powell,  C. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Ricardoy  J.  L. 
Rundle,  J. 
Kutberfurd,  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Tancted,  H.  W. 
Thomely,  T. 
Traill,  G. 
Vivian,  hon.  Capt. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Westenra,  hon.  H  R. 

rELLtas. 
Maole,  hon.  F. 
Stewarti  P.  M. 
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Acton,  Col. 
AI1«,J.P. 
Atbuthnott,  hon.  I). 
Aifcwright,  G. 
Aslell^W. 
Bailayy  J« 
Bailli^H.J. 
Baird,W. 
Banke%G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B* 
Baring,  H.B. 
Beclrett,W. 
BtadLbat uo,  J.  I. 
Bddero,  H«  G. 
jJOfiawicK,  f. 
Botfield^B. 
Bramston,  t.  W. 
Broedwood,  H. 
Bmce,  Lord  £. 
BfiMse,  C  L.  C* 

r,E. 


Bu11er,C. 

Carnegie,  hon.  Capt* 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Clayton,  R.R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cooolly,  Col. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  Hk 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby»  0. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  U. 
t>ougla8,  Sir  C.  E. 
Drammond,  H.  H. 
Dunoombe,  hon.  A. 
Da  Pre, CO. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Escott,  B. 
Pergnson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Feilden^W. 


Ferraud,  W.  B. 
FilKroy,  hon.  U. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FfoUiotl,  J, 
Forbes,  W. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Ftaller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E, 
Gordon,  hn.  Capt. 
Gordon,  Lord  F» 
Goulbum,  rt*  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Greenall,  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Grogan,  E. 
Ualford,  U. 
Hamilton,  Ji  H. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  0.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hume,  J. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Johnson,  W.  0. 
Johnston,  A. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kelburne,  Visct. 
Knatchbull,    rt.  hon. 

SirE. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 


March,  Earl  of 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Masterman,  J. 
Milnes,  R.  M* 
Mundy,£.M. 
Neville,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Niclioll,  rt.  hon.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J, 

Pollington,  Visct. 
Pringle,  A. 
Richards,  R. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  £.  P.  I 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley^  £• 
Sutton,  hon.  H  M. 
Tennent,J.  £. 
Thornhill,  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turner,  E» 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Wall.  C.  B.  . 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wortley,hn.  J.S. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TBLLEBS. 

Campbell,  A. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 


Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  on  Wed* 
nesday,  June  15th* 

Public  Houses.]  Captain  Rous  moved 
the  re-committal  of  the  Public  Houses 
Bill  profarmdf  and  said  that  the  sense  of 
the  House  could  be  taken  upon  it  on  its 
third  readmg. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  this  bill  was 
before  the  House  for  the  last  six  weeks, 
and  various  provisions  had  been  intro- 
duced into  it  which  were  contrary  to  the 
title  of  the  bill.  He  Wished  to  know  what 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Captain  proposed  to 
do  by  this  motion  of  a  re-committal  pro 
formd?  He  did  not  like  these  proformd 
aotioDS.     He  wished. ,^,|q^(3r^i^ 
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the  hon.  and  gallant  Captain  intended  to 
persist  in  bringing  forward  that  clause 
which  related  to  steam-vessels  upon  the 
river  Thames  ?  He  hoped  that  that  clause 
would  be  struck  out,  but  if  it  should  be 
otherwise,  he  would  give  it  every  oppo- 
sition. 

Captain  Rous  said,  with  respect  to  the 
question,  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
he  could  only  say  sufficient  for  the  day 
was  the  evil  thereof.  On  the  third  reading, 
the  matter  could  be  fully  discussed. 

Bill  went  through  committee  proformd^ 
and  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Payment  of  Wages  Committee.] 
On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming 
the  adjourned  debate  on  the  nomination 
of  the  committee  respecting  the  payment 
of  wages, 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  the  committee 
nominated  on  this  subject  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  (Mr.  Fer- 
rand)  was  composed  almost  entirely  of 
gentlemen  who  embraced  the  same  views 
as  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Ferrand)  had  dealt  very  fairly  in 
selecting  almost  an  equal  number  of  gen- 
tlemen from  each  side  of  the  House :  but 
be  had  contrived  to  conBne  his  choice 
almost  entirely  to  gentlemen  who  sup- 
ported his  opinions  on  this  question.  He 
thought  that  a  committee  so  constituted 
was  not  very  likely  to  conduct  an  inquiry 
with  fairness  towards  those  whose  conduct 
was  impugned.  His  opinion  was,  that  as 
the  Government  had  acceded  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  committee,  they  ought 
to  consider  themselv/es  in  some  measure 
responsible  for  the  manner  of  forming  it. 
The  inquiry  to  be  conducted  by  this  com- 
mittee was  of  a  most  important  nature, 
and  yet  not  one  gentleman  connected  with 
the  Government  was  nominated  on  it  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  public.  This 
was  not  the  fault  of  the  boo.  Member  for 
Knaresborough,  but  of  the  Government, 
whose  duty  it  was,  if  they  acceded  to  the 
inquiry,  to  see  that  some  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  them  was  placed  on  the  com- 
mittee. He  thought  great  mischief  might 
result  from  the  careless  appointment  of  a 
committee  of  this  nature.  Such  com* 
mittees  were  generally  attended  only  by 
persons  who  supported  particular  views, 
and  consequently  a  mass  ef  ex  parte 
evidence,  frequently  of  a  most  objec- 
tionable character,  was  collected.  He  did 
not  intend  to  propose  any  aUeratioa  in  ^ 


the  constitution  of  the  committee,  for  he 
thought  that  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  object  of  the  inquiry 
seemed  to  be  to  ascertain  the  extent  to 
which  a  particular  law  had  been  violated. 
[Sir  /.  Graham :  The  inquiry  is  as  to  the 
operation  of  the  law.]  It  seemed  to  him 
the  object  of  the  inquiry  was  to  ascertain 
whether  there  had  not  been  a  systematic 
violation  of  the  law.  He  repeated  that 
he  considered  it  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  see  that  a  committee  appointed  for 
such  a  purpose  was  fairly  and  impartially 
constituted. 

Sir  /•  Oraham  had  stated  last  night, 
that  he  did  not  entertain  any  very  san* 
guine  expectations  that  a  beneBcial  result 
would  be  attained  by  the  appointment  of 
this  committee.  It  was  notorious  that,  in 
many  cases,  the  law  had  been  violated ; 
but  be  considered  this  was  rather  a  sub- 
ject for  legislation  than  for  inquiry,  and 
he  thought  no  legislative  interierence 
could  effectually  suppress  the  practice  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough 
complained.  He  had  great  doubts  whe« 
ther  the  truck  system — the  partial  pay- 
ment of  wages  in  goods — was  not  fre- 
quently advantageous  to  the  working 
classes.  He  did  not,  on  the  part  of  Go- 
vernment, desire  such  an  inquiry  as  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
borough; he  did  not  anticipate  any  in- 
jurious consequences  from  such  an  inves- 
tigation, but  be  considered  it  would  lead 
to  no  satisfactory  result.  He  would  pro- 
pose, that  one  of  the  Under-Secretaries  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  should 
be  placed  on  the  committee,  in  addition 
to  the  Gentlemen  already  nominated ;  and 
that  in  the  place  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kendal  (Mr.  G.  Wood)  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.  Cobden)  should  be 
added. 

Mr.  Muntz  said,  an  application  had 
been  made  to  him  to  serve  on  this  com- 
mittee, and  he  had  declined.  He  was 
convinced  that  no  satisfactory  result  would 
be  obtained  by  the  inquiry.  It  was  un- 
doubtedly true  that  the  law  on  this  sub- 
ject was  now  evaded;  but  that  would 
still  be  the  case,  whatever  laws  might  be 
made. 

Mr.  A,  Yorke  expressed  his  concurrence 
in  the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Muntz). 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  would 
not  remoye  bis  objections  to  U\e  motiQn, 
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Hr.  Hardy  thought  that  no  manu- 
facUner,  nor  any  person  employing  a  large 
Domfaer  of  workmen,  should  be  placed  on 
a  ODounittee  of  this  nature.  He  con- 
sidered that  if  the  committee  was  com- 
posed in  whole  or  in  part  of  manufacturers, 
great  dissatisfaction  would  be  occasioned 
among  the  working  classes. 

Dr..  Baupring  said,  the  stringency  of  the 
law  on  this  subject  frequently  led  to  its 
eYBsion.  He  thought  the  establishment 
of  a  shop  in  connexion  with  extensive 
mannfactories  was  frequently  bene6clal  to 
the  workpeople,  and  was  so  regarded  by 


Mr.  Ferrand  said,  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  had,. in 
several  cases,  violated  the  engagements  he 
understood  them  to  have  made  when  he 
first  brought  forward  this  question. .  He 
had  applied  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Paisley, 
requesting  them  to  serve  on  this  com- 
mittee, and  they  had  declined  to  do  so. 
It  was  his  wish  to  constitute  the  committee 
as  impartially  as  possible.  He  had  men- 
tioned to  several  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
side  of  the  House  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  propose  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dorsetshire  (Lord  Ashley)  should  preside 
oyer  the  committee ;  for  nothing  would 
iodoce  him  to  take  that  office,  lest  he 
should  be  accused  of  partiality.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Cobden)  had 
made  a  personal  attack  out  of  the  House 
npoQ  a  gentleman  who  had  favoured  him 
with  information  on  this  subject;  and 
that  gentleman  had,  in  consequence,  de- 
clined to  furnish  him  with  further  infor- 
mation. The  Anti- Corn- law  League, 
and  the  newspapers  in  that  interest,  had 
given  publicity  to  the  name  of  the  gen- 
tleman to  whom  he  referred  ;  and  he  was 
prevented  from  receiving  the  further 
assistance  of  that  gentleman  in  obtaining 
evidence  on  this  subject*  He  should  not 
be  behaving  handsomely  to  those  who 
had  consented  to  act  on  (his  committee  if 
he  had  not  consented  to  have  the  names  of 
those  withdrawn  who  objected  to  act  on  it. 

Mr.  BrotherUm  had  the  authority  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  for  stating 
that  he  had  not  been  consulted  as  to 
whether  be  would  allow  his  name  to  be 
placed  on  the  committee,  and  that  he 
certainly  should  not  act  upon  it. 

Mr.  Ferrand  said,  he  had  given  the 
asnal  notice  that  Sir  B.  Hall  should  be 
Nbititated  for  Mr,  Wood* 


Mr.  Cobden  denied  that  he  had  been 
guilty  of  any  breach  of  confidence  in 
communicating  the  name  of  the  writer  of 
the  letter  read  by  Mr.  Ferrand  in  the 
House,  and  afterwards  communicated  to 
him  by  Mr.  Ferrand. 

Question  put,'  that  Mr.  Ferrand  be  one 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Borthwick  said,  if  any  of  the  names 
were  objected  to,  and  the  House  came 
to  a  division^  it  was  quite  clear,  from  the 
attendance  in  the  House,  what  must  be 
the  result.  He  moved  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned. 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
Thursday,  May  5,  1842. 

Mmuna.]  BiijLB.  PuMic— S»-  Britiih  Potmripiii 
AbKMuL 

3"-  and  passed :— Dublin  PoUce;  Punishment  of  Death 
(Ireland) ;  IHctoria  Park  ;  Knightsbridge  and  Kensington 
Openings. 

Prtvate,—!*'  Bates's  Naturalization. 
Reporttd^Dvaodee  and  Arbroath  Ranway;    MierUlePk 
Divorce. 

3"'  and  passed :— Bristol  and  Gloucester  Railway ;  Equit- 
able Gas  Company;  Bristol  Floating  Dock. 

Ps-rrnoNB  Prbsbktsd.  By  Mr.  BusfeUd,  Mr.  Hardy,  and 
Mr.  Ferrand,  from  Great  Horton,  Bradford  (York),  and 
Halifax,  for  Limiting  the  hours  of  Labour  of  Youug 
Persons  hi  Factories.— By  Mr.  Ualford,  Mr.  Mundy,  Mr. 
Hodgson,  Mr.  Colville,  Lord  Frands  Egerton,  Mr.  Borth- 
wick, and  Mr.  S.  Wortley,  from  Morton,  Belper«  Barn- 
staple, Bingley,  Presoott,  Evesham,  Halifax,  and  other 
places,  for  Alteiatioa  of  the  Poor-hiws.— By  Mr.  Bankes, 
from  Portland,  agahist  the  Reduction  of  Duty  on  Forsign 
Stone.— By  Mr.  Hume,  and  Mr.  T.  Dunoombe,  Opm 
Newport  (Isle  of  Wight),  the  British  Medical  Assoei** 
tion,  Dewsbury,  and  Cleckheaton,  agahist  the  Income- 
tax.— By  Dr.  Bowring,  from  Bolton,  tot  the  Repeal  of 
the  Corn-laws.— By  an  hon.  Member,  from  Aberdeen, 
and  Bdkelvie,  against  the  Importation  of  Foreign  Cattle, 

•  Meat,'  etc— By  an  hon.  Member,  from  Bristol,  against 
Railway  Traffic  on  Sundays.— By  an  hon.  Member,  from 
Aberdeen,  and  Wakefield,  for  the  Reduction  of  Duty  on 
Attomies  Certificates.— -From  Dunganston,  Kilmaoa- 
mogue,  Kikaskin,  and  Ballymoden,  for  Alteration  of 
the  present  system  of  Education  (Ireland).  —  Fram 
Brewood,  Cadsall,  Tichboume,  Sunnyside,  Banbury, 
and  York,  that  Roman  Catholics  may  be  placed  on  a 
footing  of  Equality  with  other  Religious  Persuasioos  in 
point  of  Civil  Ri^ts.— From  the  Synod  of  the  Prediy- 
terian  Chuidi  in  London,  and  Lancashire,  for  Bett« 
Observance  of  the  Lord's  Day.— From  Alstonfldd,  anA 
other  places,  against  the  Repeal  of  Gilbert's  Act— Fxooa 
the  North  West  District  of  St.  MatUiew,  BeUmal  GreeUi 
Spitalfields,  and  St.  Gileses,  CamberweU,  for  the  Redemp. 
tion  of  the  Tolls  on  Waterloo,  and  Oie  other  Metropolttaa 
Bridges.— From  Garioch,  for  the  Exemption  from  Win- 
dow Duty  of  the  Houses  of  Parochial  Sehoohnasten 
(Scotland).— From  Worcester,  for  Alteration  of  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  —From  Amtwich,  agahist  the  Reduc- 
tion of  the  Duty  on  Copper.— From  Evesham,  that  Own- 
ers m  lieu  of  Oocupieis  may  be  Rated.— From  Lancaster, 
complaining  of  the  New  Regulations  issued  by  the  Re- 
gistrar General  hi  respect  to  the  application  for  Certifi- 
cates from  Non-P&rochial  Renters.— From  Proprieton 
and  Tacksman  of  the  River  Esk,  agahist  the  Reduetion 
of  the  Duty  on  Salmon.— Ftom  Ohuigow,  East  Quarter, 
Ciltm«  itid  MUo  End  Bnigiitlon  Soctoty,  for  0ie  Pran@ 
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tloih  or  Bmifmioii.— fVom  NM^h,  m^kM  ^  Rcnftirsl 
of  the  Btlb  of  Exchange  Act.— From  Macroom,  reeoni* 
inendiDg  Cork  ai  the  Iriih  Mail  Packet  Station  between 
BrMol  and  the  South  of  trelaad.— Pram  J.  Cook,  fbr 
eomldenttoB  ot  the  propiletyoC  Compenaattng  the  Pro* 
prtcUnn  of  the  Bank  of  Eafland  ftir  the  km  of  EzdudTV 
PriTilegtt.— nom  Oatcahead,  and  Newcaitle-uikiii-Tyne, 
lelathre  to  the  pladnff  of  paidei  tai  the  Commtaikm  of  the 
Peaeei^-Pram  Botton-lft.Moott,  and  BhMkhttim  agiioak 
the  Turnpike  Road  BUL 

Church  of  Scotland.]  Mr.  P.  M. 
Stewart  begged  to  put  a  questioo  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  of  the  deepest 
importance  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
Owing  to  the  unexpected  turn  which  the 
question  of  the  Scotch  church  liad  taken 
last  night,  in  consequence  of  the  Govern- 
ment promising  to  introduce  a  bill  for  the 
settlement  of  the  church  of  Scotland 
questioRi  be  bogged  to  ask  when  that  bill 
would  be  introduced,  and  to  express  his 
earnest  wish  that,  in  justice  to  the  people 
of  Scotland,  it  might  be  introduced  be- 
tween the  present  time  and  the  meeting  of 
the  General  Assemblyi  which  would  take 
place  a  fortnight  hence,  in  order  that  the 
measure  might  receire  the  consideration 
of  that  body. 

Sir  /.  Oraham  said,  he  would  Uppeal 
to  the  House  to  say  whelher  the  boo* 
Ocnileinan  had  rightly  stated  what  he  had 
announced  to  the  House.  In  putting  the 
question,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  asaumed 
that  he  had  promised,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  introduce  a  bill  on  the 
subject.  What  he  had  sUted  was,  ihat 
her  Majesty's  Government  had,  subsequent 
to  the  time  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aif  yleshire  obtained  leave  to  introduce  bis 
bill,  received  from  vdtrious  quarters  in 
Sootlandi  from  persons  of  opposite  optn- 
ioosi  all  entitled  to  the  highest  respect, 
such  communications  as  had  led  her  Ma- 
jesty's Governmenl  to  eotertain  a  hope 
that  a  settlement  of  the  unhappy  difftr- 
encet  that  divided  the  church  of  Scot- 
land might  be  poestble.  To  thet  state- 
ment he  adhered.  Those  communications 
were  still  in  progress}  no  measure  had 
beeii  matured,  but  he  did  entertain  a  hope 
that  it  would  be  possible  for  the  Govern- 
ment^ on  its  responsibility^  to  tiitrodifce 
■neb  a  measure.  The  hon.  Member  fbr 
Argyleshire  bad  consented  to  postpone  his 
bill  for  six  weeks,  and  what  be  said  then 
be  would  now  repeat,  that  he  would,  on 
the  part  of  the  Governmenf,  give  the 
House  ample  notke;  when,  if  the  hopes 
they  entertained  should  be  realised,  he 
would  inUodttca  %  WUf  or  if  they  sboald 
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not  be  realised,  he  undertook  to  make  the 
announcement  id  ample  time  to  enable 
the  hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire  to  pro* 
ceed  with  his  bill. 


Borough  MAoiBTtuttfis.]]  Mr^  Hnti 
moved, 

<•  For  copies  of  circulars  selit  by  the  Secre^ 
tary  of  Slate  for  the  Home  Department,  to  tbe 
various  town^clerks  or  clerks  to  the  magis* 
trates,  between  the  months  of  August  and 
December,  1841,  requiring  information  as  to 
the  state  of  the  magistracy  in  the  towns  to 
which  such  circulars  were  seotj  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  such  magistrates,  and  of  those  who  had 
qualified  themselves  to  act." 

He  would  offer  no  apology  td  the  Moose 
for  bringing  under  its  consideration  the 
subject  of  which  he  had  given  notice  ',  for 
if  the  view  which  he  to^  was  correct,  it 
was  a  matter  which  imperatively  required 
the  attention  of  the  House  of  Common^. 
He  should  have  to  call  their  attention  to 
the  manner  in  which  maitistratee  had  re- 
cently been  appointed  in  oiSbrent  boroughs 
in  the  kingdom.  It  hapfiened,  fortunately 
for  the  liberty  of  the  people  of  this  couti- 
try,  that  the  right  of  nominating  tnunici* 
pal  magistrates  had  never,  till  a  very 
recent  period,  been  vested  in  the  Crown. 
Up  to  the  year  1836,  the  municipalities  of 
England,  almost  without  exception,  en- 
joyed the  rittht  of  electing  their  own  ma- 
gistrates. The  right  was  one  which  had 
been  inherited  by  the  people  from  the 
earliest  founders  of  their  institutions,  and, 
which  even  on  that  account,  was  entitled 
to  the  respect  and  veneration  of  the  people. 
But  it  had  merits  of  a  higher  and  practical 
character;  it  was  admiiabTy  adapted fdr  pre-^ 
serving  harmony  between  the  governed  and 
those  who  administered  the  laws.  Accord- 
ingly it  was  preserved  by  the  Government 
of  I^rd  Grey  in  the  bill  which  was  intro- 
duced  for  reforming  the  corporations  of 
Scotland;  and  as  the  right  hon.  Bann 
net  had  been  a  Member  of  Lord  Grey's 
Government,  he  must  hare  heard  with 
interest  and  satisfactioD  of  the  well-work- 
ing of  tbe  sjstem  for  which  he  was  in 
part  responsible  in  the  sister  kingdom* 
In  1835,  it  formed  one  of  the  provisfons 
of  the  bill  introduced  by  tbe  Govern-* 
ment  of  Lord  Melbourne,  for  reforming 
tbe  corporations  in  England  and  Wales. 
The  provision  received  the  unanimous 
sanction  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
unfortunately,  in  one  of  those  angry 
quarrels  which  had  occurred  with  the  other 
House,  it  was  struck  out  of  the  bill.  When 
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the  Mil  eme  down  from  the  other  House 
of  Piriiiiiient,  ntntilftted  in  that»  as  well 
is  IB  ttttjr  other  respects,  the  noble  Lord, 
tiWD  the  leskder  of  that  House,  though  he 
deplored  the  circumstance  of  this  provision 
being  strudc  out  of  the  bill«  did  not  oonai^ 
dtf  It  a  sufficient  reason  for  rejecting  the 
messuie.    He  obserfed,  that  he  did  not 
tbiDk  any  Minister  would  be  found  here* 
sfter  who  would  refuse  to  the  oorporations 
the  ettreiee  of  this  right ;    and  he  re- 
maricsdi  that  if  any  such  Minister  should 
bflresfter  be  found,  he  did  not  doubt  but 
tbst  the  House  of  Commons  would  not  be 
slow  to  censure  bis  conduct.    The  noble 
Lord  further  added,  that  so  long  as  he 
held  the  Seala  of  the  Home  Office,  he 
afaoold  think  it  his  duty  to  adhere  to  the 
aocient  practice  of  the  land,  and  not  to  ap- 
point any  magistrate  till  he  had  preyiouslv 
consulted  with   the  toWn^council.    With 
thb  undentanding  the  mutilated  bill  passed 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  then  it  was 
that  the  ancient  rights,  which  they  had 
feoently  granted  to  Hie  people  of  Scotland 
Iw  the  unanimous  sanction  of  both  Houses 
at  Parliament  in  18dd,  which  the  people  of 
England  had  inherited  from  the  date  of 
theh*  earliest  institutions,  which  they  had 
preserred  in  some  sort  or  other  through 
ill  reroluticNis  for  800  years,  were  snatched 
from  them   at  last,  and  unconditionally 
fiven  up  to  the  Crown.    He  hoped  one 
&y  to  introduce  a  bill  into  that  House, 
which  would  restore  to  the  people  of  £ng- 
Itnd  thooe  ancient  rights,  for  lie  belier^ 
the  ntunidpalitiM  of  the  country  were  the 
solysafe  and  trustworthy  deporitaries  irf 
power  in  the  State.  The  noble  Lord,  then 
Secretary  of  8ute  for  the  Home  Depart-^ 
ment,  acted  tup  to  the  declaration  he  made. 
Though  he  might  not  in  every  instance 
adopt  tho  adrioe  of  the  town-councils,  no 
appointmeiito  erer  took  place  without  the 
BMSt    ftftok   nud    open    communication 
vith   tiioee    bodle8<     It  had  been  said, 
**  Yes,  it  ia  tery  fine  to  consult  the  cor- 
pwttiofle,    00  long  as  the   corporations 
««  of  four  dwti  pditicftl  opinions."  There 
wooIdlhaTe  been  some  iustice  in  the  sar- 
asm  if  th«  noble  Lord  had  made  that  de- 
chtfation  alUr  the  result  of  the  municipal 
eleetioDs  kad  been  determined.    But  he 
detendned  on  hie  course  before  the  bill 
fasKd  that  House— before  the  corpora- 
tions  wtt«    established-^before  any  man 
img  could  possibly  foresee  what  would 
te  the  resalt  of  the  municipal  elections. 
Ik  WM  then  that  the  noble  Lord  made  that  I 
Mutioo  to  the  Hooee  and  to  the  coun-^  I 


try,  and  to  that  dedaration  he  adhered. 
The  example  set  by  the  noble  Lord  was 
followed  by  Lord  Normanby,  and  he  could 
not  see  any  good  reason  why  the  same 
course  should  not  be  still  followed.    He 
knew  it  might  be  said  that  corporations 
did  not  invariably  recommend  the  fittest 
persons  for  the  borough  magistracr.     He 
thought  it  probable,  that  the  rignt  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  wiM  prepared  with  a 
list  of  many  occasions  on  whibh  they  had 
erred  $  but  did  Lord-lieutenAnts  ticTer  err 
in  making  the  selection?     No  man  of 
common  sense  would  argue^  that  because 
the  town-cuuttclls  Sometimes  erred  in  the 
exercise  of  the  right,  they  ought  thersfore 
to  be  deprived  of  it.     Whoever  was  ac- 
ceptable   to   the    municipal  body  ought 
to   be   acceptable   to   the    Secretary  of 
Statei      Where    could    a   Secretary    of 
State    find    more  constitutional  advisers 
than    the    local    authorities?      It    was 
surely  for  better  to  resort  to  them  than 
to    anonymous   advisers,    responsible   to 
no  one  for  the  advice  they  give.      The 
right  hob.  Baronet,  however,    had  pur- 
sued   a    diflferent  course.      He   thought 
such   a  course  was   highly    to    be   la- 
mented*    When  they  considered  that  the 
people   of  Scotland    enjoyed    tiie  power 
of  electing  their  own  magistrates  by  the 
act  of  the  year  1833-^when  it  was  const-* 
dered  that  the  citixens  of  London  enjoyed 
this  right,  and  that  people  of  this  country 
had  enjoyed  for  800  years  a  similar  right 
^•he  thoughts  under  all  these  circum- 
stancesi  the  House  would  be  of  opiniod, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  taken  a 
very  singular  view  of  his  duty,  and  had 
most  improperly  strained  the  power  of  the 
Crown.    He  had  in  his  hand  a  list  of 
nearly  400  magistrates  appointed  during 
the  last  eight  months^  ana  such  being  the 
case,  he  should  like  to  know  from  what 
motives  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  set 
about  this  magistrate  making?    Was  it 
because  the  magistrates  were  insufficient^ 
or  was  it  because  he  had  documenta  show« 
ing  that  justice  had  been  improperly  admi-* 
nistered  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
evaded  the  question  with  less  than  his 
usual  address.    Would  he  aos#er  it  U^ 
night?    The  right  hon.    Baronet   moat 
probably  will  not  answer  it— neither  is  it 
necessary  that  he  should.    They  had  the 
authority  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the 
motives  on  which  those  appointments  had 
taken  place.   They  had  been  uHd,  that  the 
town^councils  feoommenf^^,d^9^j|5^g[e 
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Liberal  magistrates  to  suit  the  purposes  of 
the  present  Government.  The  Lord  High 
Chancellor  is  reported  to  have  suggested^ 
in  another  place>  that  in  consequence  of 
the  number  of  Whig  magistrates  in  the 
corporate  towns,  it  was  necessary  to  redress 
the  balance  by  making  a  large  number  of 
Conservative  magistrates,  in  order  tosecure 
to  the  Conservative  party  the  privilege  of 
licensing  public  houses,  a  power  intended 
to  be  used  for  electioneering  purposes. 
But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself,  who 
seldom  indulged  in  any  excess  of  frank- 
ness, was  reported  to  have  made  an  avowal 
of  a  similar  nature,  in  answer  to  certain 
persons  who  had  waited  upon  him  as  a  de- 
putation liom  the  Conservative  Association 
of  Pevonport.  These  persons  had  paid  a 
visit  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  arrange 
about  the  appointment  of  Conservative 
magistrates  for  Devon^rt.  These  per- 
sons had  reported  to  their  friends  that  they 
were  charmed  with  the  condescension  and 
kindness  with  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  received  them ;  and  in  describ- 
ing their  interview  with  so  distinguished 
a  personage^  they  stated,  that  while  they 
were  dilatmg  on  the  special  merits  of  the 
Conservative  candidates  for  the  magistracy, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  interrupted 
them  bv  exclaiming,  **  Never  mind  about 
particulars^  how  many  will  it  take  to  swamp 
them."  ["Name.'*]  He  had  read  the 
statement  in  a  Devonport  newspaper.  He 
did  not  wish  to  take  any  noMr  account  of 
the  transaction.  Did  he  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  disclaimed  it  ?  [Sir 
J.  Graham :  I  have  not  the  slightest  re- 
collection of  itl  As  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  not  the  slightest  recollection  of 
it,  perhaps  the  transaction  had  not  taken 

5 lace;  but  would  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
eny  that  he  had  acted  on  those  princi- 
ples. If  he  had  not  done  so,  had  the  ap- 
Kintments  been  made  because  there  had 
en  any  complaints  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  justice  was  administered  in  the 
country,  or  as  to  the  insufficiency  of  the 
existing  number  of  magistrates  ?  He  was 
not  going  to  quarrel  with  the  appointment 
of  any  individual.  He  had  received^  since 
he  gave  notice  of  his  intention,  to  ask  the 
House  to  look  into  this  subject^  suggestions 
from  various  quarters,  as  to  why  this  or 
that  man  was  improper  to  fill  the  office  in 
such  or  such  a  place.  He  gave  no  heed  to 
any  such  communications,  and  he  would 
do  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  justice  to 
express  his  belief  that  he  had  never  placed 
upon  the  bench  any  individual  whom  he 


did  not  think  qualified  to  fill  the  office. 
As  far  as  he  had  any  personal  knowledge 
of  the  subject,  such  unquestionably  was  the 
case,  and  although  he  complained  of  the 
large  addition  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  made  to  the  magistracy,  he  ad- 
mitted that  he  had  made  no  appointment 
which  did  not  do  great  credit  to  the  bench. 
But  he  would  ask,  when  he  made  the  last 
addition  to  the  magistracy  of  Hull,  why 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  place  Dr,  Ax- 
derson  at  the  head  of  the  list  ?  That  gen- 
tleman was  highly  respectable;  and  when 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent  the  borough. 
Dr.  Alderson  was  of  the  Liberal  party, 
although,  like  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  his 
opinions  had  since  undergone  some  chanoe. 
But  it  was  a  great  slight  to  other  GenUe- 
men  who  were  quite  as  respectable,  to  have 
him  placed  upon  that  account  above  them. 
With  respect  to  the  town  which  he  now 
had  the  honour  to  represent  (Gateshead), 
there  were  six  magistrates  in  the  borough* 
one  of  them  being  a  Conservative.  [CheersJl 
He  understood  that  cheer.  But  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  thought  the  number 
of  magistrates  sufficient,  and  accordingly 
he  had  appointed  six  additional  Conserva- 
tive  magistrates,  giving  to  that  favourite 
town  as  many  magistrates  as  policemen. 
He  asked,  why  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
so  accommodate  a  town — why  did  he  give 
a  town,  in  which  liberal  opinions  predomi- 
nated, a  majority  of  Tory  magistrates. 
Upon  what  principle— -what  honest  prin* 
dnle  was  this  done?  The  noble  Lord, 
whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  raised  to 
the  dignified  position  of  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  the  county  of  Durham,  in  opposition 
to  the  claims  of  another  nobleman  whose 
conduct  was  admired  by  men  of  all  parties 
— that  noble  Lord  thought  he  could 
justify  tlie  proceedings  at  Gateshead,  by 
remaning  that  it  was  a  place  where  revo- 
lutionary opinions  prevailed,  and  that  the 
inhabitants  had,  in  former  Parliaments,  re- 
turned a  gentleman  of  revolutionary  prin- 
ciples to  represent  them.  It  was  not  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  defend  either  his  con. 
stituents  or  his  friend  Mr.  Rippon  from 
these  idle  imputations  of  their  Lord- 
lieutenant  ;  but  he  wished  the  noble  Lord 
who  made  the  observations  to  remember 
that  in  this  free  and  intelligent  country- 
no  character  was  so  revolutionary  —  so 
dangerous  to  the  public  peace,  as  that  of 
a  man  of  high  station,  of  princely  fortune, 
of  great  political  power,  who  had  used  these 
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to  alienate  from  him  the  respect  and  con- 
fidence of  his  country.  Bat  when  he 
looked  at  the  return  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  and  heheld  that  in  Gateshead,  in 
Bath,  in  Chester,  and  in  other  places  where 
liberal  opinions  predominate— as  is  shown 
by  the  state  of  their  town-councils  and 
their  parliamentary  representation  —  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  created  a  majority 
of  Tory  magistrates,  he  was  compelled  to 
conclude  that  his  object  was  not  the  equal 
administration  of  the  laws— that  it  was 
not  even  the  specious  object  of  adjusting 
the  balance  of  parties — but  that  it  was  to 
enable  Tory  magistrates  to  traffic  in  pub- 
lic-house licences,  and  other  matters  of 
magisterial    patronage,   for    party    pur- 

rss ;  and  he  should  believe  this,  even  if 
had  not  the  authority  of  the  Lord 
High  Chauoellor  of  England  for  so  doing. 
He  believed  that  the  system  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  full  of 
danger  to  tiie' country;  and  that  was  not 
merely  his  opinion,  nor  the  opinion  of  the 
party  with  which  he  might  be  supposed 
to  be  connected.  He  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  that  was  the  opin- 
ion of  men  in  every  position  in  life.  It 
-was  the  opinion  of  magistrates  of  the  same 
political  opinions  as  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, it  was  the  opinion  of  many  who 
agreed  with  Government  in  their  general 
principles  of  policy,  but  who  were  distrusted 
at  this  attempt  to  pack  the  local  tribunals 
of  the  country.  The  House  should  remem- 
ber that  they  were  the  only  courts  of  civil 
or  criminal  jurisprudence  to  which  alone 
mfllioos  of  their  countrymen  could  ever  re- 
pair. The  right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  man 
of  fortune  and  high  station,  who  could 
prosecute  a  suit  in  a  dozen  courts  if  he 
thought  proper,  but  the  poor  man  had  prac- 
tically no  other  courts  open  to  him  but  the 
beal  tribunals  of  the  country.  \j'  Cheers.'*] 
He  was  glad  to  hear  that  assenting  cheer. 
Was  it  then,  right  that  those  tribunals 
Aoukl  be  political.  ["Cheers."]  He  was  glad 
that  at  least  on  one  point  they  could  agree. 
He  was  happy  to  have  the  concurrence  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  it  was  neither 
just  nor  right  that  those  tribunals  should 
be  pcditical.  Lookmg  at  the  state  of  so- 
ciety io  this  country,  and  to  the  feelings 
tku  were  abroad,  they  must  see  that  it 
was  not  safe  to  add  to  the  elements  of  con- 
faakm*  He  knew  it  had  been  said  that 
the  judges  of  the  supreme  courts  were 
taken  from  a  class  of  persons  who  were  at- 
tached to  certain  political  parties.  He 
it.    It  was  the  custom  in  this  coun- 


try, a  custom  which  he  thought  was  more 
honoured  in  the  breach  than  the  observance. 
But  those  judges  were  more  or  less  distin. 
guished  and  eminent  individuals.  They 
were  restrained  by  their  knowledge  of 
the  law,  and  by  their  habitual  def- 
ference  to  the  forms  of  justice  from  giving 
way  to  aay  violent  political  party  feeling  or 
bias.  But  what  did  these  borough  justices 
know  about  law  or  jurisprudence?  They 
should  be  raised  to  their  offices  for  their 
personal  intelligence  and  integrity,  matters 
of  which  the  Secretary  of  State  could 
know  nothing,  but  which  their  townsmen 
were  sure  both  to  know  and  appreciate. 
But  the  Government  would  not  suffer  their 
townsmen  to  take  part  in  the  election  of 
these  magistrates — the  testimony  of  their 
townsmen  the  Government  rejected ;  they 
did  not  care  whether  those  magistrates  ob- 
tained and  possessed  the  confidence  of  their 
fellow  townsmen ;  all  that  they  cared  for 
was,  that  they  should  be  active  political 
partisans  and  determined  friends  of  the 
Ministers'  own  recently  adopted  principles. 
He  protested  against  this  system,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  of  Commons  would  see 
that  the  time  had  come  to  oppose  it.  It 
was  now  declared  that  the  nominations  of 
the  town-councils  were  to  be  set  aside: 
that  every  successive  Secretary  of  State 
was  to  appoint  as  many  magistrates  as 
suited  bis  purpose,  and  was  to  be  Uie  sole 
judge  of  their  fitness  and  character,  while 
an  inquisition  was  set  up  on  the  political 
opinions  of  every  magistrate  on  the  bench, 
for  the  purpose  of  swamping  them  every 
time  those  opinions  might  be  opposed  to 
those  of  the  party  in  power.  He  again 
protested  against  the  system  ;  it  could  be 
fruitful  of  nothing  but  mischief,  and  would 
render  the  bench  a  scene  of  violent  party 
and  political  conflict,  and  make  their  deci- 
sions about  as  just^  about  as  respectable, 
and  as  respected,  as  the  decisions  of  this 
House  with  regard  to  the  trial  of  contro- 
verted elections.  The  whole  system  was 
calculated  to  deprave  the  character  of  the 
country.  It  was  impossible  to  exaggerate 
the  importance  of  having  magistrates  free 
from  political  influence.  The  general  im- 
pression in  favour  of  the  honourable  con. 
duct  of  those  who  administer  the  laws  of 
the  country,  was  one  of  the  leading  means 
by  which  the  Bnglish  character  had  been 
formed.  It  has  given  to  the  humblest 
among  us  a  feeling  of  personal  independ- 
ence and  individuaJ  consequence.  To  this 
honourable  and  exalted  feeling,  more  than 
to  all    your  successes^  in   war^to^^g:^^ 
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achieTemente  in  the  i^rts  of  peaoa^  is  to  be 
attributed  the  proud  positioa  which  we 
occupy  among  the  nations  of  the  globe. 
But  the  moment  this  exalted  &eling 
should  be  destroyed^  the  hour  was  not  far 
distant  whep  they  would  deeply  lament 
it  He  remembered  a  passage  from  Lord 
Clarendon,  which  was  well  worthy  the  at- 
tentiou  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  or  of  any 
statesman  who  assumed  the  reins  of  Go- 
vernment in  this  country.  In  tracing  the 
causes  pf  those  dis^toi^s  which  raised  the 
people  of  England  against  the  institutions 
of  tneir  country,  and  which  at  last  droye 
them  to  meet  their  sovereign  in  the  field. 
Lord  Clarendon  said : — 

^  It  was  not  the  ship-money— it  was  not 
the  exaction  of  forced  loans  which  smothered 
in  the  hearts  of  Englishmen  these  feeiings 
of  affection  and  loyalty  to  their  prince  which, 
in  every  age  and  uoder  all  circumstances, 
had  been  the  characteristic  of  their  race.  It 
was  not  these  things.  It  was  the  scorn  and 
irreverence  into  which  the  judges  of  the  land 
had  fallen ;  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  peo- 

Sle  hearing  the  magistrates  pronounce  that  to 
s  law  which  every  one  knew  was  not  law," 

He  would  repeati  that  if  they  pursued 
this  course,  apd  if  the  sanction  of  the 
Hoi^se  were  given  to  the  innovations  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  believed  it 
would  be  pregnant  with  disaster  to  the 
coY^ntrv.  The  right  hon*  Baronet  at  the 
head  or  the  Governmept,  in  the  course  of 
h^^  eloquent  peroration  in  his  speech  on  the 
finances  of  toe  country,  %qo\  occasion  to 
notice  the  various  calamities  with  which 
the  country  had  been  visited  in  the  course 
of  the  last  centur]r--^the  mutinv  at  the 
Nore,  the  vebellion  in  Ireland,  and  the  war 
abroad.  But  there  was  one  calamity  of 
which  be  would  find  no  trace  in  our, 
annfds— he  could  find  there  no  trace  of 
dishopouri  no  vestige  of  national  dis- 
grace. But  if  they  permitted  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  tq  appoint  for  his  own 
purposes  every  man  wnom  it  suited  him  to 
introduce  into  the  municipalities  of  this 
country,  then  they  would  have  approached 
the  greatest  above  all  calamities — that 
which  was  a  public  and  a  national  dis- 
honour. He  could  not  believe  that  the 
riffht  hop.  Baronet,  looking  at  the  course 
which  he  pursued  whep  he  held  the  seals 
qf  the  Home  Office,  and  looking,  indeed, 
at  his  general  character,  he  coula  not  be- 
lieve that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  de- 
i^are  that  these  proceedings  had  his  entire 
a9id  unqualified  approbation.  The  right 
hgn.  Baronet,  it  was  tfUCj  wa^  surrounded 


by  persons  who  weie  telling  him  that  it 
was  his  duty  to  maintain  the  supremacy  of 
his  party  by  all  meai^s  and  under  all  cir- 
ctimstances.  But  he  would  presume  to 
give  him  other  counsel.  He  would  sug- 
gest to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  be 
eoold  not  lay  the  foundatiooa  of  his  power 
in  a  surer  manner  than  by  securing  to  the 
people  of  this  country  the  impartial  admi. 
nistration  of  the  laws.  He  would  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  pould 
not  raise  his  name  to  a  higher  pitch  than 
by  taking  care  that  no  individual  should 
be  raised  to  the  bench  of  justice,  either  in 
the  superior  courts  of  the  country  or  in  the 
local  tribunals,  except  those  who  possessed 
the  confidence  of  their  fellow-citizens. 
Others  might  be  disposed  to  give  diiferent 
counsel,  but  be  was  sure  of  this,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  adopted  their  advice,  he 
would  forfeit,  for  the  little  purposes  of 
party  and  for  the  triumph  of  an  hour,  the 
vital  interests  of  the  country  and  the  per- 
manence of  his  fame. 

Sir  James  Graham:  Sir,— when  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  resumed  his 
seat  first  gave  notice  of  his  intention  of 
bringing  this  subject  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House,  I  took  the  earliest  op- 
portunity of  expressing  to  him  my  thanka 
on  that  account,  Until  this  morning  I 
certainly  felt  that  I  was  under  great  obli- 
gations to  the  hon.  Member;  for,  after  all 
that  has  been  said  here  and  elsewhefo 
with  respect  lo  my  oonduct  on  ibis  par- 
lioolar  subject,  I  felt  satisfied  that  he  waa 
about  to  bring  that  conduct  under  the  no* 
tice  of  the  House  in  some  tangible  shape, 
on  which  I  might  appeal  to  its  deliberate 
judgment,  and  by  which  my  eonduct 
might  be  submitted  to  it  in  such  a  man- 
ner  as  would  enable  me  to  ascertain  whe« 
ther  the  House  of  Commons  condemned 
me  wholly,  or  whether,  on  the  contrary, 
it  thought  that  my  conduct  was  worthy  of 
reprobation.  Until  this  morning  nothing 
could  be  more  vague  than  the  terms  of 
the  notice  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
placed  upon  the  book.  It  was,  simply,  a 
general  notice  to  call  the  attention  of  this 
House  to  the  recent  appointment  of  mu- 
nicipal magistrates ;  but,  to  my  surprise, 
this  morning  I  found,  without  any  public 
notification  given  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  precise  terms  of  the  mo- 
tion which  he  has  this  evening  made.  Now 
let  me  remind  the  House  what  is  the  na- 
ture of  the  speech  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  thought  fit  to  make  as  a  preface 
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to  that  BOlioD.  He  has  recalled  to  the 
rcodUeetion  of  ihe  Hoase  the  deolaratioD 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  (Lord  J.  Rnfliell)  made  at  the 
tint  of  paning  the  Municipal  Reform 
Bill— namely,  that  any  abuse  of  the  pre« 
rogatife  of  the  Crown  on  the  part  of  the 
SMietary  of  State  in  recommending  per- 
was  to  be  placed  on  municipal  coromis- 
lions  would  be  noticed  by  this  House. 
Not  satisfied  with  that,  he  has  gone  on  to 
designate  my  conduct  in  the  terms  which 
I  will  now  repeat  to  the  House,  for  I  have 
taken  down  the  very  words.  He  has 
laid  that 

**My  course  is  highly  to  be  condemned ;" 
*<  that  1  have  taken  a  singular  view  of  the  duty 
of  vy  bigh  office  ;*'  ^^that  I  have  strained  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown  -^  "  that  the  interesU 
of  the  people  are  deeply  interwoven  in  the 
qaestioia  now  before  you  j*'  <<  t(iat  there  has  been 
no  parUlel  in  the  history  of  this  country  of 
such  an  abuse  of  power  since  the  time  of 
Charles  the  Second  -^  **  and  that  he  hopes  that 
thb  House  will  interpose  to  cheek  so  great 
an  evil.  '* 

These  are  the  declarations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman^  declarations  which,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  he  is  fully  entitled  to 
nake,  and  which  I  have  no  right  to  com- 
plain of  whatever,  since  they  hate  been 
boldly  and  openly  made  to  my  face.  Yet 
entertaining  this  opinion  of  my  conduct 
^-haying  formed  his  opinions  so  decidedly, 
before  waiting  to  hear  what  I  may  be  able 
to  urge  in  my  own  yindieation^coming 
fresh  from  the  calm  atmosphere  of  that 
judicial  tribunal,  the  Southampton  Oom- 
nhtee — ^what  is  the  motion  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  concluded?  It 
might,  at  least,  have  been  expected  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  made  some 
motion  directly  condemnatory  of  my  pro. 
ceedingtyor  moved  an  Address  to  her  Ma- 
jesty to  remove  me  from  her  councils.  If 
the  hon.  Member  really  entertains  the 
opinkm  be  has  expressed,  no  motion  could 
be  too  atronr;  but  what  is  the  miserable 
nbterfage,  the  wretched  evasion  by  which 
he  escapes  from  a  vote  of  this  House  ? 
Why,  he  concludes  with  asking  for  the 
preduction  of  papers  which  he  knows  it 
isiapoesible  for  the  Government  to  re- 
fuse. 1  candidly  avow  I  am,  as  her  Ma- 
jestyS  Adviser  in  this  matter,  responsible 
for  these  appointments.  The  hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  saya  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
teehnically  responsible.  I  do  not  see  any 
reason  foir  evaaing  the  full  responsibility  of 
ay  oftce^  and  I  now  tell  the  hon.  Member^ 


and  I  tell  the  House,  that  I,  aad  I  only,  asa 
responsible  for  the  advice  givan  to  her  Ma- 
jesty with  respect  to  these  appointments. 
The  hon.  Member  says,  that  it  is  most 
desirable  to  have  magistrates  free  from 
political  bias ;  while  he,  at  the  same  time, 
expatiated  largely  on  the  advantages  of 
having  municipal  magistrates,  chosen  by 
the  people.  Really,  in  the  present  state 
of  parties  in  this  oountry-.-altnough  it  may 
be  most  desirable  to  have  magistrates  free 
from  all  political  bias,  I  ask  whether  thoae 
magistrates  being  chosen  by  the  rate* 
payers,  it  is  not  absurd,  to  expect  to 
find  men  free  f^om  political  bias  7  They 
must  be  angels  and  not  men  if  they  are  so. 
If  it  were  possible  to  find  such  persons, 
then  i  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
it  is  desirable  that  those  who  exercise  ju- 
dicial functions  within  the  narrow  circle  of 
these  places,  having  a  separate  jurisdiction 
should  not  form,  as  the  hon.  Member  has 
termed  it,  a  packed  tribunal.  It  is  most 
true,  that  the  communities  within  the 
boundaries  of  these  places  have,  in  many 
instances,  access,  in  matters  immediately 
affeoiinc  their  property  and  lives,  to  no 
other  tribunal,  and  it  is  of  the  last  import- 
ance that  communities  so  circumstanced, 
should  haye  confidence  in  the  justice  of 
those  who  exercise  the  jurisdiction.  Aa 
the  hon.  Gentleman  says,  it  is  not  inst, 
it  is  not  safe,  that  persons  exereising 
authority  in  those  limited  communities 
should  be  tainted  whh  the  character  of 
partisans,  or  that  the  tribunals  should  be 
so  composed  as  to  assume  an  exclosiva 
character.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  baa, 
at  the  same  time,  said  that  he  has  no 
oomplaint  to  make  of  the  individuals 
appointed  by  me,  although  so  minute  was 
the  criticism  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
when  he  talked  of  Hull,  a  place  which  he 
and  I  both  have  had  the  honour  of  lepre- 
senting,  whilst  be  distinctly  admitted,  that 
with  respeet  to  one  of  the  Gentlemen 
whom  I  recommended  to  the  Crown  to  be 
appointed  magistrates,  he  had  not  one 
word  to  say  against  him,  he  nevertheless 
objected  to  the  particular  place  in  the  list 
which  the  name  of  Dr.  Alderson  happened 
to  assume.  I  know  not  any  reason  why 
Dr.  Alderson^  name  should  appear  in 
that  particular  place,  except  an  alpha- 
betical reason,  the  name  beginning  with 
the  letter  A ;  but  with  all  minute  criticism 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  is  the  strong<« 
est  objection  which  he  has  urged  against 
the  appointment  of  B?»eS«?y»^^(3gk 
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But  I  mean  distinctly  and  frankly  to 
avow,  what  were  the  circumstances  in 
which  I  found  the  municipal  magistracy, 
when  I  had  the  honour  to  become  one  of 
her  Majesty's  responsible  advisers.  I  do 
not  mean  to  go  into  any  details  more 
minute  than  I  can  avoid  with  respect  to 
this  or  that  particular  town;  but  I  will 
mention  generally  what  was  the  state  of 
the  magistracy  in  the  municipal  bodies 
when  I  came  into  office,  and  what  were 
the  motives  which  actuated  my  conduct 
in  reference  to  the  appointments  recom- 
mended by  me ;  and  having  done  so,  I 
shall  then  leave  it  to  the  House  to  deter- 
mine whether  I  have  forfeited  their  con- 
fidence by  the  course  I  have  pursued. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  correctly  referred  to 
what  took  place  on  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  with  respect  to  the  statement 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
who  was  then  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department.  It  had  been  proposed 
by  the  late  Government,  that  the  muni- 
cipal magistrates  should  not  be  appointed 
by  the  Crown,  but  should  be  elected  by 
the  town-council.  The  clause  containing 
that  enactment,  after  a  full  discussion,  was 
rejected. 

Lord  /•  Russell :  It  was  not  proposed 
that  the  magistrates  should  be  elected 
by  the  town-councils,  but  only  that  they 
should  be  appointed  upon  their  recom- 
mendation. 

Sir  J.  Graham :  I  am  sure  the  noble 
Lord  will  admit,  that  it  was  first  proposed 
that  the  municipal  magistrates  should  be 
elected,  and  not  nominated  by  the  Crown. 
Does  the  noble  Lord  dissent  from  that  ? 
I  really  thought  there  would  be  no  dispute 
on  that  point. 

Lord  /.  Russell :  My  recollection  may 
be  wrong,  but  the  impression  on  my  mind 
is,  that  by  the  clause,  it  was  provided  that 
no  person  should  be  appointed  by  the 
Crown  but  those  who  had  been  recom- 
mended by  the  town-council.  The  clause 
did  not  give  a  positive  power  of  election 
by  the  town-council ;  but  merely  gave  to 
the  council  a  power  of  recommending  per- 
sons to  the  Crown. 

Sir  James  Oraham:  I  am  obliged  to 
the  noble  Lord  for  his  correction.  I  will 
state  the  case  according  to  the  noble  Lord's 
explanation  of  it.  At  the  time  of  the  in- 
troduction of  the  bill  it  was  proposed  that 
there  should  be  a  power  given  to  the 
Crown  to  nominate  municipal  magistrates, 
and  that,  coincident  with  that  power,  there 


should  also  be  a  power  of  recommenda- 
tion exercised  on  the  part  of  the  town- 
council.     That   was    the    mode  of  no- 
mination proposed  to  Parliament.     Upon 
full  discussion  that  mode  was  rejected  by 
the  Legislature ;  and  the  undoubted  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament,  and,  without  reference 
to  any  recommendation   from   the  town 
council,  the  absolute  power  of  nomination 
was  vested  in  the  Crown  and  its  respon- 
sibile  advisers.  Now  the  noble  Lord  during 
the  passage  of  the  bill  through  Parliament, 
or  immediately  after  it,  made  an  announce- 
ment, that  notwithstanding  the  decision 
of  the  Legislature  in  rejecting  this  recom- 
mendation, he,  in  the  exercise  of  his  power 
as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  would  not  ap- 
point magistrates  unless  they  received  the 
recommendation  of  the  town-council ;  and, 
that,  by  what  I  call  a  straining  of  the  pre- 
rogative, he  would  frustrate  the  intention 
of  the  Legislature,  and  give  the  power 
of  nomination  to  the  town-council.    The 
time  is  now  gone  by  for  discussing  the 
question — the    constitutional  question — 
whether  the  noble  Lord  was  justified  in 
holding  that  language,  and  adopting  that 
course.    I  have  a  strong  impression  on 
my  mind  that  he  was  not.     But  having 
established  that  rule,  it  was  of  the  last 
importance  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  abided  by  it,  for  the  declaration  was 
express.    I  will  illustrate  what  I  mean  by 
a  few  examples.     Did  the  noble  Lord  ad- 
here to  his  own  rule,  and  in  appointing 
the  municipal  magistrates,  did  he  adopt 
invariably    and    constantly    the    recom- 
mendations of  the  town-council?     The 
first  case  I  will  bring  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House  is  that  of  the  borough 
of  Bridport.     It  so  happened  that  the 
town-council  of  Bridport  was  very  much 
divided  in  politics.    They  recommended 
to  the  noble  Lord  a  mixed  commission  of 
the  peace.    The  noble  Lord  if  I  mistake 
not,  set  aside  their  recommendation,  and 
appointed  five  gentlemen  of  the  opposite 
party,  and  only  one  gentleman  concurring 
with  those  on  this  side  of  the  House.  This, 
however,  was  a  case  which  may  be  con- 
sidered not  very  strong.    I  will  now  call 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  the 
House   to  the  case  of   the  borough  of 
Hastings.    The  town-council  of  Hastings 
repeatedly  recommended   one   particular 
gentleman,   who  was  a  resident  of  that 
place,  as  a  person  most  fit  to  be  appointed 
a  magistrate.    The  noble  Lord,  nptwith- 
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ttaodiog  tbeie  repeated  recommendatioDs, 
set  aside   that  nomination.     But    then, 
again,  it  may  be  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  some  particular  reason  in  this  case, 
which  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion  as 
a  Minister  he  might  not  think  Gt  to  reveal, 
and  that,  though  acting  strictly  up  to  his 
line  of  duty,  this  case  might  be  a  special 
exception  to  the  general  rule.     1  will  now 
bring  forward  a  case  of  a  far  different  de- 
scription.    I  allude  to  the  case  of  Bristol. 
At  Bristol,  after  the  first  election  under 
the  Municipal  Act,  parties  stood  in  the 
relative  position  which  I  am  about  to  state. 
There  were  in  the  town  council  twenty- 
five  Conservatives  and  twenty-four   pro- 
fessing politics  agreeing  with  gentlemen 
opposite.    For  the  sake  of  peace,  though 
there  was  a  Conservative   majority,    an 
agreement  was  come  to  that  they  would 
fecommend  to  the  noble  Lord  an  equal 
namber  of  magistrates— twelve  Whig- Ra- 
dicals and  twelve  Conservatives.    And  now 
observe  the  rule    which  the  noble  Lord 
laid  down :  he  said  that  he  would  attend 
to  the  wishes  of  the  town  council ;  and 
observe,  too,  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Hutt),  that  equality  in  this 
matter  is  most  desirable,  in  order  that  im- 
partiality in  a  judicial  tribunal  should  be 
preserved,  and  the  sacred  cause  of  justice 
not  be   violated    amidst  the   conflict  of 
angry  passions  and  divided  parties.     In 
this  case,  the  Conservative  party  being 
predominant,  they,  nevertheless,  for  the 
sake  of  harmony  and  peace,  came  to  an 
agreement  to  recommend  twelve  magis- 
trates on  each  side.    And  here  I  cannot 
help  observing  upon  the  remark  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  said,  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  is 
pressed  by  his  Conservative  supporters  to 
swamp  the  Whig-Radical  magistrates  now 
that  he  is  in  power.    Was  the  conduct  of 
the  Conservatives  of  Bristol  a  proof  of  any 
such  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Con- 
senrative  body  generally  ?  But  let  me  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  course 
which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
porsued  with  respect  to  the  recommenda- 
tioQ  of  the  Bristol  town-council.     He  took 
the  twelve  Whig-Radicals  recommended 
by  the  minority,  and  made  them  magis- 
trates, but  he  rejected  six  out  of  the 
twelve  Conservatives,   recommended    by 
the  majority,  and  among  the  six  whom  he 
so  thought  fit  to  reject,  was  Mr.  Daniel, 
vho  wat  at  the  head  of  the  Conservatives 
at  Bristol — a  gentleman  of  large  property  I 
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—of  unimpeached    and    unimpeachable 
character — and  possessiag,  in  the  highest 
degree,  the  confidence  of  his  fellow-citi- 
zens.   The  only  reason  assigned  for  his 
rejection,  was  his  age,  and  want  of  health. 
From  1836  up  to  1841,  he  remained  in 
perfect  health,  thereby  living  to  shame  the 
excuse  that  was  brought  forward  for  re. 
jecting  him  ;  and  I  am  happy  to  say,  that 
I  have  had  the  good  fortune  to  place  his 
name,  not  for  the  alphabetical  reason  ap- 
plying to  "Dr.  Alderson,  but  as  a  mark  of 
respect,  at  the  head  of  the  list  of  magis- 
trates appointed   to  that  place.     I  have 
stated   a  strong  case  of  departure  frpm 
that  fixed  rule  which  the  noble  Lord  de- 
clared he  would  adhere  to.     Let  me  now 
bring  before  the  House  the  instance  of 
Poole.     In  the  spring  of  1836,  it  being 
understood  that  Lord  John  Russell  would 
adopt  the  recommendation  of  town-coun- 
cils throughout  the  kingdom,  the  town- 
council  of  Poole  sent  in  its  list.     It  will  be 
supposed,  perhaps,  that,  as  in  the  case  of 
Bristol,  the  noble  Lord  exercised  his  dis« 
cretion  by  accepting  some  and  rejecting 
others.     Nothing  like  it.     The  whole  list 
sent  in  by  the  town-council  of  Poole  was 
rejected.     The  noble    Lord    substituted 
another  list;  and   what  will  the   House 
believe  was  the  proportion  as  to  party 
observed  in  it?  The  noble  Lord  appointed 
seven  magistrates;    and  of  those  seven, 
only  one  was  of  Conservative  principles. 
Before  I  go  further,  I  am  most  anxious  to 
assure  the  House,  that  I  view  with  ex- 
treme regret  the  necessity  of  analyzing 
the  political  opinions  of  the  Members  of 
these  municipal  bodies.     1  feel  as  strongly 
as  any  hon.  Member  opposite,  the  great 
misfortune,   that    the    administration    of 
justice  should  be  tainted  with  party  poli- 
tics ;    but  that  was   not  the  case  with 
which  I  had  to  deal.    I  had  to  deal  with 
a  municipal  magistracy,  steeped  to  the 
very  lips  in  party  politics,  and  it  was  not 
for  me  to  determine  whether  a  magistracy 
should  be  so  tainted,  but  being  so  tainted, 
whether  I  should  with  Brmness  and  mode- 
ration, apply   a  corrective.     I  conceive, 
that  in  order  to  avoid  the  evil  of  having 
persons  upon  the  bench,  who  would  be 
exposed  to  undue  temptation  to  interfere 
in  local  politics,  there  are  two  classes  of 
persons  whom  it  is  the  special  duty  of  the 
Crown  not  to  appoint.     I  allude  to  prac- 
tising attorneys  and  brewers.     The  late 
Government  made  no  such  exceptions; 
they  appointed  pract»^n|^  ^a^r^^^ 
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brewers.  In  i o  extensive  an  operation  as 
the  additions  I  have  made,  it  was  neces- 
sarily extensive,  for  partj  pervaded  the 
whole  of  our  municipal  institutions — I 
may  have  been  betrayed  into  error  upon 
this  point  When  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  in  office,  practising  attorneys 
and  brewers  were  generally  appointed; 
and  through  inadvertence,  I  may  have 
committed  some  single  error,  but  I  am  not 
aware,  that  in  my  list  will  be  found  one 
practising  attorney,  one  brewer,  or  one 
beneficed  clergyman.  I  have  shewn,  that 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  very  strictly  adhere 
to  his  own  rule  of  attending  to  the  re- 
commendation  of  the  town-councils,  and 
I  will  now  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  what  is  very  remarkable — it  is  this 
'—that  wherever  Conservatives  were  ap- 
pointed magistrates,  a  curious  selection 
was  in  many  instances  made.  Some  Coo- 
servatives  who  were  appointed,  had  in- 
formed  the  noble  Lonl  distinctly,  that 
they  would  not  act ;  in  other  cases, 
the  infirmities  of  the  parties  were  known 
to  be  such,  that  they  could  not  act, 
and  not  a  few  from  particular  cir- 
cumstances, were  disqualified  to  act. 
I  might  illustrate  this  singular  fact  by 
many  examples,  but  in  no  case  has  it  been 
more  strikingly  exemplified  than  in  that 
of  Norwich.  In  1837,  six  additional 
names  were  selected  by  the  town-council 
to  be  added  to  the  commission  of  the 
peace;  three  were  Whigs  and  three  were 
Conservatives;  all  were  approved  by  the 
noble  Lord,  but  while  the  three  Whigs 
were  active  men  in  the  prime  of  life,  two 
of  the  Conservatives  were  extremely  aged, 
and  the  third  paralytic.  I  found  at  Nor- 
wich nineteen  magistrates,  thirteen  of 
whom  are  Whigs  and  have  taken  out  their 
dedimus,  and  of  the  six  Conservatives, 
two  cannot  act,  and  a  third  cannot  walk, 
and  never  entered  the  justice  room.  Of 
the  remaining  three  Conservatives,  A.  B. 
is  eighty-six,  C.  D.  is  aged  seventy-seven, 
and  E.  F.  seventy-five.  It  would  be  tedi. 
ous  to  go  through  these  matters  in  detail ; 
but  it  is  my  duty  to  bring  them  under  the 
notice  of  the  House  compendiously,  and 
to  state  the  general  result  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  noble  Lord,  in  order  that  I 
may  contrast  them  with  my  own.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  stated,  that 
the  object  of  the  noble  Lord  had  been  to 
establish  a  mixed  magistracy— not  one  of 
an  exclusive  kind ;  and  I  think  he  went 
the  length  of  saying  that  the  noble  Lord 


had  succeeded  tolerably  well.  I  will  give 
the  House  a  few  specimens  of  the  noble 
Lord's  success,  and  I  will  begin  with  Bath. 
Eleven  magistrates  were  appointed,  nine 
of  whom  were  Whig*Radicals,  and  only 
two  Conservatives.  At  Birmingham  thirty- 
three  magistrates  were  appointed,  twenty- 
seven  of  whom  were  Whig-Radicals,  and 
six  Conservatives.  At  Boston  five  magis* 
trates  were  appointed,  all  of  them  Whig- 
Radicals.  Ac  Bridport  four  magistrates 
were  appointed,  all  Whig-Radicals.  At 
Canterbury  eight  magistrates  were  ap- 
pointed, all  Whig-Radicals.  At  Carlisle 
eleven  magistrates  were  appointed,  ten  of 
whom  were  Whig- Radicals,  and  only  one 
Conservative.  Coventry,  fortunate  Co- 
ventry I  had  twelve  magistrates  appointed, 
and  all  Whig-Radicals.  At  Dartmouth 
six  magistrates  were  appointed,  all  Whig^ 
Radicals.  At  Lynn  four  magistrates  wer« 
appointed,  all  Whig-Radicals.  At  Den- 
bigh the  same  number,  and  of  the  same 
complexion.  At  Derby  eight  magistrates, 
all  of  the  party  of  the  noble  Lord.  At 
Droitwich  six  magistrates  were  appointed, 
all  Whig.Radicals.  Flint  had  the  bene- 
fit of  eight  Whig-Radical  magistrates, 
without  any  infusion  of  Conservatism. 
Folkestone  had  four  magistrates,  all 
Whig.RadicaIs.  At  Great  Grimsby  se- 
ven magistrates  were  appointed,  all  Wbi^ 
Radicals.  At  Hereford  a  slight  dash  of 
Conservatism  was  allowed,  for,  out  of 
seven  magistrates,  one  was  opposed  to  the 
politics  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
At  Hythe  there  were  five  magistrates,  all 
Whig.RadicaIs.  At  Kendall  four,  all 
Whig-Radicals.  At  Leicester  twelve, 
eleven  Whig-Radicals  and  one  Conserva- 
tive. At  Lichfield  there  were  six  magis- 
trates, all  Whig-Radicals.  At  Lincoln 
eight  magistrates,  in  the  proportion  of 
seven  to  one.  At  Liskeard  three  magis- 
trates were  appointed,  all  Whig-Radicals. 
At  Liverpool  it  was  hardly  possible  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  take  so  bold  a  course, 
but  still  he  was  courageous  enough  to  ap- 
proximate very  nearly  to  his  usual  prac- 
tice ;  out  of  thirty-one  magistrates,  twen- 
ty-five were  Whig-Radicals,  and  six  only 
Conservatives,  At  Macclesfield  the  six 
magistrates  were  all  Whig-Radicals.  At 
Manchester  thirty-^three  magistrates  had 
been  appointed  in  the  proportion  of 
twenty-nine  to  four.  At  Newoastle-under- 
Lyme  of  sixteen  magistrates  three  were 
Conservatives.  Portsmouth  at  that  time 
enjoyed  the  great  haj 
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preteiil«d  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  there  the  eleven  magistrates, 
wilhoat  a  single    ezceptioo,  were  top- 
porters  of  the  Goyemment  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was   a    Member. 
At  Richmond,  in  Yorkshire,  four  magis- 
trates were  appointed,  all    Whig-Radi- 
cals.   At  Stockport  they  had  the  advan- 
tage of  twelve  Whig-Radical  magistmtes, 
ai^  the  Conservative  party  not  one  friend 
on    the   bench.     At    Sunderland   there 
were  ten  Whig*Radicals,  and  this  brings 
me  to  the  question  respecting  Gateshead. 
There  are  three  towns  in  the  county  of 
Durham    having   magistrates — Stockton, 
Sunderland ,    and    Gateshead — and    the 
number  of  magistrates  in  them  is  const* 
derable.    There  are  three  at  Stockton,  at 
Sunderland  ten,  and  at  Gateshead  six, 
making  nineteen  in  the  whole.    Out  of 
these  nineteen,  when  I  came  into  office 
only    one  was  a  Conservative.    All    at 
Stockton    were    Whig-Radicals  —  all  at 
Sunderland  the  same— bot  at  Gateshead, 
there  was,  by  some  chance,  a  single  Con- 
servative.   This  is  what  is  called  by  the 
boo.  Member  the  equal  administration  of 
justice  among  the  administrators  Of  justice, 
and  J  am  to  be  blamed  and  charged  in  my 
plaoe  here  because  I  advised  the  Crown 
with  temper  and  moderation^  but  with  de- 
ciskm,  to  put  down  a  local  tyranny  of  this 
description,  by  which,  under  the  forms  of 
justice,  justice  itself  was  nrostituted.    If 
ever  there  was  an  evil  whicn  called  loudly 
for  redress  by  the  fair  exercise  of  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown,  I  stand  here  as 
the  senrant  of  the  Crown,  and  I  declare 
that  this  was  the  occasion.   Bring  forward 
no  trumpery  motions  of  this  description  ; 
let  lie  come  to  the  point.    Let  the  hon. 
Memlier  raise  the  question  fairly  before  the 
House ;  let  him  appeal  to  its  decision,  and 
let  that  decision  be  pronounced.     Let  the 
House  say,  whether  I  have  not  discharged 
properly    the    duty  imperatively    forced 
upoii  me.  I  had  proceeded  in  my  list  as  far 
as  Sunderland,  and  next  I  come  to  Tiver- 
too,  represented  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Palmeraton).    What  is  the  case  there? 
Ptwe  BMgistrates  were  appointed,  all  of 
tbean  Whig-Radkals ;  Totness  had  four 
Wliig*Rsdkais,  Walsall  had  seven  magis- 
trates, only  one  of  whom  was  a  Conserve* 
tire.      At    Wigan,  fourteen   magistrates 
were  appointed,  thirteen  of  whom  were 
Wbig-Radicals  with    one    Conservative. 
At  Ciicster,  they  were  nine  to  one ;  and 
at  Yanooatb,  with  which  I  may  crown 
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my  enumeration,  there  were  nineteen  ma- 
gistrates, eighteen  of  whom  were  Whig- 
Radicals,  and  only  one  a  Conservative. 
These  are  the  particulars,  but  what  is  the 
aegregate  ?  What,  in  fact,  was  the  state 
of  the  municipal  magistracy  when  1  came 
into  office?  1  found  that  there  were  1,026 
magistrates,  and  of  these  bow  many  does 
the  House  think,  in  vindication  of  the 
noble  Lord's  principle  of  equal  justice, 
without  the  influence  of  party,  were 
Whig- Radical,  and  how  many  were 
Conservatives  ? 

Lord  J,  Rusull  was  understood  to  say, 
that  he  had  never  contended  that  the 
numbers  of  each  party  should  be  balanced 
upon  the  bench. 

Sir  /•  Oraham  :  The  noble  Lord  in  the 
case  of  Kidderminster,  appointed  three 
magistrates  of  one  party,  and  three  of 
another;  and  he  is  reported  to  have 
said,  that  his  object  was  to  make  the 
numbers  of  each  party  equal  on  the  bench. 
It  certainly,  however,  did  happen,  that 
upon  one  of  the  Conservative  magistrates  of 
Kidderminster  dying  shortly  after,  the  no- 
ble Lord  sought  to  maintain  the  equili- 
brium of  the  judicial  bench  by  appointing 
two  Whig-radicals  in  his  stead.  I  have 
stated  to  the  House  the  entire  number  of 
municipal  magistrates  existing  at  the  time 
I  sucoeeded  to  office,  with  the  exception  of 
fifty-seven,  who  act  in  boroughs  where  I 
have  made  no  addition  to  the  commission, 
and  who  are  not,  therefore,  taken  into  my 
calculation;  but  of  the  1,026  magistrates 
nominated  by  the  late  Government,  the 
proportions,  excluding  the  fifty-seven, 
were  these — 

Wbig-Radicab    ....  743 
Conservatives      .     .     •     •  226 

That  was  the  sort  of  equality  with  which 
I  had  to  deal  when  I  came  into  office.  The 
individual  appointments  I  have  made  are 
not  carped  at  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead.  He  says,  be  does  not  com- 
plain of  the  selection  of  particular  persons, 
but  be  rests  his  charge  upon  general 
grounds ;  and  let  me  now  call  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  House  to  what  has  been  the 
effect  of  the  operation  which  I  have  per- 
formed, or  of  which  I  advised  the  per- 
formance. The  gross  number  has  been 
increased  by  me  from  1,026  to  1,435.  Let 
it  be  recollected,  that  much  angry  feeling 
having  been  excited  with  reference  to  this 
subject,  I  have  had  the  exclusion  of  par- 
tMular  names  pressed  upon  me ;  bot  in  no 
"•♦•'^jjhave  I  omht^.^.t^|,yi,aip5)^e 
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single  maeistrate  appointed  by  my  prede- 
cessor. Various  reasons  were  assigned  to 
induce  me  to  take  a  contrary  course,  but 
I  answered  that  the  march  of  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  rendered  unsteady,  if  what 
a  former  Government  had  done  in  the 
name  of  the  Crown  were  to  be  undone  by 
their  successors  from  party  motives, 
I  did  not  think  it  would  be  safe  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  enter  into  such  ques- 
tions with  a  view  to  censure  or  punish- 
ment, and  the  consequence  has  been  that 
I  have  not  excluded  a  single  magistrate. 
Having  excluded  none,  but  added  many, 
the  gross  number  stands,  instead  of  1,206, 
1,435.  The  hon.  Member  talks  about  my 
swamping  the  Liberal  magistracy;  and 
here  I  beg  leave  to  deny  any  recollection 
of  a  conversation  with  gentlemen  from 
Devonport  such  as  the  hon.  Member  has 
reported.  If  the  hon.  Member  received 
the  account  from  any  one  of  the  deputa- 
tion, his  recollection  may  be  more  accu- 
rate than  mine,  but  I  never  heard  of  it 
that  I  am  aware  of  till  the  moment  the 
hon.  Member  mentioned  it ;  and  my  be- 
lief is,  that  he  has  been  most  grossly  mis- 
informed. So  far  from  wishing  to  invert 
the  balance  of  parties,  I  am  persuaded 
that  it  has  been  done  in  very  few  cases  ; 
and  if  I  were  to  discuss  the  matter  place 
by  place,  I  could  show  good  reasons  why 
it  had  been  done  there.  But  I  am  not 
now  entering  into  details;  I  deal  only 
with  the  general  result;  and  I  say  that 
the  proportion  of  equality  under  the  noble 
Lord's  administration  was  743  Whig- 
Radicals  to  226  Conservatives.  What 
has  been  the  result  of  what  I  have  done  ? 
Out  of  the  total  number  of  1,435  magis- 
trates there  remains,  exclusive  of  thefifty- 
seven  to  whom  I  before  referred, a  majority 
of  743  Whig- Radicals,  and  a  minority  of 
635  Conservatives.  I  do  appeal,  then, 
with  confidence  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  ask  whether  what  we  have  done  in 
this  matter  is  the  act  of  a  Government 
flushed  with  success,  and  intoxicated  with 
power,  and  whether  we  deserve  that  it 
should  be  asserted  of  us  that  we  have 
swamped  the  Liberal  magistracy  in  all  the 
municipal  corporations  of  the  kingdom  ? 
I  am  prepared  to  vindicate  my  conduct, 
both  generally  and  specifically;  but  it 
may  be  asked,  and  indeed  it  has  been 
asked,  from  what  quarter  do  I  draw  my 
information?  I  am  responsible  for  the 
advice  1  have  given  to  the  Crown,  and  to 
the  best  of  my  belief  the  appointments  are 


unexceptionable,  and  they  are  such  as 
even  the  hon.  Member  cannot  individually 
object  to.  I  have  obtained  my  information 
from  the  highest  quarters— from  gentle- 
men of  honour,  intelligence,  and  integrity, 
on  whom  1  could  depend,  and,  depending 
upon  them,  I  am  responsible  for  the  coarse 
I  have  taken  in  recommending  magistrates 
to  the  Crown.  If  I  am  asked  from  what 
source  I  have  derived  my  knowledge  of 
the  characters  and  politics  of  the  parties 
selected,  I  may  answer  that  I  have  de- 
rived it  in  much  the  same  way  as  other 
people  obtain  information  respecting  the 
worth  and  opinions  of  individuals.  I  shall 
not  state  exactly  what  I  did  do,  but  I  will 
tell  the  House  what  I  did  not  do.  I  will 
give  the  hon.  Member  some  light  upon  the 
question  negatively,  by  showing  him  what 
course  the  noble  Lord  sometimes  took  to 
procure  information  respecting  the  cha- 
racters, and  the  politics,  too,  of  candidates 
for  the  magisterial  bench.  In  the  Buck- 
inghamshire newspaper  a  correspondence 
is  published,  which  bears  date  in  1836, 
and  one  of  the  letters  I  will  read  to  the 
House.  It  is  dated  "  Reform  Association, 
3,  Cleveland  Row,24tb  June,  1836,"  and 
it  is  signed  "  James  Coppock."  It  is  ad- 
dressed  to  *'J.  Voules,  Esq.,  Windsor, 
and  is  in  these  terms : — 

*'  I  will  thank  you  to  have  the  goodness  to 
inform  me,  by  an  early  toach  to-morrow 
morning,  what  is  the  profession,  trade,  and 
politics  of  the  following  gentlemen  in  Wind- 
sor:—Mr.  W.  Lee,  Mr.  Robert  Blunt,  Mr. 
Edward  Bobbington,  Mr.  R.  Tebbott,  and  Sir 
J.  Chapman.  I  shall  feel  much  obliged  by 
your  reply,  and  remain,  &c." 

The  answer  to  this  polite  note  signed 
''James  Coppock,"  and  dated  from  the 
Reform  Association,  was  dated  the  29th 
January;  and  Mr. Voules  there  apologises 
for  not  having  sooner  sent  his  reply,  be- 
cause the  inquiry  had  not  earlier  reached 
his  hands,  and  proceeds  thus : — 

''  I  now  beg  to  forward  to  yon  the  informa- 
tion you  require.  Mr.  W.  Lee  is  a  banker 
and  brewer,  and  a  LiberaU  Mr.  Robert  Blunt 
is  a  saddler,  viho  has  always  supported  the 
Government,  and  voted  for  Ramsbothara. 
Mr.  Edward  Bobbington  is  a  Liberal.  Mr. 
R.  Tebbot  is  a  builder,  of  the  same  politics  ; 
and  Sir  J.  Chapman  is  a  surgeon,  and  a  high 
Tory. 

This  answer  was  delayed  owing  to  the 
absence  of  Mr.  Voules  until  the  29th  of 
January,  but  I  find  by  the  records  of  the 
Home- office,  that  on  the  first  of  February 
were  appointed  the  following^g^ii^fsmen. 
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mtgittntes  of  Windsor: — Mr.  W.  Lee, 
tbe  btnker,  brewer,  and  Liberal;  Mr. 
Robert  Blunt,  tbe  saddler,  who  had  always 
voted  for  Ramsbotham ;  Mr.  Edward  Bob- 
bingtoo,  the  Liberal;  Mr.  R  Tebbott, 
the  bailder,  and  constant  supporter  of 
Gofernment;  and,  lastly,  for  decency's 
sake,  Sir  J.  Chapman,  the  surgeon,  and 
high  Tory.  I  tell  the  House  at  once  that 
I  can  have  no  objection  to  have  my  ap- 
pointments canvassed.  I  may  have  been 
deceived ;  I  may  have  been  unfortunate 
in  my  nominations  in  one  or  two  in- 
stances :  but  as  yet  no  gentleman  I  recom. 
mended  to  the  Crown,  to  be  placed  among 
the  municipal  magistrates,  has  been  con- 
victed of  high  treason.  I  am  not  the  Se* 
cretary  of  State  who  recommended  Mr. 
John  Frost  to  the  special  trust  and  favour 
of  her  Majesty.  I  have  not  a  word  to 
say  against  the  production  of  the  docu- 
ment required,  but  I  wish  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber joy  of  ending  such  a  speech  as  he  has 
made  with  such  a  motion. 

Mr.  F.  Maule,  having  occupied  an  offi- 
cial situation  in  the  Home  Office,  during 
the  period  referred  to,  hoped  that  he 
should  be  excused  for  addressing  the 
House  immediately  after  the  right  hon. 
Bazooet.  He  was  aware,  that  he  must 
speak  under  a  considerable  disadvantage^ 
because  he  could  not  have  access  to  official 
docuDoents,  and  was  unable  to  carry  in  his 
memory  much  that  related  to  the  list 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  read. 
There  were,  however,  some  points  upon 
which  he  thought  he  could  make  out  a 
sati«fiulory  answer ;  but  before  he  alluded 
to  them,  he  might  be  permitted  to  say, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  have 
replied  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gateshead,  with  something  more  of 
calmness  and  in  a  better  temper.  If, 
instead  of  so  fiur  forgetting  himself  as  to 
aDode  to  the  position  presently  occupied 
by  the  hon.  Member  upon  an  election  com- 
mttee  with  the  proceedings  of  which  the 
House  had  been  too  much  troubled,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  drawn  a  distinc- 
tion between  his  own  situation  now,  and 
that  of  the  noble  Member  for  London  some 
tiase  ago,  he  would  certainly  have  spoken 
more  to  the  purpose.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hutt)  had  anticipated  that  the  right 
boo.  Baronet  would  rely  entirely  upon  a 
tm  4pioque  Bort  of  argument,  but  the  dif- 
ference in  the  respective  positions  of  bis 
BoUe  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell)  and  of  the 
right  boo.  Baronet  formed  a  most  material 


part  of  the  case.  His  noble  Friend  had 
heen  called  upon  to  act  just  after  a  statute 
had  been  passed  abolishing  the  old  magis« 
tracy  in  the  municipal  towns  of  England  ; 
it  was  the  duty  of  his  noble  Friend  to  ad- 
vise the  Crown  as  to  the  future  constitu* 
tion  of  that  magistracy,  and  his  advice 
was,  that  means  should  be  taken  to  arrive 
at  such  a  nomination  as  would  give  to 
those  in  the  commission  of  the  peace  the 
confidence  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  various 
towns.  His  noble  Friend  bad  even  pro- 
posed, not  that  the  magistrates  should  be 
elected  by  the  town-councils,  but,  simply, 
that  the  Crown  should  possess  a  veto  on 
their  nomination.  Such  was  the  clause 
introduced  into  the  Municipal  Reform  Bill, 
but  it  was  rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  his  noble  Friend,  when  the  bill  came 
back  from  the  other  House,  stated,  as  an 
inducement  to  the  acceptance  of  the  muti- 
lated measure,  that  although  the  preroga- 
tive was  vested  in  the  Crown,  yet  that,  as 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, bis  ears  would  be  open  to  listen  to 
and  consider  the  recommendations  of  the 
town-councils.  The  best  principle  for  the 
appointment  of  magistrates  anywhere  was, 
that  such  should  be  chosen,  because  they 
possessed  the  confidence  of  those  among 
whom  they  resided;  and  no  man  would 
assert  that  in  listening  to  the  town* 
councils,  and  in  selecting  the  magistrates 
after  having  listened,  the  right  principle 
had  not  been  adopted.  If  it  were  not 
the  right  principle,  why  had  it  been  ap- 
plied to  Scotland.^  Why  did  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  as  part  and  parcel  of  Lord 
Grey's  Government,  consent  to  pass  the 
Scotch  Municipal  Bill,  by  which  the  elec- 
tion was  given  to  the  town-councils,  with- 
out even  the  veto  of  the  Crown?  Yet 
that  measure  had  worked  well,  and  would 
continue  to  work  well ;  there  had  been, 
and  would  be  no  complaint  regarding  its 
operation.  If  the  system  were  so  objec- 
tionable in  England,  why  had  it  been  ex- 
tended to  Scotland  ?  If  it  were  so  objec- 
tionable, why  was  it  permitted  still  to 
prevail  in  London?  London  was  the 
liighest  and  most  important  city  in  the 
world,  but  there  were  others  of  great 
wealth  and  power,  and  why  was  that 
granted  to  London,  which  was  refused  to 
other  great  municipalities  >  His  noble 
Friend  before,  not,  as  had  been  asserted, 
after  the  municipal  elections  in  1836,  had 
issued  a  circular  to  the  boroughs,  intimat- 
ing his  intention  to  listen  to  the  voice  of 
i  the  town-councils  3  Igi^^i Jjjj^^^was  a  grea^ 
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difference  between  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
representation  of  the  contents  of  that  cir- 
cular and  the  reality ;  for  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  pledge  himself  to  obey  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  town-ooondls,  but  left 
himself  at  fiiU  liberty  to  advise  the  Crown 
on  the  exercise  of  its  prerogative.  It  had 
certainly  turned  out,  that  the  sreat  ma- 
jority oi  magistrates  recommenced  was  of 
a  particular  party  in  politics;  that  fact 
was  too  obvious,  to  be  denied  for  a  mo- 
ment; so  obvious  was  it,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  brought  the  subject 
under  the  notice  of  this  House,  and  Lord 
Wharndiffe  had  also  made  a  motion  upon 
it  in  the  House  of  Peers.  The  very  case 
of  Bristol  now  revived,  had  then  been 
brought  forward  and  discussed,  and  the 
treatment  of  Mr.  Daniel  had  been  made 
the  subject  of  much  observation.  Why 
that  gentleman  was  now  put  into  the  com- 
mission, excepting  as  an  empty  honour  in 
the  evening  of  his  days,  he  could  not  ima- 
gine. He  was  aged  and  deaf  in  1836,  and 
for  that,  among  other  reasons,  he  was  not, 
indeed,  excluded  from  the  magistracy,  but 
was  not  appointed  to  the  bench.  The 
House  would  bear  in  mind,  that  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  had  in- 
formed the  House,  that  Mr.  Daniel,  in 
1836,  was  so  infirm,  that  he  had  been 
unable  to  fill  the  office  of  mayor  of  Bris- 
tol in  the  preceding  year.  Was  it  pos- 
sible, then,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  now  attempt  to  take  credit  to  him- 
self for  appointing  Mr.  Daniel  to  the  empty 
honour  of  a  magistrate  of  Bristol  ?  The 
House  had  heard  a  long  list  of  the  names 
places  to  show  the  inequality  of  the  ap- 
pointments as  to  party  politics;  but  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  read  it,  he  was  not 
able  to  inform  the  House  that  it  was  not 
the  list  which  had  been  sent  up  by  the 
town-coundls  themselves,  nor  had  he  ven- 
tured to  assert  that  the  list  had^  been  al- 
tered to  suit  the  political  views  of  the  noble 
Lord  then  in  office.  He  believed  that  it 
%vas  the  \m  recommended  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  boroughs.  Whatever  dispropor- 
tion there  might  be,  be  was  prepared  to 
maintain,  that  the  magistrates  possessed 
the  confidence  of  the  persons  by  wnom  they 
were  recommended,  and  instead  of  injury 
having  been  done,  general  satisfaction  bad 
been  experienced.  He  now  came  to  an 
expression  used  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
to  which  he  begged  to  call  the  particular 
attention  of  the  House ;  it  was  that  justice 
had  been  prostituted  bv  the  appointments 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  London. 


The  Tight  hon.  Baronet  had  complained  of 
the  charge  this  night  brought  against  him- 
self;  but  what  charge  could  be  more  grave 
or  more  gross  than  Uiat  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  himself,  when  he  said  that 
the  noble  Lord,  bis  predecessor  in  office, 
had  been  guilty  of  a  prostitution  of  justice. 
To  that,  and  to  nothing  less,  the  accusa- 
tion amounted,  and  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  declaring  that  it  was  totally,  utterly, 
and  entirely  groundless.  It  was  a  charge 
which  the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  could  not 
prove ;  for  if  he  could  have  proved  it,  he 
was  not  the  man  to  have  left  it  unestab- 
lished.  Justice  prostituted  in  the  boroughs 
of  England  !  and  that  accusation  was  made 
by  a  Secretary  of  State  in  a  speech  from 
his  place  in  the  House  of  Commons !  The 
charge  proceeded  from  one  who  had  access 
to  all  official  documents  showing  it  to  be 
unfounded,  but  who  nevertheless  brought 
it  forward  for  the  sake  of  procuring  a  party 
cheer.  That  accusation  was  that  night 
repeated  as  it  had  slipped  from  the  tongue 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  year 
1836,  but  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  ventured  to  substantiate.  That 
accusation  was  utterly  groundless,  and  he 
fearlessly  appealed  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, and  to  the  people  of  the  mnnidpa- 
lities  of  England,  to  give  a  contradiction 
broad  and  direct  to  the  accusations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Until,  therefore, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  retracted  that 
accusation,  or  came  forward  with  evidence 
to  substantiate  it,  he  himself  must  stand 
in  an  equivocal  pomtion  before  the  country. 
The  statement  of  a  responsible  Minister  of 
the  Crown  that  justice  had  been  prostituted 
by  the  two  Ministers  who  haa  preceded 
him  in  the  same  department  was  not  likely 
to  be  passed  over  quietly  by  that  House  or 
by  the  people  of  England.  And  he  must 
tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  it  would 
not  be  lightly  passed  o?er,  unless  he  brought 
forward  evidence  to  substantiate  the 
charge,  or  honesly  retracted  it.  It  would  be 
believ^  to  have  been  used  onlyas  a  tuquoque 
argument,  resorted  to  merely  to  draw 
down  a  few  party  cheers,  and  to  lead  oflT 
the  attention  from  the  accusation  made 
against  himself.  While  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  making  these  accasatioDS 
against  his  noble  Friend  in  that  House,  he 
had  done  well  to  rescue  his  own  noble 
Friend,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  from  the 
somewhat  remarkable  assertion  he  had 
made  in  another  House.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  reported  to  have  said  in  another 
place,  that  in  no  one  instance  had  the 
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habnoe  of  parties  been  ehanged  in  any  one 
bonNigh   of  which   he  had    cognizance; 
and  farther,  he  ooald  positiyel v  assert^  that 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  bad  not  been 
txerdaed  with  the  view  of  giving  the  ma- 
jority.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
James  Graham)  had,  in  passing,  contra- 
dicled  that  statement.    He  was  prepared 
also  to  contradict  that  statement  by  facts. 
In  the  borough  of  Gateshead,  which  had 
been  particularly  alluded  tO;,^  the  original 
number  of  magistrates  was  six,  of  whom 
fire  were  Liberals  and  one  was  a  Tory— • 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  added  six 
Tories,  subverting  and  reversing  the  ori- 
ginal proportions.    In  the  city  of  Bath  the 
original  numbers  were  two  Tories^  two 
absentees,  and  six  Liberals ;  supposing  that 
the  two  absentees  were  liberals;,    there 
would  be  but  eight  Liberals ;  and  the  ri^ht 
boo.  Gentleman  had  added  eight  Tones, 
subverting  the  Liberal  majority.    In  the 
city  of  Chester,  the  magistrates  were  seven 
—three  Tories  and  four  Liberals.     He 
should  have  thoueht  that  this  might  have 
satisfied  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  [Sir 
James  Grakam;  *'  The  numbers  were  five 
to  two/']    He  repeated,  there  were  three 
Tories  to  four  Liberals,  and  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  had    added  six  Tones.     In 
Dover,  where  there  had  been  five  Tories 
and  seven  Liberals,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  added  seven  Tories.    He  should 
not  have  mentioned  these  cases  unless  the 
l4>rd  Chancellor  of  England  bad  stated 
more— •had  unscrupulously  stated  that  in 
no  one  instance  had  the  additions  to  the 
asagistraqr  had  the  effect  of  changinff  the 
state  ofparties  on  the  bench.  He  concluded 
that  the  noUe  and  learned  Lord  had  made 
tbcoe  statements  from  ignorance,  or  from 
that  recUessoess  of  assertion  to  which  he 
•onetifflfls  gave  way  when  he  had  a  difficult 
case  to  meet.    He  came  now  to  the  case  of 
Foolei  a  case  on  which  the  right  hon. 
GcDtleman  had  laid  considerable  stress, 
and  ia  whidi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aoewed  hk  noUe  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
of  rejectini^  the  recommendations  of  the 
towD-cooncil  after  he  had  laid  down  the 
principle  of  adopting  them.    He  admitted, 
that  nis  noUe  Friend   had  rejected  the 
reoommendations  of  the  town-council,  and 
when    he   reminded   the   House  of  the 
aaeaiia  by  which  that  town-council  was 
eieetedy    and   the  fraudulent  means    by 
whidi  the  majority  was  obtained,  and  when 
he  nad  to  the  House  the  report  which  a 
eoarantlee  of  their  own  House  had  made 
.of  the  oondiict  of  the  returning  officer,  the 


House  would  agree  with  him  that  his  noble 
Friend  was  justified  in  recognising  no  act 
of  that  town-council  -,  and  more  especially 
when  all  the  acts  of  that  town-council  were 
called  in  question  before  the  courts  of  law. 
On  referring  to  the  report  of  the  committee 
on  the  municipal  election  of  Poole,  he  found 
that  the  then  returning  officer,  Mr.  R. 
Slade,  had  steted  that  he  first  took  the 
split  voting  papers,  or  those  which  had  not 
the  full  number;  that  he  then  took  the 
full  voting  papers ;  and  in  every  instance 
took  the  vote  rejected  from  the  second 
voting  paper ;  that  many  duplicates  were 
put  in,  and  in  every  instance  gave  the  be- 
nefit of  these  duplicates  to  the  Tories.  By 
these  means  a  fraudulent  town-council  was 
obtained  for  Poole.  These  were  the  facts 
which  were  substantiated  before  a  com- 
mittee of  their  own  House.  He  said  then 
that  his  noble  Friend  was  perfectly  right 
when  he  rejected  the  recommendations  of 
the  town-council,  and  selected  gentlemen 
for  magistrates,  the  capacity  of  everv  one 
of  whom  was  undisputed,  and  baa  re- 
mained undisputed  to  the  present  moment. 
What,  however,  had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man done  the  instant  he  came  into  office 
with  respect  to  this  very  town,  Poole? 
He  found  there  a  certain  nnmber  of  magis- 
trates of  whom  eight  were  liberals,  and  he 
did  not  know  whether  more  than  one  was 
a  Tory;  he  immediately  added  five  to  the 
commission,  of  whom  one  was  this  Mr.  R. 
Slade,  the  returning  officer  at  this  very 
municipal  election,  which  obtained  a  frau- 
dulent corporation  for  the  borouffh  of 
Poole.  The  very  gentleman  who  had  been 
most  mixed  up  with  the  transactions  to 
which  he  had  referred,  which  were  re- 
corded in  a  report  of  the  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  had  been  selected  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  magistrate 
for  the  town  of  Pode.  He  asked  how  the 
people  could  have  confidence  in  such  an 
mdiridual  ?  For  his  part,  he  never  could 
have  consented  to  make  this  man  a  magis- 
trate in  that  town.  It  appeared  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  subsequently 
appointed  Mr.  Thomas  Slade.  He  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  mistaken  this  Thomas  Slade 
for  R.  Slade,  the  late  mayor,  for  the  ap^ 
pointment  was  not  dated  till  the  21st  of 
February,  and  had  been  suspended  till  in- 
quiry bad  been  made.  It  snowed  that  the 
right  hon*  Gentleman  was  not  well  in- 
formed as  to  the  original  recommendation 
for  Poole,  when  he  made  the  mistake  of 
Thomas  Slade  for  R.  Slade.  It  w^^imoius 
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tbat  the  very  person  who  accused  his  noble 
Friend  of  acting  from  party  motives  should 
hare  been  the  party  in  the  borough  of 
Poole  to  choose  the  man  who  had  been 
mixed  up  in  this  manner  as  returning 
officer,  and  who  if  he  had  not  been  himself 
guilty  of  the  frauds  was  at  all  events  cog- 
nizant of  it  With  reference  to  the  case 
of  Bridport,  his  recollection  did  not  carry 
him  sufficiently  far  back  to  enable  him  to 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
with  respect  to  Hastings,  the  last  appoint- 
ment of  the  Marquess  of  Normanby  was  of 
three  magistrates,  and  of  those  he  nomi- 
nated one  Conservative.  Tn  naming  three 
magistrates  he  took  two  Whigs,  instead  of 
two  Whigs  who  had  gone  away  from  the 
place,  and  in  addition  a  Conservative  ma- 
gistrate had  been  put  in  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  town*council.  There  was 
therefore  nothing  unfair  with  respect  to 
the  nomination  in  that  town.  His  hon. 
Friend  near  him  (Mr.  Hutt)  had  said, 
that  the  town-councils  might  have  erred 
in  some  of  their  nominations.  He  ad- 
mitted, that  they  might  have  formed  an 
erroneous  judgment,  but  be  that  as  it 
might,  he  thought  that  with  all  that  ob. 
jection  and  that  drawback,  if  they  pursued 
the  Scotch  system,  they  were  more  likely 
to  obtain  magistrates  possessing  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people,  than  under  the  con- 
trary system  now  pursued  in  England. 
He  thought  it  was  better  that  in  the 
boroughs  the  magistrates  should  be  per- 
sons selected  by  the  people  themselves ;  if 
in  England  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown 
was  superior  to  the  authority  of  the  law 
he  would  bend,  but  still  be  was  of  opinion 
that  they  should  attend  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  town-council,  as  far  as 
it  was  possible,  reserving  to  the  Crown  the 
right  of  striking  out  the  names  of  any 
persons  who  might  be  objectionable,  and 
adding  those  persons  whom  the  Crown 
should  have  reason  to  believe  had  been 
improperly  left  out.  On  the  whole,  he 
should  maintain  that  persons  were  most 
likely  to  gain  the  confidence  of  the  inhabi- 
tants who  were  chosen  by  themselves. 
His  noble  Friend  had  followed  that  princi- 
ple in  his  appointments;  such  had  not 
been  the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. When  the  right  Hon.  Gentleman 
came  into  office,  he  found  a  large  body  of 
magistrates  differing  largely  from  the  prin- 
ciples of  his  Government.  He  did  not 
deny  it,  but  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
individuals  forming  that  body  no  complaint 
bad  been  made  in  that  House,  or  out  of  it, 


since  the  year  1836.  No  one  had  called 
in  question  the  due  and  fair  administration 
of  justice ;  and  if  any  question  had  been 
raised  as  to  their  integrity,  and  as  to  their 
mode  of  dispensing  justice,  when  that 
question  had  been  directed  to  the  proper 
quarter,  he  would  confidently  apppal  to 
tne  records  of  the  Home  Office  as  evidence 
that  it  had  never  been  unattended  to. 
Under  these  circumstances,  therefore,  he 
thought  it  was  unwise  to  make  this  sweep- 
ing addition  to  the  borough  magistracy. 
He  looked  upon  it  as  a  precedent  that 
might  be  foUowed  in  after  times,  not  only 
to  the  great  detriment  of  justice  itself,  but 
almost  to  the  denial  of  justice  in  the  muni- 
cipal corporations.  In  Scotland,  for  ages 
past  it  had  been  the  custom  for  the  peo- 
ple in  the  boroughs  to  appoint  their  own 
magistrates.  No  Secretary  of  State  had 
ever  stood  up  in  his  place  and  declared 
that  ''justice  had  been  prostituted  there." 
All  had  worked  well  there;  it  was  only 
when  the  administration  of  justice  had 
been  made  use  of  for  the  purposes  of  party, 
and  had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  politi- 
cal partisans  that  they  had  the  charge  of 
justice  being  prostituted.  He  maintained, 
then,  that  his  noble  Friend's  conduct  with 
respect  to  the  appointment  of  magistrates 
had  been  consonant  to  the  feelings  and  the 
wishes  of  those  for  whom  justice  was  to  be 
administered.  He  maintained,  that  the 
course  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
opposed  to  their  feelines  and  sentiments ; 
and  he  warned  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  if  he  pursued  the  system  of  appointing 
magistrates  against  the  wishes  of  the  peo- 
ple, he  would  speedily  lower,  and  ulti- 
mately lose  all  the  respect  now  paid  to  the 
administration  of  justice.  If  the  right  hoti. 
Gentleman  had  confined  himself  to  filling 
up  the  vacancies  which  were  every  day 
occurring,  from  death  or  resignation-^ 
he  had  said  that  he  found  an  undue  pre* 
ponderance  of  Liberals,  and  had  declared 
that  all  future  appointments  ought  to  be 
Tory,  he  should  have  offered  no  opposition 
to  such  a  course.  But  he  did  object  to  a 
course  which  was  bad  as  an  example,  and 
which  he  feared  might  have  the  eflfect  of 
detracting  from  the  respect  paid  to  the 
administration  of  justice. 

Sir  /.  Hanmer  said,  that  when  a  vacancy 
had  occurred  in  the  Hiffh  Stewardship  of 
Hull,  the  Duke  of  Wellington  had  been 
duly  recommended  for  the  office;  but  it 
seemed  that  in  those  days  the  authority  of 
ancient  charters,  on  which  that  recommen* 
d.tloD  h«l  be.u  »«l.,^w^^^^ 
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tlMNight  of,  and  that  the  power  of  the  Crown 
weDt  for  something  in  opposition  to  the 
wishes  of  those  entitled  to  recommend,  for 
the  Crown  had  been  adrised  to  appoint  the 
Man|ne8s  of  Normanby  to  the  office  of 
High  Steward.  He  thought,  that  the  fair 
and  impartial  character  of  justice  had 
been  greatly  damaged  and  altogether  out- 
raged by  such  constant  appointments  to 
the  bench  amongst  political  partisans  as 
had  been  made  bv  the  late  Ministry.  In 
the  town  of  Hull,  at  the  passing  of  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Bill,  eighteen  ma- 
gistrates had  been  appointed,  out  of  whom 
only  two  were  Conseryatives,  one  a  Gen» 
tleman  who  had  a  seat  in  that  House,  and 
did  not  live  in  Hull,  but  in  Beverley,  and 
the  other  had  never  qudified,  nor  aid  he 
ever  intend  to  qualify.  The  highest  testi- 
mony had  been  then  borne  by  the  bitterest 
enemies  of  the  old  corporation  to  the 
manner  in  which  their  duties  had  been 
discharged.  In  1841,  it  became  necessary 
that  some  addition  should  be  made  to  the 
magistracy,  and  the  name  of  Mr.  Bark- 
worth,  a  gentleman  who  had  filled  the 
office  of  mayor,  and  who  for  a  long  period  of 
time  had  been  a  magistrate,  and  had  given 
the  greatest  satisfEustion  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties,  and  that  of  another  gentle- 
man who  had  been  a  magistrate,  were 
poposed  to  the  town-council,  but  they 
had  been  passed  by;  their  services  had 
been  forgotten,  and  in  the  place  of  Mr. 
Barkworth  (who  had  been  called  one  of  the 
fast  magistrates  in  the  kingdom)  and  the 
other  gentleman  named»  the  town-council 
had  recommended  two  of  their  own  parti- 
fims.  At  present,  how  did  the  case  stand  ? 
Out  of  the  twenty  magistrates  in  Hull,  thir- 
teen entertainedf  opinions  similar  to  those 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  seven  only 
were  Conservatives.  But  those  seven  had 
not  been  appointed  by  the  right  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  St^te  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, because  of  political  partisanship. 
He  bad  never  heard  of  the  appointments 
ontil  they  had  been  made.  The  two  gen. 
tlemen  he  had  named  who  had  been  added 
to  the  bench,  had  before  been  passed  over ; 
ihej  were  great  merchants,  fit  to  represeiit 
their  own  town,  or  any  constituency  in 
Parliament,  and  with  five  other  gentlemen 
they  liad  most  nroperly  been  added  to  the 
beodb.  And  wnat  had  been  the  result? 
locfeased  confidence  in  the  discharge  of 
the  magisterial  duties,  and  the  respect 
paid  to  the  bench  had  increased  one  hun- 
dred-feld.  He  merely  bore  testimcmy  to 
the  fSbct  of  tbeappointment^  io  one  place 


which  he  knew.  He  could  not  tell  what 
was  the  sense  or  the  meaning  of  the  mo- 
tion before  the  House ;  he  could  not  un- 
derstand it.  He  believed  almost  every 
Member  of  a  municipal  town  could  bear 
similar  testimony  to  what  he  had  done. 
There  were  no  complaints  made  against 
these  appointments,  except  such  as  bore 
on  the  face  of  them  the  evidence  of  party 
spirit. 

Mr.  H.  Berkeley  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  baronet  had  stated,  that  the  town- 
council  of  Bristol,  having  been  called  upon 
to  send  up  twenty-four  names  for  the  ma- 
gistracy, had  sent  in  the  names  of  twelve 
Liberals  and  twelve  Tories ;  but  that  the 
late  Government,  on  the  other  hand,  had 
selected  the  twelve  Liberals  and  only  six 
Tories.  As  he  thought  this  case  had  been 
years  ago  set  at  rest,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  relied 
so  much  upon  it,  and  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  so  lustily  cheered  it  He  did 
not  think,  however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  quite  correct  in  the  state- 
ment he  had  made  to  the  House.  He  would 
therefore  explain  exactly  how  the  case 
stood,  and  then  leave  the  House  to  judge 
whether  there  had  been  any  exaggera- 
tion. Eighteen  magistrates  were  required 
for  the  city  of  Bristol.  The  town>council 
had  named  twenty-four  persons.  Twelve 
of  these  were  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  be  Liberals ;  but  of  these  twelve 
so-called  Liberals,  two  had  never  voted 
at  all.  So  much  with  regard  to  that  part 
of  the  charge.  Of  the  rejected  six,  some 
formed  part  of  that  incapable  body  of 
magistrates  when  the  city  of  Bristol  was 
ravaged  and  nearly  burnt  down  by  a  law- 
less mob.  Others  were  rejected  because 
they  were  dealers  under  the  excise  acts, 
and  so  disqualified  by  statute ;  and  an- 
other was  passed  by  on  account  of  his  ad« 
vanced  age ;  and  if  anything  were  said 
as  to  the  conduct  of  the  bench  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  the  town  the 
advantages  of  his  additions,  he  could  only 
observe  that  they  actually  appointed  Tory 
officers  in  opposition  to  Whig  candidates. 
Mr.  Broihertan  observed,  that  it  had 
been  stated  there  were  twenty-nine  Li- 
berals appointed  magistrates  in  Manches- 
ter. It  might  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  when  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporation  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  he  divided  with  him  in  favour  of 
dividing  the  town  into  wards,  and  he 
ayowed  that  be  bad  a  great  objectioo  Ut 
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making  the  corporation  politicti,  or  giving 
nn  ascendancy  to  any  one  party ;  and  he 
certainly  did  adTise  the  gentlemen  who 
were  connected  with  the  corporation  to 
invite  a  namber  of  the  Tory  party  to  be 
magistrates.  A  great  number  of  those 
gentlemen  refused  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  corporation,  and  it  was  in  con- 
sequence of  their  rafusal  that  so  many 
of  the  Liberal  party  were  appointed.  He 
was  one  of  those  appointed,  and  he  would 
say  for  himself,  and  for  several  other 
magistrates,  that  they  were  now  ready  to 
resien  if  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
producing  harmony  and  remove  that  op- 
position to  the  corporation  of  Manchester 
that  had  existed  for  a  considerable  time. 
He  did  not  like  to  see  party  politics  in- 
troduced, and  he  did  think  there  would 
be  no  objection  in  Manchester  to  equalise 
the  number  of  those  of  different  politics. 
Whatever  might  be  said  by  others,  he 
felt  fully  convinced  there  was  a  feeling 
en  the  part  of  one  party  in  Manchester 
to  conciliate  the  other,  and  he  was  cer- 
tain they  would  act  cordiallv  with  them. 

Sir  Charles  Douglas  said,  he  did  not 
consider  that  the  House  would  think  that 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleraan 
the  late  Under  Secretary  of  State,  was 
any  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ^Str 
J.  Graham),  who  had  made  so  complete 
and  unanswerable  a  statement  of  facts,  that 
he  (Sir  C.  Douglas)  felt  much  hesitation 
in  attempting  to  add  any  thing  upon  the 
subject,  and  he  would  not  venture  to  do 
so  if  he  had  not  received  such  communica- 
tions from  Birmingham,  Coventry  and 
Warwick,  as  proved  to  him  that  his  con- 
stituents, and  also  many  other  peraons  in 
those  towns,  took  a  deep  interest  in  the 
subject  before  the  House.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  return  dated  July,  1839,  by  which 
It  appeared,  as  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  the  late  Qovemment  had 
appointed  twenty-five  magistrates  for  Bir- 
mingham, of  whom  five  only  held  Ck>nser- 
vative  opinions;  in  Coventry  they  had 
appointed  twelve,  all  of  whom  held  Radi- 
cal opinions ;  and  in  Warwick  of  five  ma- 
gistrates four  were  Radicals  and  one  Con- 
servative. It  had  been  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  acted  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  taking  the  recommendations  of 
the  town-councils,  but  such  was  not  the 
case,  except  when  it  suited  the  views  of 
the  late  Government— the  wishes  of  the 
people  were  not  attended  to  by  them,  in 
proof  of  which  he  would  read  an  eitract  I 


from  a  petition  presented  to  the  QoUe 
Lord  in  January,  1839,  most  numereusly 
and  respectably  signed  by  the  clergy,  gen- 
try, bankere,  merehants,  and  other  inhabi- 
tants of  Birmingham,  complaining  that 
nearly  all  the  magistrates  appointed  by 
the  noUe  Lord  held  extreme  Radical  opt 
nions,  they  stated 

**  The  importance  of  keeping  the  adminis- 
tration of  juttioe  Iree  from  the  taint  of  parti* 
dity  and  political  bias." 

And  they  prayed  that  those  who  had 
hitherto  given  general  satisfaction  as  ma- 
gistrates might  be  continued  in  the  com- 
mission for  Birmingham.  But  what  an- 
swer did  the  noble  Lord  give  ?  He  ad- 
mitted the  number  and  respectability  of 
the  petitionere,  acknowledged  the  petition, 
and  took  no  further  notice  of  it.  The 
clause  in  the  Municipal  Act  which  gave 
the  Secretary  of  State  the  power  of  mak- 
ing  these  appointments  was  introduced 
expresslv  to  prevent  the  administration  of 
justice  oeiog  swamped  by  the  nopular 
clamour  of  the  day-'-^tnd  the  noble  Lord 
immediately,  so  far  as  he  could,  swamped 
it  altogether  by  the  immense  preponder- 
ance of  those  of  one  party,  whom  he 
appointed  for  life.  In  Coventry  (and  he 
would  here  apologise  for  troubling  the 
House  with  reierence  to  these  two  places, 
but  he  had  been  requested  to  do  so,  and 
he  had  a  right  to  comment  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Government  in  any  place,) 
twelve  Radicals  had  been  appointed  by 
the  late  Government.  [Mr.  WUliams: 
No.]  Whigs  might  be  a  mora  agreeable 
term  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  (Sir 
C.  Douglas)  could  not  call  them  by  that 
term;  however  they  voted  for  the  bon.r 
Gentleman.  The  city  of  Coventry  had 
sent  a  memorial  in  1837  to  Lord  John 
Russell,  requesting  that  four  Conserva- 
tives might  be  addM  to  those  twelve— -vis., 
two  old  magistrates,  a  banker,  and  a 
gentleman  of  property.  The  Conservatives 
of  Coventry  asked  only  for  four— but  that 
even  was  useless,  the  noble  Lord  rejeeted 
the  four  Conservatives,  and  appointed  the 
twelve  Radicals,  and  so  it  existed  at  the 
dissolution  of  Parliament  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment. With  respect  to  the  conduct 
of  these  magistrates,  he  did  not  wish  to 
oast  any  imputation ;  they  might  be  most 
respectable  and  fitted  for  their  mtuations, 
and  he  was  ready  to  admit  that  their  con- 
duct would  probably  have  been  the  same 
had  they  been  Conservatives  instead  of 
Radicale;  but  as  it  had] 
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Um  right  hoD.  OeDtlemao  (Mr.  Fox  Maule) 
that  ihe  adminUtratioD  of  justice  had  beeo 

Jaeitioaed  by  the  right  hoo.  Baronet  (Sir 
•  Graham)  without  any  reason  whatever, 
he  (Sir  C.  Douglaa)  begged  to  state,  that 
partiality  bad  been  shown  by  those  Radi- 
cal magistrates,  to  as  great  an  extent  as 
possible,  in  granting  licences  to  public 
housea,  and  that  was  a  matter  of  impor- 
tance in  any  borough,  and  it  was  in  such 
matters  that  political  bias  and  party  mo- 
tives should  never  be  allowed  to  interfere. 
He  would  state  the  facts  as  communicated 
to  him.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of 
twelve  public  houses  and  the  names  of 
those  to  whom  the  licence  had  been 
granted — they  had  all  (wiih  one  exception, 
where  the  man  had  no  vote)  voted  for 
Ellice  and  Williams,  and  not  one  Conser- 
vative had  succeeded  in  getting  a  licence, 
though  many  had  made  applications,  and 
notwithstanding  their  applications  had 
been  backed  by  most  respectable  requisi- 
tions. The  consequence  in  Coventry  had 
been  disgust  and  terror ;  some  not  ventur- 
ing to  vote  at  all,  and  others  voting  against 
their  consciences  for  fear  of  losing  their 
licences.  The  present  Government  had 
added  seven  gentlemen  of  Conservative 
opinions  to  the  twelve  Radicals,  and  there* 
fore,  so  far  from  leaving  the  borough  of 
Coventry  with  twelve  of  their  own  party, 
without  one  of  their  opponents,  they  left 
it  with  a  majority  of  five  Radical  magis- 
trates. He  would  not  now  allude  to  an- 
other matter  in  which  the  late  Government 
bad  shown  equal  party  favour,  viz.  in  the 
appointment  of  charity  trustees  at  Coven- 
try, soother  time  he  might.  He  would 
now  take  the  case  of  Stratford -on- A  von. 
This  town  did  not  send  a  Member  to  Par- 
liament, but  the  facts  were,  the  town- 
oonneil  recommended  to  Lord  John  Rus- 
sell three  persons,  a  Quaker,  who  never 
voted  at  all,  and  had  been  mayor,  a  Radi- 
cai,  and  a  Conservative.  The  late  Govern- 
Bseot,  however,  objected  to  him  for  being 
a  maltster,  and  without  any  further  com- 
muoicatioa  with  the  town-council,  they 
appointed  another  Radical -— giving  to 
Stratford  only  two  magistrates,  both  Ra- 
dicaht  passing  over  the  neutral  and  ob- 
jecting to  the  Conservative— one  Radical 
soon  left  the  tovro  and  then  the  Quaker 
got  in.  The  town-council  asked  for  one 
Radical,  one  Conservative,  and  one  neutral 
— ^tbey  got  two  Radicals  from  Lord  John 
Rosseli.  So  much  for  the  pretence  that 
the  late  Qoveroment  took  the  recommen- 


dations of  the  town-councils.  He  now 
came  to  the  case  of  the  town  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  Warwick.  There  the 
town-council  had  recommended  to  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  seven  gentle- 
men, of  whom  one  held  Conservative 
opinions,  [Lord  J,  Rustell  -—  '*  His 
Name/']  Mr.  Kelynge  Greenway,  the 
late  high  sheriff,  a  gentleman  highly  re- 
spected. Parties  in  Warwick  at  that  time 
and  since,  whatever  they  might  be  now, 
were  very  nearly  balanced,  as  was  proved 
by  parliamentary  and  municipal  elections. 
The  inhabitants  of  Warwick  thought  they 
might  venture  to  hope,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  a  fair  consideration  to  their 
wishes,  and  therefore  they  presented  a 
petition,  praying  that  more  than  one  Con- 
servative might  have  a  seat  on  the  bench 
—it  was  signed  by  about  600  persons,  and 
it  named  two  Gentlemen  who  had  been  in 
thecommission  under  the  old  corporation. 
Now,  it  was  worth  while  to  observe,  that 
although  the  commissioners  of  corporate 
inquiry  bad  ended  their  report  with  some 
severe  remarks  on  the  then  corporation, 
nevertheless  as  to  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  borough,  they  said,  '*  the 
conduct  of  the  corporate  magistrates  in 
the  administration  of  justice  was  not 
called  in  question  on  our  inquiry,  and  the 
absence  of  any  complaint  on  the  part  of 
the  numerous  opponents  of  the  corpora- 
tion, sufficiently  warrants  the  infer- 
ence, that  this  branch  of  the  municipal 
authority  has  been  satisfactorily  con- 
ducted," and  it  was,  therefore,  beyond 
dispute,  that  so  far  as  the  administration 
of  justice  was  concerned,  the  numerous 
opponents  had  said  nothing  against  the 
old  magi8trates«-*against  the  two  whom 
the  petition  prayed  might  be  added.  But 
what  followed  ?  The  noble  Lord  acknow- 
ledged the  receipt  of  the  petition,  he  di- 
rectly appointed  five  out  of  the  list  sent 
up  by  the  town-council,  viz.  four  Radicals 
and  one  Conservative.  He  (Sir  C.  Dou« 
glas)  would  here  observe,  that  it  was  not 
bis  intention  to  say  one  word  against  any 
of  those  gentlemen,  and  he  would  not  have 
entered  on  this  subject  if  obliged  thereby 
to  say  anything  which  would  affect  their 
characters  or  hurt  their  feelings— they 
were  all  highly  respectable*'-*he  only  spoke 
of  them  with  reference  to  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House,  as  being  four  of  one  party 
to  one  of  the  other,  appointed  by  the  late 
Government;  he  had  met  with  great  civi- 
lity from  them  a^  w#j^  ijrom  otbert  qf 
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his  opponents  in  the  borough,  and  he  was 
prond  to  acknowledge  it  in  that  House. 
Well,  some  time  after,  one  of  the  four  left 
the  town — a  gentleman  who  was  now  giv- 
log  to  the  Hanwell  Lunatic  Asylum  the 
benefit  of  his  professional  ability,  and 
whose  exertions  there  did  him  the  highest 
credit — did  the  noble  Lord  then  appoint 
one  of  these  magistrates  who  had  given  so 
mnch  satisfaction,  for  whom  600  of  the 
people  had  petitioned?  No,  he  added 
another  Radical,  thus  leaving  it  still  as 
four  to  one ;  so  much  for  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  this  case,  for  he  would  not  allude 
now  to  their  appointments  of  charity  trus- 
tees, though  on  that  he  should  have  much 
to  say,  when  that  subject  came  more  regu- 
larly before  the  House.  Now,  as  to  the 
conduct  of  these  magistrates,  be  would 
state  some  facts  which  had  been  repre- 
sented to  him,  but  before  he  did  so,  he 
begged  again  to  disclaim  all  intention  of 
saying  anything  to  give  them  paio,  or 
afllecting  their  characters,  for  while  he 
pointed  to  what  they  had  done,  he  was 
ready  to  admit,  that  if  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment had  made  borough  magistrates  for 
party  purposes  in  as  exclusive  and  sweeping 
a  way  as  the  late  Government  had,  so  un- 
justifiable a  number  of  any  one  party,  Tory 
or  Conservative  would  probably  have  acted 
in  the  same  way ;  and  he  now  said  nothing 
of  his  opponents,  he  would  not  say  of  his 
own  political  Friends  who  under  the  same 
circumstances  would  act  in  the  same  man- 
ner— his  complaint  was  against  the  late 
Government,  and  he  would  now  shew  that 
the  magistrates  they  appointed,  had,  with 
regard  to  licensing  public  bouses,  acted  in 
a  similar  way  at  Warwick  as  at  Coventry. 
In  1841,  the  town-council  (Conservative, 
though  formerly  Radical),  sent  a  memorial 
to  the  magistrates,  before  the  day  ap- 
pointed for  granting  licences,  stating  that 
so  many  liquor  licences  were  injurious  to 
the  town ;  but  the  said  magistrates  disre- 
garded the  representation  of  the  town- 
council,  and  granted  fifteen  licences,  ;of 
which  there  were  two  to  Conservatives, 
and  thirteen  to  Radicals — there  were  pre- 
viously fourteen  Radicals;  one  went 
against  his  party — ^his  licence  was  taken 
away,  and  the  reason  given  was,  that 
*'  the  House  was  noisy.''  He  stated  these 
facts  to  prove,  that  although  a  large  Tory 
majority  might  have  acted  in  the  same 
way,  a  majority  of  four  Radicals  to  one 
Conservative  had  granted  licences  to  pub* 
lie  bootes  in  the  proportion  of  thirteen 


Radicals  to  two  Conservatives,  in  a  town 
where  parties  were  nearly  balanced,  which 
showed  political  bias  to  an  extent  which 
was  not  to  be  justified,  and  also,  that  the 
addition  of  some  magistrates  of  Conserva- 
tive opinions,  would  tend  to  restore  public 
confidence  with  regard  to  such  matters. 
One  word  with  regard  to  the  late  appoint- 
ments-«^he  was  not  ashamed  to  say  he  bad 
made  a  communication  to  the  Home-office 
on  the  subject,  and  he  was  sure,  that  the 
course  taken  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
could  not  fail  to  give  satisfaction  to  those 
who  thought  that  the  administration  of 
justice  should  not  be  thrown  entirely  into 
the  hands  of  one  party  alone.  He  had 
written  to  those  capable  of  giving  accurate 
information  to  this  effect : — 

<'  That  in  coDsequeuce  of  the  prevalence  of 
Conservative  opinions  in  Warwick,  they  ought 
to  have  a  majority  of  borough  magistrates  he 
would  not  undertake  to  say,  but  he  did  think 
they  were  entiled  to  an  equality,  and  he 
thought  that  such  persons  should  be  appointed 
as  would  neutralise  the  Radical  majority  which 
then  existed.'' 

Three  gentlemen  were  finally  recom- 
mended to  the  Home  Secretary,  one  an 
old  magistrate  who  had  formerly  given  so 
much  satisfaction,  one  a  banker  in  the 
town,  of  property  in  the  county,  and  much 
respected,  and  one  a  gentleman  of  inde- 
pendent fortune,  also  much  respected,  and 
who  had  never  taken  a  very  active  po- 
litical part  in  the  borough.  The  addition 
of  these  three  left  the  relative  numbers 
thus — four  Radicals,  and  four  Conserva- 
tive magistrates.  The  mayor  and  the  ex- 
mayor  were  always  ex-officio  magistrates, 
they  were  annually  chosen  by  popular 
election.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  there- 
fore, had,  in  Warwick,  left  an  equality,  so 
far  as  party  was  concerned,  and  the  cast- 
ing voice  to  the  people.  What  could  be 
more  fair,  more  just  than  to  leave,  in  a  case 
where  the  majority  most  be  on  one  side  or 
the  other,  the  choice  to  popular  election  ? 
He  considered  he  had,  so  far  as  the 
boroughs  in  Warwickshire  were  concerned, 
made  out  a  strong  case  against  the  late 
Government.  The  present  Ministers  had 
done  that  justice  which  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  called  for,  and  he  hoped  he 
should  be  excused  for  having  stated  those 
facts,  in  connection  with  the  subject,  which 
had  come  to  his  knowledge. 

Captain  Mangles  said,  he  should  not 
detain  the  House  long,  but  referring  to 
what  bad  taken  place  in        ~ 
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had  the  honour  to  representi  he  could  not 
give  a  verdict  in  favour  of  the  course  pur- 
soed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo. 
site  (Sir  J.  Graham).  A  noble  and 
learned  Lord»  in  another  place,  had  se- 
lected Guildford  as  a  place  in  vhich  an 
outrage  upon  the  feelings  of  the  inhabit- 
ants had  been  committed  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  added,  that  in  Guildford  the  ma- 

Crity  of  the  respectable  inhabitants  be- 
nged  to  the  political  party,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  himself  at- 
tached to,  but  that  great  partiality  had 
been  shown  by  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
appointment  of  magistrates  for  that  bo- 
rough. Now,  he  (Captain  Mangles) 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  convince  the 
House,  that  both  these  statements  were 
itiaccurate,  and  that  a  very  different  and 
far  less  justifiable  course  of  proceeding 
with  regard  to  that  borough,  had  been 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  J.  Graham).  As  to  the  assumption, 
that  the  politics  of  Guildford  were  entirely 
of  a  Tory  complexion,  the  facts  were 
these.  In  1831,  that  borough  returned  to 
Parliament  two  Liberals;  in  1831  it  re- 
turned one  Liberal  and  one  Conservative ; 
in  1835,  one  Liberal  and  one  Conserva- 
tive. In  both  these  two  last  instances, 
the  Liberal  was  considerably  at  the  head 
of  the  poll.  In  1837,  for  the  6rst  time, 
an  hon.  relative  of  his  had  been  deposed 
from  his  seat  (by  what  means  was  well 
known),  and  two  Conservatives  were  re- 
turned, but  in  1841,  the  borough  had 
again  returned  two  Liberals.  Uoder  such 
circumstances,  it  was  a  great  deal  too 
ronch  to  assume,  that  the  borough  of 
Guildford  was  of  so  Tory  a  complexion, 
that  it  was  peculiarly  unjust  and  unfair, 
that  any  preponderance  of  Liberals  should 
be  placed  upon  the  magisterial  bench. 
And  now,  as  to  the  political  opinions  held 
by  the  magistrates  appointed  by  the  noble 
liord  (Lord  J.  Russell).  Four  had  been 
appointed,  two  of  whom  (Messrs.  Waugh 
and  Hooker)  had  always,  it  was  true, 
voted  for  the  Liberal  candidates,  but  were 
as  little  partisans,  as  it  was  possible  for 
any  men  to  be.  They  never  influenced  a 
single  elector,  and  simply  contented  them- 
selves by  recording  their  own  votes.  The 
third  was  Mr.  T.  Hayden^  a  gentleman 
who,  in  1837,  did  not  Vote  at  all,  and,  in 
1841,  had  voted  against  him.  The  fourth 
gentleman  appointed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
was  Mr.  Newman,  a  man  respected  by  all 


who  knew  him,  and  a  strong  Coniervatif  e. 
These  gentlemen  were  still  living,  but  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  J.  Gra« 
ham)  had  thought  it  necessary  to  appoint 
two  new  magistrates.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  denied,  that  he  had  any  wish 
to  swamp  the  majority  on  the  bench,  or 
to  invert  that  majority — but  here,  with 
two  magistrates  who  voted  for  the  Liberals, 
and  two  who  voted  for  the  Conservative 
candidate  at  the  last  election,  he  had  ap- 
pointed two  more  of  his  own  party,  Mr. 
Steadman  and  Mr.  Joseph  Hayden.  Was 
that,  or  was  it  not,  inverting  the  balance 
of  power  on  the  magisterial  bench  ?  Now, 
it  so  happened,  that  he  had,  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Warwick,  taken  upon  himself 
to  recommend  a  gentleman  for  elevation 
to  the  bench ;  but  what  had  occurred  on 
that  occasion  ?  About  a  year  and  a  half 
ago,  Mr.  Waugh  was  in  ill  health,  and  his 
life  being  despaired  of,  it  was  thought 
necessary  to  look  out  for  a  successor  to 
supply  the  vacancy  likely  to  be  created  by 
his  death.  He  had  ventured  to  recom- 
mend to  a  personal  Friend,  connected  with 
the  late  Government,  a  gentleman  in  every 
way  qualified  for  the  office.  The  late 
Government  knew,  at  that  time,  that  he 
was  a  candidate  for  the  borough  —  they 
knew  it  would  be  a  close  contest,  and, 
therefore,  they  had  every  inducement,  if 
so  disposed,  and  if  such  had  been  the 
general  tenour  of  their  conduct,  they  had 
every  temptation,  to  oblige  him,  and  to 
serve,  thereby,  their  own  cause.  To  that 
recommendation,  he  had  received  an 
answer  in  writing,  stating,  that  because 
the  town-council  (which  was  exclusively 
Tory)  had  not  recommended  the  appoint- 
ment, it  could  not  take  place— in  other 
words,  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell), when  at  the  Home  Office,  had  laid 
down  as  a  rule,  that  magistrates  should 
only  be  appointed  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  town-council,  that  that  rule  would 
not  be  departed  from,  and  that  his  friend 
would  not  be  appointed,  unless  so  recom- 
mended by  the  town-council. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  would  only  remark, 
with  regard  to  Lincoln,  that  the  six 
gentlemen  appointed  as  magistrates  in 
that  borough  by  his  hon.  Friends,  were 
gentlemen,  than  whom  none  could  be 
found  more  respectable  or  more  strictly 
honourable  and  impartial  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties.  Those  gentle- 
men were,  undoubtedly.  Conservatives, 
but,  notwithstanding  their  appointment. 
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the  Libenlt  still  mtintained  a  majority  of 
three  on  the  bench — a  majority  which 
might  be  always  sustained  at  the  will  of 
the  people,  by  whom  the  mayor,  who  was 
ex  ojficio  magistrate^  was  elected. 

Lord  Robert  Grosvenor  would  state  to 
the  House,  as  shortly  as  he  could,  what 
had  been  the  conduct  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  Chester.    When 
the  town-council  were  called  upon  to  no- 
minate persons  to  fill  the  office  of  magis- 
trates, tney  had  thought  that  they  should 
best  perform  their  duty  by  sending  up  to 
the  noble  Lord,  then  at  the  head  of  the 
Home  Department,  the  names  of  all  per- 
sons who  at  a  ballot  in  the  council  had  had 
twenty  rotes.   There  were  names  sent  up  of 
persons  of  Tarioos  political  opinions,  and 
the  Government  might,  if  they  chose— «nd 
they  might  ha? e  done  so  very  justly,  be* 
cause  liberal  opinions  were  very  much  in 
&TOur  in  the  town— have  selected  the  ma- 
jority of  Whig  prindplea.     What  was  the 
fact?    They  appointed  seven  magistrates, 
thre^   Whigs    and  three  Tories,  and  a 
seventh,  a  gentleman  whose  opinions  were 
very  much  in  favour  of  the  present  Gorern- 
ment,  but  who,  considering  himself  under 
obliffation  to  a  family  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, never  voted  in  opposition  to  their 
interests.    Subsequently  to  that,  the  city 
of  Chester  was  anxious  to  pay  a  compliment 
to  a  noble  relative  of  his  own,  who,  how. 
ever,  could  never  qualify  nor  act,  and  the 
town  council  wrote  to  the  Home  Office, 
with  a  request  that  his  name  might  be 
added  to  the  list,  a  request  which  was  com- 
plied with.    Since  that  time  another  ma^ 
gistrate,  who  was  as  well  Qualified  for 
taking  a  seat  in  that  House,  he  believed, 
as  almost  any  hon.  Member — whose  ap- 
pointment as  a  magistrate  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying,  was  exceedingly  proper, 
was  placed  on  the  list.   One  of  the  Liberal 
magistrates  subsequently  quitted  the  town, 
and  then  the  number  of  magistrates  was 
again   reduced  to  the  original   number. 
Now,    what   possible  ground  could   the 
right   hon.  Baronet  hare  for  appointing 
such    strone  partisans  as  he  had  since 
named.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  no 
notion  of  the  mischief  which  he  had  done, 
orof  the  manner  in  which  that  measure  was 
looked  upon  by  all  classes.    The  town- 
council  was  remarkably  free  from  party 
politics,  and  so  desirous  was  the  present 
mayor,  a  gentleman  of  strong  Whig  poli- 
tics, of  exduding  all  sud  feehngs,  that  he 
had  refused  to  vote  with  his  own  party,  on 
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questions  of  addiessbg  that  House  or  the 
Throne.    The  House,  he  thoi^t,  would 
perceive  the  great  impropiety  committed 
in  appointing  six  magisteates  in  additioa 
to  tluMe  already  acting  for  this  city.  There 
having  been  no  complaints  either  of  in- 
sufficiency   In  point  of  number,   or  par- 
tiality in  the  administration  of  justice.  The 
lion.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Gates- 
head, had  asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on 
what  prindple  it  was,  that  these  appoint- 
ments had  been  made,  but  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  bad  entirely  avoided  the  inquiry, 
and  the  only  principle  on  which  he  could 
suppose  that  he  had  acted  was,  that  he  had 
made  these  appointments  because  the  gen- 
tlemen appointed  were  strong  political  par- 
tisans. The  right  hon.  Bux>net,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  had  told  him  the  other 
evening,  that  he  had  introduced  a  dan- 
gerous precedent  in  proposing  that  the 
income-tax  should  be  levied  upon  a  scale, 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking,  that  in 
pursuing  the  course  of^  appointing  political 
partisans  to  these  offices,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  adopted  a  still  more  dan« 
gerous  principle.     To  the  appointment  of 
additional  magistrates  here  and  there,  where 
necessity  called  for  them,  he  should  feel 
no  objection  whatever;  but  he  could  find 
no  words  strong  enough  to  express  his 
opinion  of  the  wholesale  appointment  ^of 
men  who  had  been  useful  during  the  late 
elections,  to  offices  of  so  much  importance. 
Mr.  Martin  would  offer  a  few  observa- 
tions  to  the  House,  with  reference  to  the 
borough  with  which  he  was  connected. 
In  the  borough  of  Newport,  owing  to 
circumstances  which  it  was  unnecessary  to 
explain,  the  charter  of  incorporation  was 
in  abeyance,  and  it  being  requisite  that 
magistrates  should  be  appointed,   their 
appointment  took  place  under  circum^ 
stances  which  rendered  it  peculiarly  the 
act  of  the  late  Government.    The  persons 
whom  they  nominated  were  three  Whigs 
and  one  Conservative.  This  state  of  things 
called  forth  a  remonstrance  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  then  it  was  consented,  that 
the  commission  should  be  amended,  and  a 
gentleman  who  was  eighty-five  years  of 
age  was  placed  on  the  list.    The  corpora- 
tion being  subsequently  applied  to,  to  send 
up  the  names  of  persons  eligible  to  fill  the 
office  of  magistrates,  they  named  two  gen- 
tlemen, of  Conservative  feelings,  against 
whom  nothing    could    be    alleged,  and 
although  in  the  case  of  one  of  those  gen- 
tlemen, the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
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aotad  in  patiittice  of  the  recominendationy 
Uiat  rocoamieiiditioii  was  alt^ieiher  re- 
jeeted  by  the  former  OoTemmenty  and  it 
was  no  argameni  on  these  grounds  to  say 
that  it  was  to  swell  the  list  of  Conservative 
magistrates.  So  matters  remained  until 
the  present  Government  came  into  power, 
when  the  corporation  being  again  applied 
to  for  the  names  of  new  magistrates, 
they  sent  up  those  of  the  same  gentlemen 
which  had  been  before  supplied.  The 
Government  abstained  from  appointing 
one  of  those  gentlemen,  because  he  was  a 
practbing  solicitor,  but  they  appointed 
the  other,  as  well  as  a  second  gentleman 
who  was  a  Conservative.  Thus  the  num- 
ber of  magistrates  was  increased  to  six, 
three  being  Whigs,  and  three  Conserva- 
tives. 

Mr.  Lamhion  could  not  avoid  alluding 
to  the  language  used  in  another  place  by  a 
noUe  Marquess^  as  to  the  appointment  of 
magistrates  for  the  county  of  Durham. 
The  noble  Lord  alluded  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  magistrates  as  being  indica- 
tive of  their  being  appointed  for  party 
porposes.  It  was  statea  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  he  alluded  to^ 

^  With  regard  to  the  county  of  Durham,  if 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Nor- 
manby)  diallenged  the  appointments  in  the 
boroughs,  let  him  look  to  those  in  that  county. 
Did  be  know  the  state  of  that  countv  with  re- 
spect to  the  magistracy  }  It  consisted  of  about 
fifty  magistrates,  out  of  which  only  sixteen 
vrere  Conservatives,  and  dl  the  rest  were 
Whigs.  He  had  lately  received  a  communi- 
caxioD  Irom  a  highly  respectable  gentleman  at 
South  Shields  to  this  effect,  that  the  borough 
of  South  Shields  was  happily  not  one  of  lie 
municipal  corporations,  that  the  magistrates 
were  necessarily  those  of  the  county;  but, 
that  with  a  population  of  35,000  inhahitants, 
there  was  only  one  resident  magistrate ;  that 
that  magistrate  was  assisted  by  others  residing 
in  the  neighbonibood^  but  that  they  were 
Whigs." 

He  did  not  attach  mudi  importanoe  to 
tUa  attack,  and  he  should  not  have  no- 
ticed it,  had  he  not  recollected  that  these 
appoiiitiiients  had  been  made  by  the  late 
Inike  of  Cleveland;  he  therefore  felt 
bomid  to  rise  and  Tindicate  his  memory. 
He  was  pmared  to  show,  that  in  no  in- 
•tanoe  oouM  the  charge  of  being  actuated 
by  party  politk^  in  the  appointing  those 
■nsistratee  be  iairly  made  against  that 
wMt  Dttke.  Now,  how  did  the  case 
[  ?  Formerly  the  magistrates  of  the 
sty  were  appointed  by  the  Bishop  of 
Dukaas  aa  iUatiae  and  Castos  Botnlo. 
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rum,  and  it  was  not  until  1835,  that  a  bill 
was  broaght  in  by  his  noble  Friend  near 
him,  in  which  ibr  the  Aitnre  he  vested  the 
appointment  of  magistrates  in  the  Lord- 
lieutenant.  He  felt  certain,  that  in  no 
instance  did  the  noble  Duke  refuse  to 
appoint  any  person  to  the  bench  If  duly 
qualified,  in  consequence  of  his  political 
opinions.  The  noble  Duke  invariably 
attended  to  the  recommendation  of  the 
chairman  and  magistrates  at  quarter 
sessions,  and  to  that  of  the  magistrates 
at  ^tty  sessions  In  the  appointment  of 
magistrates  which  he  made,  and  it  did  so 
happen,  that  the  two  very  last  appoint- 
ments which  he  made,  were  at  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  magistrates  in  session  at 
Bishop  Auckland,  and  these  two  gentle- 
men, whose  names  were  R.  Surtees,  £sq., 
and  Gr.  Crossley,  Esq.,  were  Tories.  This, 
he  believed,  had  uniformly  been  the  noble 
Duke's  practice  as  regarded  the  countv 
magistracy.  With  regard  to  South 
Shields,  it  so  happened,  that  there  were 
only  one  or  two  Tory  gentlemen  in  the 
neighbourhood  who  were  qualified  to  act, 
and  at  all  willing  to  act.  He  had  re- 
ceived this  information  that  day  from  a 
gentleman  well  acouainted  with  the  place, 
and  who  assured  nim  that  the  Duke  of 
Cleveland  had  never  refused  to  appoint 
any  magistrate  to  that  j^lace  if  qualified, 
and  he  expressed  a  wish  to  act*  He 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  say  this  much 
with  respect  to  the  county  magistracy, 
because  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the  charge 
whidi  had  been  made  seemed  to  imply— i 
although  it  might  not  have  been  intended 
—an  attack  on  the  memory  of  the  late 
Duke  of  Cleveland.  He  was  sure,  that  the 
whole  body  of  the  magistrates  of  the  county 
of  Durham,  would  confirm  the  statement 
which  he  had  just  made.  The  noble  Mar« 
quess  had  also  stated  it  was  reported,  that 
in  Sunderland,  the  whole  of  the  magis- 
trates, ten  in  number,  were  Whigs,  and 
they  would  not  grant  a  licence  for  a  public 
house  to  any  but  their  own  party.  Now,  this 
was  a  very  grave  accusation  made  against 
these  gentlemen,  and  he  thought,  that  the 
person  who  made  It,  should  be  called  upon 
to  prove  it.  He  believed,  that  the  Sun- 
derland magistrates  were  perfectly  free 
from  the  charge  made  against  them.  He 
called  upon  the  party  opposite  to  take 
steps  to  prove  the  diarge.  If  they  suc- 
ceeded in  doing  so,  he  for  one  should  hold 
np  these  magistrates,  and  he  did  not  care 
who  they  were,  to  puMic  censure ;  but  if 
the  charge  was  not  made  out^  those  porsans 
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were  greatly  to  blame  for  bringiDg  such 
an  accusation  against  the  magistrates  of 
Sunderland.  He  must  also  express  his 
deep  regret  at  the  language  used  in  ano- 
ther place  b^  a  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  even- 
ing, on  the  subject  of  appjointing  magis- 
trates. Was  it  not  distressing  to  see  that 
noble  and  learned  Lord  rbe  up  in  the 
Lords  with  all  the  authority  of  the  Wool- 
sack, and  to  see  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
this  House  rise  up,  to  use  his  own  words, 
*'  steeped  up  to  the  lips  in  party  politics," 
and  openly  avowing  that  the  rule  that  would 
govern  them  in  the  appointment  of  magis- 
trates was  a  consideration  of  party  feeling. 
He  bad  been  accustomed  to  hear  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  and  the  law  in  this 
country  held  up  to  admiration ;  but  what 
could  be  thought  when  such  a  principle 
was  avowed  in  one  place  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  in  that  House  by  the 
SeCTetary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment was  this  the  principle  on  which 
the  magistracy  of  this  country  should  be 
appointed  ?  If  those  who  now  sat  on  his 
Moe  of  the  House  had  acted  upon  this 
principle,  and  he  admitted,  that  it  had 
been  shewn,  that  they  had  done  so  in 
some  few  instances^  they  had  done  wrong, 
but  the  conduct  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment had  been  much  more  erring.  He 
trusted,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  would  employ 
bis  eminent  abilities  to  see  whether  some 
better  and  more  constitutional  mode  of  ap- 
pointing magistrates  could  not  be  devised. 
Mr.  Tattan  Egerton  thought  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  could  be  given  to  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  R.  Grosvenor)  as  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  magistrates  at  Chester.  Till 
they  were  made,  there  was  only  one  Con* 
aervative  magbtrate  for  that  city,  and  he 
was  a  banker.  In  the  four  other  muni- 
cipal boroughs  of  Chester  there  was  not 
one  Conservative  magistrate.  In  Stocb 
port  three  new  magistrates  had  been  ap- 

g>inted  last  Jcdy^hen  it  was  notorious, 
om  the  elections  tijuch  had  taken  place, 
that  the  fate  of  the  late  Government  was 
determined.  This,  itnras  true,  had  been 
done  at  the  instance  of  Ute  town-council  of 
that  place,  who  had  sent  iiD  a  list  of  five 
names  for  appointment.  HeShoped,  how- 
evert  never  to  see  the  day  retu'^n  when  the 
election  of  magistrates  was  to  depend  on 
the  voice  of  the  town-councilV  If  this 
principle  were  to  be  acted  upon,  k  was  the 
surest  wajr  to  perpetuate  the  continuance 
of  party  tribunals.  ^^ 


Mr.  Jerm  could  ima^ne  that  the  right 
hoQ.  Baronet  had  been  misinformed  aato 
^he  state  of  the  magistracy  in  many  places ; 
and,  therefore,  had  been  induced  to  act 
erroneously.  He  knew  that  this  had  been 
the  case  with  regard  to  Chester.  The  ap- 
pointment of  six  new  Tory  magistrates  for 
that  city,  had  excited  a  strong  and  general 
feeling  of  disapprobation  amongst  its  in- 
habitants and  even  amongst  the  partisans 
of  the  Government  He  did  not  believe 
that  such  appointments  could  have  any 
eflfect  in  Chester  in  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers to  that  House,  as  the  Liberal  party 
were  too  strong  to  be  shaken.  With  re- 
spect also  to  the  political  opinion  of  the 
town-council  of  that  city,  he  did  not  know, 
and  he  believed  his  noble  Colleague  did  not 
know,  what  was  the  predominant  opinion 
in  it.  This,  however,  was  certain,  that 
the  recommendation  of  the  appointment  of 
the  new  magistrates  had  come  from  the 
disappointed  party  in  that  city ;  but  the 
odium  of  the  appointment  rested  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  With  respect  to  the 
present  motion,  be  thought  that  his  hpn. 
Friend  had  adopted  a  sound  course  in 
bringing  it  forward.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Ba- 
ronet rejoiced  that  the  motion  had  been 
made,  as  it  afforded  him  the  means  of  ex- 
planation. The  right  hon.  Baronet  said, 
that  he  was  gratified  in  having  the  oppor- 
tunity of  answering  the  trumpery  charge 
which  had  been  made  against  him;  but 
his  language  and  conduct  did  not  show  an 
absence  of  angry  language  and  paltry  allu« 
sions.  He  could  hardly  understana  what 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  meant  by  his  calm 
answer,  when  he  indulged  in  the  expres- 
sions which  he  did,  most  of  which  were  ut- 
terly irrelevant  to  the  subject,  and  many 
of  which  were  evidently  intended  to  cast  a 
slur  on  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Gateshead,  and  to  wound  his  feelings,  and 
obtain  a  party  cheer,  rather  than  to  carry 
conviction  to  the  minds  of  his  hearers.  He 
hardly  knew  how  to  describe  the  conduct 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  regarded  the 
language  which  he  had  used,  and  the  terms 
of  vituperation  which  he  had  indulged  in 
towards  those  with  whom  he  had  formerly 
acted.  What  did  he  mean  by  the  constant 
iteration  of  the  term  Whig-Radical  ?  This 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  coarse 
and  vulgar  term  of  party  ribaldry.  For 
his  own  part  he  did  not  care  about  the  ap- 
plication of  the  term  to  himself,  but  he 
could  not  help  marking  the  animus  in 
which  it  had  been  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.    He  could  not  forget  that  the 
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right  lion.  Baronet  was  formerly  one  of  the 
most  violent  of  those  whom  he  was  now 
pleased  to  term  Whig-Radicals,  and  this 
he  presumed,    the    right    hon.    Baronet 
thought,  was  as  an  excuse  for  his  owd  ter- 
giversation in  turning  from  the  party  to 
which  he  then  affected    to  belong,  and 
acting  with  those  whom  formerly  he  would 
not  hare  designated   by  the  mild  term 
'**  Conservstive/'    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  had  not  fisdlen  upon  one  Whig  io 
his  appointments.     He  seemed   to  have 
avoidea  them  by  intuition.     In  his  400 
appointments  he  had  not  selected  a  bene- 
ficed clergyman  or  a  brewer.    Did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  wish  to  give  confidence 
to  his  own  party,  the  Conservatives,  in 
every  borough  which  he  meddled  with, 
and  enaUe  publicans  to  vote  without  fear 
of  losing  their  licences;  or  was  his  motive 
to  insure  votes  by  showing  that  the  pre- 
ponderance in  the  magistracy  was  on  the 
side  of  the  Conservative  party  ?  Whether  it 
was  so  or  not,  however,  the  system  of  ap- 
pointments followed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, dissatisfied  all  who  had  occasion  to 
apply  to  the  magistracy  for  justice.     If, 
however,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  argued, 
it  would  be  improper  to  have  brewers  in 
the  commission,  or  attorneys,  or  beneficed 
dergymen,  or  manufacturers  in  manufac- 
turing towns,  because  they  would  have  to 
decide  upon '  questions  of  wages  between 
masters  and  workuien — how  came  they  to 
appoint  in  Congleton  four  gentlemen  cot- 
ton and  silk  spinners,  all  of  whom  enter- 
tained Conservative  opinions  ?   He  depre- 
cated the  system  which  had  been  pursued 
during  the  debate  by  the  Ministerial  party, 
of  justifying  their  appointments  by  re- 
ference to  those  which  had  been  made  by 
the    other  party  while  in    power.     He 
thought  that  it  was  better  to  argue  the 
case  upon  more  general  grounds.    It  was 
a  most  painful  thing  for  a  man  closely  con- 
nected like  himself  with  the  legal  profes- 
flioD,  to  see  purely  political  appointments 
made  to  offices  involving  the  administra- 
tion of  justice.    Such  a  system  was  to  be 
dreaded  even  in  courts  of  law,  where  the 
observations  and  comments  of  a  whole  Bar, 
and  the  great  power  of  public  opinion, 
were  actively  employed  in  checking  any 
political  preailections  which  might  appear 
in  the  conduct  of  judges.    But  under  the 
circumstances  which  surrounded  and  in- 
fluenced municipal  magistracies,  without 
parties  to  keep  them  in  check,  and  when 
they  heard  it  open  I  v  announced  that  the 
object  of  some,  at  all  events,  of  these  ap- 
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pointments  was  to  obtain  political  influ- 
ence, it  did  seem  to  him  that  the  country 
was  coming  into  a  very  melancholy  posi- 
tion. It  was  enough  to  condemn  the  Go- 
vernment to  find  appointments  to  judicial 
functions  emanating  from  an  avowed  de- 
sire to  promote  the  ends  of  party  and  par- 
tisanship; and  when  the  charge  was  made 
against  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite, 
he  could  only  shield  himself  by  attacking 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  for 
making  appointments,  the  influence  of 
which  he  was  bound  to  counteract. 

Mr.  Scarlett  thought,  that  in  arguing 
the  question,  the  Whigs  had  much  better 
keep  the  general  principles  than  descend 
to  detail,   for  if  there  was  any  point  of 
their  conduct  which  would  bear  less  ex- 
amination than  another,  it  was  their  con- 
duct in  the   appointment   of   municipal 
magistracies*      He    could    not    conceive, 
when  he  heard  of  the  motion,  on   what 
principle  the  hon.  Mover  meant  to  discuss 
It.     He  thought,  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, was  in  his  conduct  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  magistrates,  as  unlike  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  as  he   could   possibly  be. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  only  ap- 
plying a  remedy  for  the  conduct  of  that 
noble  Lord.    In  1836,  when  the  conduct 
of  that  noble  Lord  was  under  discussion 
in  the  House,  some  harsh  terms  were  ap- 
plied to  it — terms  which  he  would  not  re- 
peat, but  he  did  say,  that  if  the  former 
Government  had  deserted  its  duty,  so  as 
to  destroy  the  confidence  of  the  country  in 
the  administration  of  justice,  such  a  fact 
was  a  good  reason  for  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's attempting  to  restore  it.    The  hon. 
Gentleman   who  had  just  sat  down  had 
talked  about  the  country  baring  fallen 
upon  melancholy  times,  but  he  thought, 
that  he  knew  as  much  of  the  feelings  of 
the  country  as  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
he  believed,  that  the  appointments  in  ques. 
tion  had  given  general  satisfaction.     Men- 
tion had  been  made  of  the  case  of  Guild- 
ford, and  he  would  beg  to  state  the  facts 
of  the  case.    Guildford  had  a  Conservative^ 
corporation  at  the  period  in  question,  and 
on  their  being  requested  to  send  up  a  re- 
commendation for  magistrates,  to  be  ap- 
pointed, they  sent  up  the  names  of  the 
members  of  the  town  council.     Four  of 
these  members  were  Whigs,   and  of  the 
number  appointed  three  were  Whigs,  and 
the  only  Conservative  was  a  superannuated 
old  gentleman,  who  was  incapable  of  act- 
ing; while  the  principal  magistrate)^  1^^ 
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town  was  displaced,  to  the  great  iDJuiy  off 
the  interests  of  the  place.  He  thought,  I 
that  the  appointments  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
were  founded  upon  a  proper  system,  and 
one  which  would  give  ffeneral  satisfaction. 
Mr.  Callaghan  would  only  say  one  word 
as  respected  some  of  the*^  appointments 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
in  the  place  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
representing.  The  Irish  Municipal  Cor- 
poration Bill  had  only  come  into  operation 
since  the  accession  to  power  of  the  present 
Goremment ;  and  in  its  selection  of  ma. 
gistrates  for  the  city  of  Cork,  he  was  bound 
to  say,  that  a  rery  great  number  of  highly 
respectable  names  appeared,  but  among 
them  were  those  of  several  parties  who 
were  objectionable,  because  they  did  not 
reside  in  the  locality,  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  parties  had  given  rise  to 
much  dissatisfaction.  He  could  not  but 
state,  that  among  the  gentlemen  appointed 
for  Cork  were  men  of  various  political 
opinions,  who  deserved  the  full  confidence 
of  the  people;  the  objection  was,  that 
many  did  not  reside  iu  the  locality. 

Lord  JEliol  was  not  prepared  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  merits  of  the  appointments 
for  Cork.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  fully  admitted^  that  the 
appointments  had  not  oeen  made  with  any 
political  bias.  He  had  not  before  heed 
aware,  that  any  of  the  gentlemen  appointed 
were  obiectionable  on  the  score  of  their 
not  residing  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  be 
had  had  every  reason  to  believe,  that  the 
appointments  had  been  such  as  gave  gene- 
ral satisfaction. 

Captain  Filzroy  eould  not  help  remark- 
ing on  an  unaccountable  obliquity  of  vision 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, who  talked  about  the  ''balance  of 
justice*',  as  if  there  ever  had  been  any  such 
"  balance"  preserved  in  the  magisterial  ap^ 
pointments  when  they  were  on  the  Minis- 
terial side,  as  if  the  scales  had  been  held 
in  anything  like  a  fair  position.  Why, 
had  not  one  side  kicked  the  beam  ?  Had 
there  not  been  an  overwhelming  prepon- 
derance on  the  side  of  the  Whig- Radical 
party  ?  and  was  it  not  perfectly  just  and 
reasonable  in  some  degree  to  restore  the 
balance  ?  This  had  been  done  most  judi  • 
ciously  by  the  present  Government,  to  the 
entire  satisfaction  of  the  country  generally. 
Was  it  not  monstrous  to  hear  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  talking  of  fairness,  forsooth, 
when  in  one  town  the  nredeceasors  of  the 
pit  sent  Govemmest  bad  appointed  to  tbe 
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magistracy  eight  of  their  own  party  out  of 
nine  and  in  another  five  out  of  six  ?  He  used 
theterm «' Whig- Radical"  in  reference  to  the 
party  opposite  advisedly^    I]e  thought  the 
term  best  expressed  that  singular  mixture 
of  persons^  that  strange  miscellany  of  opin- 
ions, which  now  prevailed  on  tlie  other 
side.    He  thought  the  phrase  aptiy  eha- 
racterised   a    party    which   was    neither 
'*  Whig^'  in  the  aood  Old  acceptation  of  the 
word,  nor  "  Radical"  in  the  view  given  by 
the  enormous  petition  presented  the  other 
night  with  its  millions  of  ''signatiueS)" 
yards  of  which  he  could  person  Jly  testify 
were  written  in  one  hand :  the  party  op- 
posite, indeed,  was  of  so  motley  a  chilraiiter 
as  to  be  most  fitly  designated'  by  the  com-» 
Dound  term  ''  Whig^Radical."    The  hon. 
Member  for  Gateshead  had  been  surprised 
by  a  smile  from  himb    But  when  the  hon. 
Member  coolly  stood  up  in  his  plaee  and 
said,  "  I  will  undertake  to  advise  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  and  the  rest  of  the  Govern- 
ment," he  candidly  admitted  that  he  did 
smile,  and,  furtherj   be  owned  that   he 
might  smile  again^  nay,  that  he  might 
laugh  outright,  whenever  he  heard  the  hon. 
Member  undertake,  after  bis  fashion,  to 
advise  and  to  counsel  the   first  Minister 
of  the  Crown.    He  was  inclined  to  own 
too,  that  he  was  not  indisposed  to  laugh 
at  the  motion  itself.    Wheti  he  came  into 
the  House,  and  saw  the  hon.  Member 
rise,  with  so  portentous  a    manner,  he 
did  think  a  motion  of  a  solemn  nature 
was   to    follow  -^  that   at   least    there 
would  be  a  resolution  recommending  the 
impeachment  of  the  Home  Secretary.  But, 

'<  ParturiuDt  montes,  nascitur  ridiculus  mus ;" 

indeed,  in  this  case  not  even  k  mouse  was 
brought  forth,  for  a  mouse  has  some  life 
and  spirit  about  it^  hot  this  motion  was 
a  nonentity,  a  mere  demand  fat  papers, 
which  would  be  produced  as  a  matter 
of  course.  Unworthy  as  the  gederal 
afiair  was,  however,  of  serious  considera- 
tion, there  was  one  point  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  to  which  he  had  paid 
marked  attention,  and  which  he  should  hate 
risen  immediately  to  reply  to,  had  he  flot 
at  the  time  been  sitting  in  a  retired  part 
of  the  House,  where  he  was  quite  unable 
to  catch  the  Speaker's  eye.  He  referred 
to  that  part  of  the  hon.  Membo^s  ad- 
dress in  which  he  had  particularly  referred 
to  a  near  relative  of  his  own.  He  owned 
that  the  allusions  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  to  that  nobleman  had  filled  him  with 
extreme  indigaatkai,  net  becaaseh^  w4S 
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disposed  to  take  offence  haatily^  but  be- 
eauae  the  allofiiotis  were  in  tbemselres  most 
tttijast  and  utrnierited.  Tbe  hen.  Member 
bad  said  that  that  nobleman's  bigb  station, 
bis  political  power  and  influence,  bis 
princely  fortune;  and  his  position  in  So- 
ciety, urere  all  employed  in  a  manner  cal- 
culated to  alienate  rather  than  to  gaiii 
fbr  him  the  riesfiect  and  the  confidence  of 
the  m^ority  of  the  inflaeniial  inhabi- 
tants of  the  county  of  Durham.  NOw, 
when  the  bon.  Member  said  this>  he 
would  take  leare  to  remind  him,  that 
the  nObleoian  of  whom  he  had  thus 
inridibuslv  spoken  hM  employed  a  princely 
fortune  m  building  an  immense  har- 
bour in  the  county,  in  working  ex- 
teiisiire  collieries,  and  in  erecting  a  mag- 
nificent iriansion  which  it  bad  taken  years 
to  ratsfe  from  its  foundations,  thus  giving 
occupation  to  thousands  of  labourers  who 
might  otherwise  hare  been  unemployed 
and  destitute.  No  man  could  do  so  much 
nA  that  without  acquiring  the  respect 
and  affection  Of  those  who  resided  about 
him ;  and  although  he  did  not  profess  to 
know  much  of  the  county  of  Durham, 
yet  he  was  suffidently  acquainted  with  it 
to  know  something  of  the  feeling  of  its 
inhabitants,  and  he  could  state,  that  at 
the  county  meetings  which  he  had  at- 
tended there  were  h^  names  which  had 
be^  received  by  with  more  rdgard  and 
etithusiasm  thab  tbe  name  of  the  noble 
Ldrd  to  whom  the  bon.  Member  for  Gate- 
ahead  had  so  invidiously,  so  Unnecessarily, 
and  so  ubjustly  referred. 

Mr.  y.  ISmUh  would  not  attempt  to 
follow  the  bon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  in  making  invidious  speculations 
oil  tbe  nomenclature  of  parties,  but  be 
would  oobtent  himself  with  recommending 
the  bon.  and  gallant  Member  to  apply  his 
mind  to  devise  some  term  by  which  the 
right  bon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Dor- 
chester, and  the  other  secesssors  from  the 
WbiffS,  miglit  be  appropriately  described. 
He  had  come  down  to  the  House  that 
evenibg,  fully  antidpating  all  that  had 
oecnrr^*  He  bad  expects  to  hear  some- 
thing said  about  Frost ;  he  had  anticipated 
the  trumpery  in  quoque  defence  which  had 
been  set  up  oy  the  other  side,  yet  he  can- 
didly Owiied  that  be  did  not  expect  that 
the  right  boo.  Baronet  would  have  been  so 
oppressed  by  the  arguments  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  as  to  have  been  obliged  to  reply 
to  these  charges  by  a  series  of  sneers  and 
toappropriate  comments.  He  owned  he 
was  not  ma&  inclined  to  enter  ioto  the 


general  question.  In  the  first  place,  be 
thought  it  of  too  much  importance  to  be 
entered  on  in  discussing  an  isolated  topic ; 
and  in  tbe  next,  it  appeared  now  to  be 
pretty  generally  admitted  that  id  the  opin- 
ions of  tbe  Government,  partisanship  was 
the  best  and  most  proper  qualification  for  a 
Judge.  He  would,  however,  venture  to 
ask  the  right  bon.  Baronet  on  what  prin- 
ciple he  had  appointed  the  three  new 
magistrates  at  Northampton .  There  were 
no  circumstances  which  rendered  such  ap- 
pointments either  necessary  or  expedient, 
and  he  owned  he  could  divine  no  reasons 
why  they  should  have  been  made,  except 
that  the  right  bon.  Baronet  thought  he 
ought  to  be  consistent  in  appointing  ma- 
gistrates merely  for  party  purposes  at  one 
place  as  well  as  at  another.  He  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  say  amiinst  the  respec- 
tability of  the  newly  made  justices.  As  to 
their  wisdom,  however,  that  remained  to  be 
proved,  and  certainly  the  only  ofiiciai  act 
they  had  hitherto  performed,  did  not  tend 
to  show  that  they  were  the  adopted  of 
Minerva.  As  the  House,  perhaps,  might 
be  ignorant  of  what  that  important  act 
was,  he  would  take  the  trouble  to  blow  the 
trumpet  for  tbe  new  justices  of  the  peace. 
The  House  must  know,  that  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  Corn  Bill  being  introduced  by 
the  right  bob.  Bardnet  opposite,  some  of 
the  boys  of  Northampton  had  thought  it 
right  to  burn  the  right  hOn.  Baronet  in 
tmgj.  The  usual  process  was  going  on 
quietly  enough,  When  the  new  magistrates, 
no  doubt  thinking  that  as  they  had  been 
alppointed  by  the  Government,'  they  were 
bound  to  protect  the  Prime  Minister  froni 
being  burOt  in  efiBffy>  galloped  ofl!*  to 
Weedon  barracks  and  called  in  the  mili- 
tary. Perhaps,  never  Had  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  received  so  great  a  compliment  as 
be  had  beeU  paid  that  night,  for  the  mob 
of  boys  having  been  completely  routed,  a 
military  guard  was  stationed,  not  over  the 
right  non.  Baronet  himself,  who  might 
have  been  tery  dangerous,  but  over  his 
eifigy,  which  was  a  very  harmless  thing  of 
straw  and  parchment.  Certainly,  there- 
fore, whatever  he  might  be  disposed  to  say 
of  the  respectability  of  the  new  North- 
ampton magistrates*  be  could  say  very 
little  as  to  their  wisdom.  But,  leaving 
them  to  display  better  judgment  here- 
after, he  would  only  add,  that  he  had  heard 
the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  he  would 
not  say  with  disgust,  but  with  the  bitterest 
regret,  and  he  would  take  leave  to  tell  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  h^  knew  nothing 
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more  calculated  than  that  speech  to  con- 
firm the  views  of  the  Chartists  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  petition  discussed  the  other 
night,  ''  that  that  House  represented  par- 
ties,  and  not  the  general  opinion  and  feel, 
ing  of  the  nation." 

Mr.  Wakley  agreed  with  several  hon. 
Members  who  had  spoken  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  that  the  motion  before  the 
House  was  unworthy  of  its  subject.  It 
was  a  small  motion,  and  an  exceedingly 
large  question.  When  a  question  of  such 
impK)rtanoe  was  opened  in  that  House,  it 
was  well,  that  they  should  be  bound  down 
in  the  expression  of  their  opinions,  to  some 
clear^  understood,  and  well-defined  princi- 
ple. Now,  it  would  be  impossible  to  say 
what  would  be  the  opinion  expressed  by  a 
motion  of  this  kind.  It  was  scarcely  right, 
for  when  a  charge  so  serious  was  brought 
against  a  Minister  of  the  Crown^  that 
Minister  ought  to  know  what  it  was  be 
was  called  upon  to  answer.  The  House, 
also,  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing a  decided  opinion  upon  that  Min- 
ister's conduct.  In. this  case,  it  would  be 
impossible,  that  they  could  express  that 
opinion,  for  the  motion  was  only  for  papers, 
which  even  the  Home  Secretary  acknow- 
ledged it  just  to  produce.  At  the  same 
time,  he  admitted,  that  the  motion  was 
calculated  to  |)ave  a  useful  effect  on  the 
minds  of  the  people.  There  had  been 
quite  enough  of  crimination  and  recrimina- 
tion on  both  sides,  so  just  let  him  call  their 
attention  to  the  question,  **  What  are  the 
allegations  against  the  Government  ?"  It 
Was  said,  that  the  Home  Secretary  had 
employed  his  power  for  a  political  purpose 
•»for  a  political  purpose,  too,  having  refer- 
ence to  the  administration  of  justice.  This 
was  a  serious -i- a  very  serious  allegation. 
He  owned,  he  was  not  altogether  satisfied 
with  the  answer  to  it.  And  why  not? 
Because  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  answer 
was  this-— **I  have  not  done  quite  right 
myself,  but  you  have  done  a  great  deal 
worse."  Now,  he  thought,  that  was  not 
the  sort  of  reply  which  ought  to  have  been 
given.  He  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  think  so  too,  when  he  came  to 
consider  it.  The  reply  was  unfortunate. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  "You  ap- 
pointed political  magistrates  —  it  was  my 
duty  to  counteract  the  effects  of  such  ap- 
pointments—  I  endeavoured  to  do  so." 
How  ?  By  acting  on  the  same  principle  ? 
["  No.  no."l  They  said  ''No,"  but  what 
said  the  Home  Secretary  himself?  He 
saidf  ''  I  found  1,026  magistrates  in  com- 


mission, when  I  took  office.  Of  these,  700 
and  odd  were  Whig- Radicals  ;  200  and 
odd  were  Conservatives  or  Tories."  Then, 
he  said,  *^  How  have  I  left  them  ?  how  are 
they  now  ?  There  are  1,435  magistrates — 
700  and  odd  of  these  are  Whig- Radicals ; 
600  and  odd  are  Tories  or  Conservatives." 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  left  61  unaccounted 
for.  They  might,  when  their  politics  were 
discovered,  be  added  to  the  number  on  the 
right  side.  Well,  if  this  was  the  state  of 
things,  who  could  deny,  that  they  were 
curing  one  evil,  by  substituting  another  \ 
And,  then,  what  a  precedent  they  were 
setting  the  next  Government }  ["  Oh!"] 
Ay,  they  might  say,  "  Oh,*'  but  they  had 
not  got  a  lease  of  office  for  life.  The  day 
would  arrive,  when  the  Radicals  would 
have  their  turn.  They  must  take  an  im- 
portant step,  then,  to  swamp  the  great  evil 
the  Tories  were  creating.  Yea;  and  it 
was  impossible  to  reflect  on  such  a  state  of 
things,  without  pain,  it  was  impossible 
to  look  at  such  circumstances  without  sor- 
row, and  without  regret.  He  did  say,  it 
was  next  to  impossible,  that  the  people 
could  receive  justice  at  the  hands  of  justices 
so  appointed.  There  must  be  confficts 
between  the  magistrates  on  either  side,  for 
they  must  know,  that  they  were  appointed, 
not  to  administer  justice,  but  to  support  a 
party.  ["No!"]  Was  not  that  admitted  ? 
['*No."]  What,  did  hon.  Gentlemen 
again  cry,  "  No  V    What  were  the  alle- 

fations  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  at  the 
ead  of  the  Home  Department  ?  Did  he 
not  say,  that  the  Whig-Radicals  had  se- 
cured  a  preponderance  m  power  for  their 
party  in  the  magisterial  department,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  to  correct  that  pre- 
ponderance by  appointing  others  of  oppo- 
site principles  ?  Now,  he  would  contend, 
that  from  the  statements  made,  it  was  evi- 
dent, that  both  parties  made  their  selection 
of  persons  to  be  appointed  to  the  magisterial 
office,  rather  because  the  persons  to  be  ap- 
pointed were  political  partisans,  than  that 
they  manifested  high  mental  and  moral 
qudifications  for  the  discharge  of  the  magis- 
terial duties.  Was  it  not  disgusting  and 
disgraceful,  in  the  last  degree,  to  hear  such 
notes  as  those  which  had  been  addressed  to 
Windsor,  with  respect  to  the  persons  to  be 
appointed  to  judicial  offices?  The  ques- 
tions ccmtained  in  those  missives,  referred 
to  the  political  opinions  and  partisanship  of 
the  persons  to  whom  they  related,  and  not 
to  their  mental  capabilities,  their  intellec- 
tual acquirements,  their  moral  worth,  and 
the  degree  of  respect  in  whidi  thev  were 
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held  by  their  fellow-townsmen.  No^  these 
were  not  the  questions  or  qualifications 
required.  All  that  was  required  was  to 
ascertain  how  far  they  were  likely  to  go, 
as  pettifojgging  intriguers  and  political  par- 
tisans. This^  it  appeared,  was  the  rule 
laid  down  for  the  selection  of  magistrates, 
and  it  was  a  rule  which  was  acted  upon  by 
both  parties.  This  was  the  practice  of  the 
Whigs  and  the  Tories,  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  if  he  had  occasion*  in 
future,  to  refer  to  such  cases,  would  not 
include  the  Radicals  in  the  practice.  Let 
him  call  the  Whigs  by  their  own  name. 
There  was  no  necessity  for  the  super-addi« 
tion  of  Radical— 

"A  rose 
'^fiy  any  other  name  will  smell  as  sweet." 

Let  the  WhigS  hare  the  full  advantage 
of  their  own  name,  but  let  not  the  Radicals 
be  mixed  up  with  them.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  too,  dropped  the  ancient  name  of 
Tory,  as  if  there  was  any  change  of  per- 
sons or  opinions  in  that  party.  Why 
change  the  word  ?  It  represented  a  great 
and  proud  party  in  the  State.  Were  they 
ashamed  of  the  name  by  which  they  were 
so  long,  so  well,  though,  perhaps,  not  so 
conveniently  known  ?  Why  take  the 
trouble  of  using  four  syllables,  when  two 
would  more  expressively  designate  them } 
It  was  to  be  regretted,  that  there  was  not 
something  more  specific  In  the  motion, 
which  would  render  the  object  of  it  more 
tangible,  and  the  present  proceeding  more 
intdligible  to  the  public  Still,  he  did  not 
r^ret,  that  the  discussion  had  taken  place, 
as  it  would  serve  to  direct  the  public  mind, 
and  call  public  attention  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  appointments  to  the  justice-seat 
were  conducted  by  both  parties.  The 
people  would  learn  by  it,  that  they  should 
have  some  choice  in  the  selection  of  those 
by  whom  the  laws  were  to  be  administered. 
The  Crown  should,  at  all  events,  be  sup- 
posed to  be  above  the  influence  of  political 
motives  in  such  selections  as  these.  The 
inquiry  should  be  into  the  mental  and 
moral  fitness  of  the  parties  to  be  selected, 
and  the  appointment  should  be  made  with- 
out reference  to  political  opinions.  If  this 
were  not  done— if  a  different  course  were 
adopted— the  consequence  would  be,  that 
the  poblie  would  necessarily  be  distrustful 
of,  and  dissatisfied  with  the  Administration 
—and  would  conclude,  that  all  the  ap. 
pointments,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
were  influenced  by  the  same  political  con- 
siderations. There  was  a  political  Lord 
Cfagnoellor,  political  magistrates,  political 


justices  of  the  peace  ;  indeed,  politics  ran 
through  the  whole  course  of  justice,  from 
the  fountain-head  even  to  the  very  lowest 
point  of  the  stream.     The  consequence  was 
— it  was  well  known,  and  he  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  it — that  we  had  incompetent 
judges  upon  the  bench.     He  did  not  impute 
this  as  a  fault  peculiar  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment.    It  was  common  to  all  Adminis- 
trations; whilst,  at  the  same  time,    the 
country  suflered,  and  would  suffer  as  long 
as  the  system  continued.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  now  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, was  sufficiently  powerful,  with  his 
majority,  to  act  upon  a  different  principle. 
The  380  additions  to  the  magistracy,  was 
a  tolerably  good  increase  for  so  short  a  pe- 
riod.    Government  could  now  afford  to  go 
on  with  a  more  sparing  hand,  and  it  was 
to  be  hoped,  that  in  future,  intellectual  and 
moral  qualifications  would  prove  a  recom- 
mendation to  office  rather  than  political  bias. 
Sir  R.  Peel:  The  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
has  just  sat  down,  has,  with  that  simpli- 
city of  character,  so  curiously   blended 
with  natural  shrewdness,  complained,  that 
so  important  a  subject,  introduced  in  so 
vehement  a  speech  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  brought  it  forward,  should 
conclude  with  so  contemptible  a  motion. 
Did  it  not  occur  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
brought  forward   this  question   found  it 
one  of  no  little  difficulty,  and  that  he  ex- 
hibited a  good  share  of  judgment  and 
discretion  in   preferring  to  put  on    the 
paper  this  innocuous  motion  for  circulars, 
rather  than   making  a  distinct  chare:e  ? 
Suppose  the  motion  to  run  thus : — **  Re- 
solved, that  it  is  expedient,  that  all  ap- 
pointments of  justices  should  be   recom- 
mended by  municipal  councils,  and  that 
the  Crown  should  in  every  instance  ad- 
here to  the  recommendations  so  made." 
Now,  this  resolution  would  not  apply  so 
well,  for  when  the  council  happened  to 
be  of  Conservative  opinions,  such  a  reso- 
lution would  not  be  acceptable  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.      Or,   if    the   hon. 
Gentleman  framed  his  resolution  in  ano- 
ther way,  thus, — «*  Resolved,  that  it  has 
a  tendency  to  shake  the  confidence  of  the 
public  in  the  administration  of  justice,  to 
select  a  majority  of  the  magistrates  from 
any  one  political  party."     Neither  would 
that  be  a  convenient  course.     It  certainly 
would  serve  to  bring  the  question  to  an 
intelligible  issue,  but  it  would  not  be  con- 
venieoi  for  the  P»r^o« '-^^fefc^^i' 
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iher  of  these  modes  would  puit  the  hon* 
Gentleman.  He  first  gave  notice,  that  be 
should  c^\\  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  question  ,*  and  then,  having  revplved 
in  hift  mind  all  the  Parliamentary  modes 
in  which  it  could  be  brought  forward,  and 
having,  it  is  to  be  presumed,  elicited  the 
opinion  of  his  friends  as  to  the  course 
which  be  should  pursue,  he  came  to  the 
conclusion,  that  the  safest  course  would 
be  to  move  for  returns  of  circulars,  the 
contents  of  which  must  be  already  known 
to  everybody.  Suppose,  again,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  brought  forward  his  mo- 
tion in  the  following  shape,—"  Resolved, 
it  is  fitting,  that  in  the  selection  of  magis* 
trates,  the  opinions  of  political  partisans 
should  be  entirely  excluded,  and  that  the 
Crown,  without  reference  to  town-councils 
or  others,  select  those  whom  the  Crown 
conceives  best  fitted  for  the  office."  If 
the  hon.  Member  brought  forward  such 
a  motion,  I  could  vote  for  it,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbory  could  vote  for  it, 
but  surely  such  a  resolution  could  not  be 
supported  by  those  who  think  political 
bodies  are  the  fitting  persons  to  recom* 
mend  to  such  appointments.  It  is  true, 
that  living  as  we  do  under  free  institutions, 
we  roust  submit  to  some  of  the  inconve- 
niences with  which  those  institutions  are 
necessarily  attended.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, all  appointments  must  be,  in 
some  degree,  tainted  by  political  predilec- 
tions. If  the  Government  were  despotic, 
if  our  institutions  were  arbitrary,  if  public 
opinion  possessed  no  influence,  we  might 
escape  the  evils  attendant  upon  party 
feeling,  and  might  be  able  to  find  and  to 
select  candidates  for  the  magistracy  free 
from  party  leaning  or  political  bias.  But 
if,  as  I  believe  they  do,  the  advantages 
derived  from  free  institutions  and  a  free 
Government  infinitely  outweigh  those  per- 
taioing  to  a  despotism,  we  must  expect 
and  endure  the  evils  inherent  in  such  free 
institutions.  It  is  in  a  society,  such  as 
this,  constituted  under  these  institutions, 
that  men  like  Lord  Lynd hurst  can  elevate 
themselves  from  the  lowest  point  of  their 
professional  rank  to  the  very  highest. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  should  not 
forget  what  advantages  these  institutions 
are  capable  of  conferring  on  men  in  his  and 
in  my  position.  Looking  at  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  at  the  bolder 
of  a  similar  office  in  this  country,  and 
seeing,  that  they  are  positions  to  which 
men  in  oar  own  class  may  aspirOi  we 


should  not  dwell  too  much  on  the  evils 
inalienable  frpiq  free  institutions,  nor  dis- 
card them  for  the  purpose  of  realizing 
son^e  of  the  advantages  pertaining  to  des- 
potic Governments.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  and  others  misrepresented,  or 
perhaps,  misunderstood,  some  expressions 
used  by  a  noble  and  learned  Friend  pf 
mine  in  another  House^  as  well  as  those 
whiph  fell  from  my  right  hon,  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  Wo 
do  not  defend  the  appointments  which 
we  have  made  upon  the  ground  that  it 
was  desirable  to  have  political  partisans 
amongst  the  magistrates;  on  the  con- 
trary, we  endeavour  to  exclude  as  much 
as  possible,  anything  like  partisanship; 
but  whilst  our  institutions  are  free,  it  would 
be  utterly  impossible  to  effect  that  object. 
It  would  be  possible  to  substitute,  instead 
of  an  unpaid  magistracy,  professional  men 
of  greater  learning  or  acquirements,  pay- 
ing them  large  salaries ;  but  even  then, 
whilst  our  institutions  continue  as  they 
are,  you  cannot  altogether  exclude  politi- 
cal feeling.  Such  a  class  of  magistrates 
must  be  appointed  by  the  Government 
for  the  time  being,  and  any  unpopular 
decisions  or  judgments  at  which  they 
might  arrive  would  render  them  as  liable 
to  the  imputations  of  partisanship  as  those 
who  now  receive  no  other  reward  than  the 
consciousness  of  administering  equal  jus- 
tice to  the  best  of  their  power  to  all  classes 
of  her  Majesty's  subjects.  In  a  country 
like  this^  let  the  magistrates  be  constituted 
as  they  may,  it  will  be  impossible  to  keep 
them  clear  from  the  suspicions  of  political 
bias  which  must  necessarily  attach  to 
then).  The  ground  of  justification  which 
we  assume  is  this : — If  we  find  magistrates, 
no  matter  frpm  whatever  motives,  taken 
chiefly  from  one  political  party,  and  in 
many  towns  predominating  in  a  degree 
not  justified  by  the  example  of  the  prede- 
cessors of  the  Government  by  whom  they 
were  appointed,  we  hold  it  best  for  the 
security  of  the  administration  of  justice, 
and  the  estimation  in  which  it  should  be 
held  by  the  people,  to  make  the  balance 
more  equal  between  the  two  parties.  W^ 
say  to  them,  <*  We  cannot  strip  you  of 
yoprpolitical  prepossessions  and  prejudioea, 
but  we  will  take  the  beat  security  in  our 
power  to  guard  against  any  abuse  of  your 
office  to  which  those  prepossessions  might 
lead,  by  placing  upon  the  bench  men  who 
hold  political  opinions  different  from 
yoors.**    ThiS|  surely,  is  no  recriminatorr 
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coufM.  This  is  no  iu  quoquo  argument. 
I  do  not  defend  the  appointments  on  that 
gioond ;  but  I  do  say,  that  an  approach  to 
an  equalisation  of  the  magistracy  has  a 
tendency  to  beget  in  the  public  mind  a 
confidence  in  the  administration  of  equal 
jostifBe,  for  it  is  impossible  for  the  public 
to  suppose  that  the  law  ci^n  be  equally  ad- 
ministered when  the  administration  is  con* 
fined  exelusireW  to  the  hands  of  one 
political  party.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
been  accused  of  shaking  the  reliance  of 
pablic  opinion  on  the  pure  administration 
of  justice,  by  procuring  a  preponderance 
in  the  magistracy  for  the  Conservative 
party.  One  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  in 
the  borough  of  Guildford  there  were  three 
magistrates  who  did  not  belong  to  any 
party,  though  they  voted  for  him,  and  that 
they  were  men  of  moderate  politics.  He 
said,  that  two  more  were  added,  and  now 
that  there  was  the  enormous  disproportion 
of  four  Conservatives  to  three  of  the  op- 
posite party,  all  confidence  in  the  admin- 
istration  of  justice  was  gone.  Then  it  was 
stated  that  in  Northampton  there  were  six 
magistrates  on  the  Liberal  side,  and  three 
on  the  Conservative ;  that  on  the  9th  of 
May  three  more  were  added,  and  since 
then  the  people  became  dissatisfied,  and 
doubtful  of  the  impartial  administration  of 
justice.  The  magistracy  there  is  now 
equally  divided,  and  yet  dissatisfiaction  is 
felt.  The  hon.  Member  for  Salford  said, 
that  there  was  a  decided  majority  of 
Liberals  on  the  bench  there,  but  though 
the  magistrates  and  the  community  were 
of  Liberal  opinions,  they  would  like  an 
addition  of  Conservative  magistrates.  In 
this,  I  am  of  opinion  thev  think  justly  and 
wisely,  for  such  an  addition  would  tend  to 
remove  any  impression  which  may  exist  of 
there  not  being  an  equal  distribution  of 
justice.  These  are  the  principles  upon 
which  Government  has  proceeded  in  its 
appointments  to  the  magistracy,  and  the 
new  selections  were  made  to  remove  the 
impressions  which  might  be  created  where 
the  preponderance  of  the  Liberal  over  the 
Conservative  magistracy  were  strikingly 
gr«at.  Let  us  take  the  instance  of  a  large 
town,  and  let  me  ask,  not  for  any  purpose 
of  feeriminatioD,  what  is  the  impression 
likely  to  be  created,  if  I  find  such  a  state 
of  things  as  that  even  impartial  and  intel- 
ligent men  are  of  opinion  that  the  prepon- 
derance is  too  great  to  permit  the  ad- 
miobtration  of  justice  to  be  impartially 
estfcised  ?    Is  it  not  right,  when  we  have 


the  power,  so  to  alter  the  balance  as  to 
produce  more  equality  ?  Why,  even  on 
your  own  principle,  something  ought  to  be 
done  to  remove  the  impression  which  the 
inequality  has  produced.  Let  me  take, 
for  instance,  Manchester,  Liverpool,  Bir- 
mingham, and  Leeds.  In  those  four  towns 
there  are  118  municipal  magistrates.  I 
know  something  of  those  towns,  and  if  the 
magistracy  were  appointed  in  proportion 
to  their  wealth,  their  respectability,  and 
their  inclination  properly  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office,  the  preponderance  of 
one  party  would  not  have  been  so  great. 
The  preponderance  in  these  four  towns 
must  strike  everybody.  The  number  of 
Conservative  magistrates  was  twenty, 
whilst  the  number  of  those  of  the  opposite 
party  was  no  less  than  ninety-eight.  In 
Manchester,  there  were  twenty«nine  Libe- 
rals, and  but  four  Conservatives.  In 
Liverpool  twenty-five  Liberals  to  six 
Conservatives.  In  Birmingham  twenty- 
seven  Liberals  to  six  Conservatives ;  and 
in  Leeds  the  proportions  were  seven- 
teen to  four.  This  was,  surely,  anything 
but  a  fair  proportion.  You  say  they 
were  recommended  by  the  town-councils. 
What  is  it  to  me  by  whom  they  were 
recommended  if  the  disproportions  are  so 
unfair  and  so  unjust,  and  if  the  dispropor- 
tion has  a  tendency  to  weaken  public 
opinion  as  to  the  impartial  administration 
of  justice?  It  is  no  answer  to  tell  me 
that  the  town-council  representing  a 
political  party  in  the  town  recommended 
the  nomination  of  these  magistrates. 
It  is  true,  that  we  who  are  now  in  power 
were  then  in  a  minority  and  represented 
the  Opposition  in  Parliament;  but  that 
should  not  furnish  a  reason  why  the  ma- 
gistracy should  be  handed  over  to  the 
nomination  of  the  town-councils,  and  no 
stronger  reason  could  be  urged  for  retain- 
ing those  appointments  in  the  power  of 
the  Crown,  than  the  impolicy  of  yielding 
them  up  to  bodies  of  men  lately  engaged 
in  frequent  and  warm  political  contests. 
Look,  again  at  the  proportions  in  some  of 
the  other  large  towns.  In  Bristol  there 
were  eleven  Liberal  to  six  Conservative 
magistrates ;  in  Hull,  eighteen  to  three ; 
in  Yarmouth,  eighteen  to  one;  and  in 
Portsmouth,  eleven  to  none.  Out  of  sixty- 
eight  magistrates,  then,  here  are  fifty-eight 
of  one  opinion  and  ten  of  another.  Now, 
in  a  place  like  Portsmouth,  where  it  must 
be  notorious  that  there  are  men  maintain- 
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spectability,  and  in  equal,  or  nearly  equal 
numbers,  perfectly  qualified  for  the  dis- 
cbarge of  public  duties,  is  that  a  satisfac- 
tory arrangement  which  in  the  case  of  a 
municipal  magistracy,  consisting  of  eleven 
men,  takes  the  eleven  from  one  side  and 
excludes  the  other  altogether?  1  will  now 
take  the  county  of  Durham.  There  are 
three  corporations  in  that  county ;  Sunder- 
land, Stockton,  and  Gateshead,  and  in 
the  three  there  are  nineteen  magistrates, 
eighteen  of  one  opinion  and  only  one  of 
the  other — nineteen  municipal  magistrates, 
and  eighteen  of  one  opinion !  In  the 
county  of  Chester  there  are  four  copor- 
ations.  What  said,  my  hon.  Friend  who 
spoke  to-night,  referring  to  his  own  divi- 
sion ?  He  said,  there  were  four  corpor- 
ations and  not  one  Conservative  magis- 
trate. Again,  in  the  town  of  Stockport 
there  are  twelve  magistrates,  all  of  the 
same  opinions.  In  Congleton,  there  are 
five,  all  of  the  same  opinion.  In  Maccles- 
field, there  are  six,  all  of  tbe  same  opinion. 
There  is  not  one  Conservative  magistrate 
in  those  boroughs,  and  yet  you  say,  you 
want  to  keep  the  magistracy  free  from 
the  contamination  of  political  party.  Un- 
der the  letters  C  and  D,  I  find  five 
boroughs  in  succession,  not  picked  out 
from  diflferent  parts,  but  following  each 
other  in  alphabetical  order: — Coventry, 
Dartmouth,  Deal,  Derby,  Devizes-  In 
those  towns  which  return  Members  to 
Parliament,  the  inhabitants  are  subject  to 
excitement  from  which  towns  not  return- 
ing Members  are  free.  In  those  towns 
opinion  is  necessarily  much  divided,  and 
there  are  inevitable  evils  flowing  from 
such  a  cause,  though  compensated  by  the 
infinitely  greater  advantages  of  the  insti- 
tutions uuder  which  they  live.  Party 
spirit,  however,  runs  high  ;  there  is  a  blue 
and  yellow  party,  which  spend  their  time 
in  abusing  each  other.  The  corporation 
prevails,  their  party  gets  the  majority, 
and  although  those  to  whom  they  are 
opposed  charge  them  with  all  kinds  of 
corruption  and  bribery,  they  have  the 
recommendation  of  the  magistracy.  The 
course  of  justice  is  to  be  bound  hand  and 
foot  by  the  recommendation  of  these  town- 
councils,  and  this,  too,  in  places  where 
animosities  of  the  election  are  annually 
revived  by  the  registration.  The  conse- 
quence of  acting  on  that  system  is,  that 
in  Coventry,  there  are  twelve  magistrates 
all  of  one  opinion;  in  Dartmouth,  there 
aie  six,  all  of  the  same  opinion ;  in  Deal| 


there  are  four,  all  of  the  same  opinion  ;  in 
Denbigh,  there  are  four,  and  in  Derby 
eight,  all  of  the  same  opinion.  In  De- 
vizes, there  are  ten  magistrates,  but  that 
is  a  happy  exception,  for  there  are  nine 
Liberal,  and  absolutely  one  Conservative. 
So  that  in  those  six  towns,  which  I  have 
taken  from  this  paper,  to.  which  any  one 
may  refer,  on  which  they  stand  in  success- 
ion— towns  returning  Members  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  torn  by  the  dissentions  inevit- 
able in  municipal  contests,  there  are 
forty-four  magistrates  administering  jus- 
tice, forty-three  of  whom  are  of  one  opi- 
nion, and  one  only  of  a  different  opinion 
in  politics.  Now  let  us  come  to  smaller 
towns  in  which  perhaps  political  animosi- 
ties are  more  intense  than  in  the  larger 
towns.  I  admit,  that  the  list  of  towns  I 
am  about  to  read  is  a  selection.  In  the 
eight  small  boroughs  of  Bridport,  Hytlie, 
Kendal,  Maldon,  Pontefract,  Tiverton, 
Totness,  and  Truro,  I  find  this  happy 
arrangement  of  judical  functionaries  pre- 
vailing. I  do  not  think  it  will  be  disputed 
that  whatever  superiority  one  party  may 
have,  still  the  defeated  party  has  a  right 
to  have  justice.  They  are  not  to  be  ex- 
communicated or  shut  out  of  the  pale  of 
the  constitution.  Yet  in  those  eight  towns 
there  are  thirty-one  magistrates,  all  of  the 
same  political  opinions.  There  is  not  one 
single  Conservative  to  break  the  unifor- 
mity of  Liberalism  among  the  magistracy. 
Need  I  go  any  further?  Need  I  say, 
that  a  Government  which  attempts  to 
redress  this  glaring  disproportion,  which 
attempts  to  give  some  influence  to  oppo- 
site opinions  on  the  bench,  is  not  justify- 
ing itself  by  the  evil  conduct  of  its  prede- 
cessors, but  is  taking  a  course  which  is 
essential  in  order  to  produce  some  satis- 
faction in  those  communities  with  the 
administration  of  justice?  If  we  pursued 
this  course  for  the  purpose  of  rewarding 
and  encouraging  political  partisans  we 
should  be  wrong,  but  if  you  charge  us 
with  that  design,  if  you  say,  that  by  our 
appointments  we  have  made  the  judicial 
function  an  instrument  for  gaining  politi- 
cal power,  if  that  charge  be  valid  against 
us,  with  what  infinitely  greater  force  roust 
it  weigh  against  those  who,  in  the  places 
I  have  named,  have  confined  the  magis- 
terial bench  exclusively  to  one  class. 
Now,  what  is  the  result  to  which  this 
system  has  conducted  ?  I  think  my  right 
hon.  Friend  stated,  that  out  of  1,026 
magistratesi  there  were  745  of  one  opi« 
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nioo,  and  226  of  another.  You  say,  the 
towD-cooDciU  recommended  them,  that 
they  most  be  supposed  to  be  the  appoint- 
ments of  the  town-councils,  the  repre* 
sentatives  of  popular  opinion.  But  I  say, 
here  again,  it  is  right  that  popular  opi- 
nion should  determine  political  office,  and 
that  the  minority  should,  as  respects  such 
matters,  be  bound  by  the  majority.  But 
that  is  not  true  of  the  administration 
of  justice;  it  is  not  true  that  popular 
election  should  determine  who  are  to  be 
magistrates.  It  is  no  impeachment  of  the 
town-councils  to  say  that  they  are  tainted 
with  political  opinions.  Naturally  and 
necessarily  they  are  so.  We,  their  repre- 
sentatives, who  appeal  to  them,  set  them 
the  example.  But  if  you  are  conscious 
that  they  are  so  far  tainted  by  political 
opinions  that  they  will  recommend  men 
for  magisterial  functions  who  exclusively 
entertain  the  same  opinions  with  them- 
selves, then  the  minority  have  a  right  to 
appeal  to  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  for 
protection ;  they  have  a  right  to  claim 
that  the  injustice  done  to  them  should  be 
redressed.  The  general  result,  then,  is, 
that  out  of  1,026  magistrates  there  are 
743  magistrates  maintaining  Liberal,  and 
226  maintaining  Conservative  opinions. 
I  say  that  that  distribution  of  power  bears 
no  proportion  whatever  to  the  extent  of 
the  quali6cations  possessed  by  both  parties 
respectively  to  be  intrusted  with  the  dis- 
charge of  judicial  functions.  I  think  I 
have  beard,  from  good  authorities,  some 
•ach  proposition  as  this,-^that  almost 
every  man  with  500/.  a-year  in  this  coun- 
try is  a  Conservative.  1  have  heard  that, 
although  I  do  not  maintain  any  such  doc- 
trine ;  but,  speaking  of  men  qualified  for 
the  magistracy,  when  we  know  what  are 
the  prevailing  opinions  of  men  of  intelli- 
gence, respectability,  and  wealth  in  this 
oooDtry — ^though  I  will  not  define  the 
proportion  they  may  bear  to  other  opi- 
niona — I  say  that  any  system  of  selection, 
whether  it  be  popular  or  not,  that  gives 
sudi  a  proportion  as  226  Conservatives  to 
743  men  of  opposite  opinions  is  defective, 
viewed  with  reference  to  its  power  of  pro- 
dodng  satisfaction  with  the  administration 
of  justice.  I  think  it  was  said  that  my 
noUeand  learned  Friend  has  attempted  to 
abase  the  power  which  he  possesses  by 
swamping,  to  use  a  vulgar  phrase,  the 
existing  magistracy.  Now,  I  will  not 
enter  into  the  details  of  particular  cases. 
It  would  be  unfair  to  judge  the  noble  Lord 


opposite  by  particular  c&ses ;  he  may  have 
been  deceived— it  was  inevitable,  perhaps, 
that  he  should  be  so  in  some  cases ;  the 
town-councils  may  have  recommended 
bad  men  to  him,  and  in  the  same  way  it 
is  possible  that  with  respect  to  two  or  three 
places  the  intention  of  my  noble  Friend  to 
restore  a  fair  balance  may  have  been  dis- 
turbed. When  a  discussion  takes  place  in 
this  House  as  to  facts  occurring  in  a  parti- 
cular county,  it  is  very  difficult  without 
personal  acquaintance  with  them  to  form  a 
correct  conclusion.  But  this  I  will  say, 
that  with  respect  to  the  general  result,  so 
far  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  having  used 
the  power  which  his  office  conferred  on 
him  for  the  purpose  of  greatly  disturbing 
this  phalanx,  and  transferring  judicial 
power  from  the  Liberals  to  the  Conserva- 
tives, he  has  left  the  balance  in  the  hands 
in  which  he  found  it  placed.  He  has  left 
the  municipal  magistracy  with  745  Li- 
berals on  the  bench,  while  the  result  of  his 
new  appointments  has  been  to  raise  the 
number  of  Conservatives  to  629.  But 
then,  says  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
*'  What  a  bad  example  you  are  setting. 
When  the  Radicals  come  into  power  they 
will  appeal  to  this  precedent,  and  follow 
the  example  set  them.''  Well,  I  hope 
they  will  show  equal  moderation.  I  hope 
their  object  will  be,  as  that  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  been,  not  to  gain  an  ascend- 
ency of  political  power,  but  to  redress  an 
unfair  and  unequal  balance.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  left  the  power  in  the 
hands  in  which  he  found  it ;  but  he  has 
not  left  the  magisterial  bench  subject  to 
the  same  imputations  to  which  it  might 
have  been  liable  from  the  gross  prepon- 
derance of  one  description  of  political 
opinion  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
speaking  for  the  Radical  party,  and  look- 
ing forward  to  its  advent  to  power,  will 
promise  me  strictly  to  follow  our  example, 
I,  for  my  part,  with  the  authority  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  on  my  side,  shall  not  be 
deterred  from  pursuing  the  same  course 
we  have  hitherto  followed.  They  must 
still  be  content,  following  this  precedent, 
to  leave  the  balance  of  power  in  the  hands 
in  which  they  found  it.  I  am  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  apprehensive  as  to  the 
opinion  the  public  will  form  on  this 
subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman  fairly  ad- 
mits, that  with  respect  to  the  character  of 
the  persons  appointed  he  has  no  complaint 
to  make.  The  hon.  Gentleman  can,  of 
course,  only  speak  from  personal  know^ 
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Iftdge  of  the  parties,  but  so  far  as  that 
pergonal  knowledge  extends,  he  says 
the  men  appointed  are  a  desirable  addi« 
tioQ  to  the  magistracy,  and  perfectly  qua- 
lified in  every  respect  for  the  due  admi- 
nistration  of  justice ;  all  that  disturbs  him 
is  that  Or*  Alderson  has  be^n  put  at  the 
head  of  the  magistracy  of  the  town  with 
which  he  is  connected.  But  if  thq  hon. 
Qentlemau  has  had  some  sleepless  nights 
on  thf^t  accotint,  I  sha)l,  I  hope»  relieve 
him  altogether  from  future  anxiety  by 
assuring  him  that  Dr,  A1d0r«on  is  indebted 
for  this  enviable  pre^^minenpe  to  the 
accideutM  circumstance  that  his  ni^me 
begins  with  the  letter  A.  The  returns  on 
the  paper  for  Kingston^in-Hull  show  that 
the  second  name  is  Barthwell,  the  third 
Beadle,  the  fourth  Eddington.  [Mr.  Hutt 
complained  that  this  was  not  the  list  to 
whiph  he  referred.]  Oh|  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleuian's  pardon,  I  was  trying,  if 
possible,  to  relieve  him  from  his  anxiety, 
and  so  far  as  the  paper  before  me  goes, 
the  names  follow  in  alphabetical  order* 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  admits 
that  so  far  as  his  knowledge  goes,  there  is 
no  question  of  the  propriety  of  the  appoint- 
nient,  All  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  has  to  allege  is,  that  the 
magistrates  li^tely  appointed  io  the  place 
with  which  he  is  most  acquainted  have  no 
personal  defect — that  they  are  highly  re- 
spectable, and  that  upon  their  appoint- 
nient  they  naturally  enough  proceeded  to 
the  protection  of  an  efingy  before  they 
proceeded  to  the  protection  of  humau 
beings.  Being  suddenly  called  on  to 
perfqrm  these  important  functions,  and» 
seeing  an  eCEgy  about  to  be  burnt  (I 
really  forget  whether  the  rioters  were  free- 
traders or  QOt— whether  they  were  farmers, 
dissatisfied  because  they  thought  the 
Corn-bill  did  not  afford  sufficient  protec- 
tion, or  others,  who  thought  that  it  gave 
too  inuch)— all  I  know  is,  there  were  riots, 
for  which  I  am  not  responsible.  But  the 
magistrates  being  called  on  to  exercise 
their  functipnsi  they  exerted  themselves 
actively,  and,  I  believe,  succeeded  in  re^ 
scuing  the  effigy.  [**  No,  no."]  Did  they 
not?  I  thought  they  had.  They,  how^ 
ever,  called  in  ihe  aid  of  a  troop  of  cavalry, 
and  yet,  such  was  the  violence  of  tne 
mob,  that  it  appears,  notwithstanding  the 
presence  of  160  troops,  the  magistrates 
did  not  succeed.  But  we  have  the  testi- 
mony of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  North* 
^^ptOTf  wi  of  the  hon.  Member  foi 
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Gateshead,  and  of  other  hou.  Members, 
that  so  far  as  their  own  knowledge  goes,  and 
the  appointments  made  are  unexception- 
able, these  admissions  go  far  in  themselves 
to  vindicate  mv  right  hoq.  Friend  from  any 
imputation  of  partiality.  I  beg,  there., 
fore,  Sir,  that  I  may  be  distinctly  under«i 
stood,  that  the  ground  we  have  taken  up 
is,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  made  a 
complete  and  satisfactory  vindication  of 
these  a^ts,  and  that  we  do  not  rest  the 
vindication  of  our  conduct  on  the  shabby 
plee  of  our  opponents  having  done  the 
same  thing  and  worse.  We  have  heard  an 
admission  from  one  of  their  avowed  parti- 
sans, that  their  windows  are  completely 
broken.  What  we  have  done  is  to  attempt 
to  repair  the  damage.  We  deny  that  our 
windows,  larger  and  more  capacioua  and 
handsomer,  have  sustained  any  similar  in- 
jury. We  have  attempted  to  repair  the 
breaches  made,  and  we  rest  our  vindiea« 
tion  of  the  additions  whieh  we  have  made 
to  the  magistracy  on  these  gromids-rtbat, 
when  there  is  so  great  a  preppoderanoe  in 
the  magistracy  of  persons  holding  one 
class  of  opinions,  though  the  men  may  be 
perfectly  hopest  and  just,  there  is  yet  a 
natural  in^pression  of  uneasiness  psodooed 
01)  the  minds  of  those  who  had  justiee  ad- 
ministered to  them,  when  they  see  that 
these  appointments  are  held  through  dis- 
tinctions made  from  political  motives.  We 
cannot,  perhaps,  p^vide  a  complete  re- 
medy  for  the  evil ;  but  we  have  attempted 
at  least  a  partial  one— one  that  will  bold 
out  some  chanoe  of  giving  general  satis* 
faction,  and  providing  that  the  magisterial 
bench  in  certain  communities  shall  not  ha 
filled  by  men  holding  one  class  of  opinions 
exclusively ;  while  in  no  casox-at  least  in 
very  rare  ones<— has  my  right  hon*  Friend 
given  a  preponderance  to  the  opposite 
opinions.  In  the  course  we  have  pursued 
we  have  been  actuated  by  no  motive  of 
mere  political  partisanahip ;  our  simple 
object  has  been  to  redress  the  unjust  ine* 
quality  existing,  by  making  additions  to 
the  magistracy  of  men  holding  opinions 
opposite  to  those  which  held  this  unMr 

Creponderanoe ;  and  the  persons  whom  we 
ave  nominated  have  been  admitted  to  be 
men  eminently  qualified  tot  the  effisetual 
diKharge  of  their  duties,  and  to  be  oma» 
ments  of  the  bench  to  which  they  have 
been  appointed. 

Lord  /.  Rmsell  said.  Sir,  my  hon« 
Friend,  in  the  course  taken  bv  him  upon 
this  motion,  has  liipted  in  <»nfornity  with 
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thf^t  which  was  adopted  by  the  right  hon. 
GeQt)eipan  opposite  in  toe  year  1836. 
The  right  boo.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
neither  brought  forward  a  vote  of  censure, 
nor  a  general  resolation,  but  moved  for  a 
list  of  magistrates,  which  could  not  be 
refasec).  t  ^gree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  would  not  be  right  to  inter- 
fere with  (be  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  but 
I  4o  think  that  it  is  right  to  seek  for  such 
esplanatipns  as  may  inform  us  whether 
confidence  should  be  placed  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  respect 
of  these  magisterial  appointments.  Now, 
I  will  first  state  broadly  what  i^  the  fact^ 
and,  secondly  I  the  principles — the  new 
and  extraordinary  principles — brought  for-i 
ward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
late  Government  had  established  a  m^gis- 
trficy,  who  were  proceeding,  as  far  as  we 
knew,  jn  the  most  satisfactory  way  (br  the 
administration  of  justice  in  the  different 
boToi|gl)f*  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
those  who  objected  to  those  magistrates  on 
political  grounds,  all  admitted  that  the 
gentlemen  who  had  been  appointed  by  the 
late  Gofernment  were  personally  respect- 
able and  cpmpetent.  But  immediately 
ajfter  the  late  change  of  Government  took 
place,  ther^  were  400  new  map;istrates 
appointed.  Now,  was  not  this,  m  itself, 
a  most  extraordinary  fact?  Did  not  this 
require  explanation,  that  there  should  be 
80  Ifuge  an  addition  to  the  magistracy-— a 
magistracy  which,  as  far  as  the  public,  as  far 
as  ^e  late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  knew — was  fully  adequate  to 
the  satisfactory  performance  of  all  its  du- 
ties? Even  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
present  Secretary  of  State  for  Home  Af- 
fairs, and  the  right  hqn.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  give  some  explanation  of  this  pro- 
cee<)iqg.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman^  the 
Home  Secretary,  answered  by  refresh  ing 
his  memory  with  the  debate  that  took 
plaiee  ip  the  ye^r  1836,  and  reproducing 
the  charges  then  made,  and,  as  1  thiqk, 
then  satisfactorily  answered.  With  respect 
to  what  has  fallen  from  the  right  l^oo,  Ba- 
roi^  aa  tq  the  appointment  of  Mr.  John 
Fr^l  to  the  mi^istracy,  a  person  since 
ccmvieted  of  treason,  I  took  what  1  thought 
sufficient  pains  to  ipform  myself  of  that 
person's  GtnesSi  having  received  a  general 
testimonial  in  his  favour  from  his  townsr 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  he^d  of  the 
Government  takes  up  now  the  ground, 
which,  if  just,  would  be  fully  sufficient  for 
his  case,  but  which  introduces  a  dangerous 
principle  with  regard  to  future  magisterial 
appointments.  The  right  hoq.  Gentleman 
said,  that  that  was  not  an  arrangement 
which  would  ensure  public  confidence  iq 
the  magistracy  when  there  was  a  large 
majority,  ip  the  proportion  of  about  740 
to  about  220  of  ope  political  party.  The 
right  hon.  Gen^eman  states,  that  in  cer- 
tain towns  nearly  the  whole,  and  in  others 
all,  the  magistrates  belonged  to  one  partv. 
He  stated,  that  this  state  of  things  could 
not,  and  did  not,  afford  satisfaction  to  the 
public  mind,  for  the  due  performance  and 
administration  of  justice,  on  account  of  the 
political  ppinions  of  tl^e  great  and  prepon- 
derating majority.  Now,  Sir,  if  this  prin- 
ciple be  taken  to  the  full  extent  to  which 
it  goes^  where  will  it  end  ?  Let  us  inquire 
what  IS  the  predominating  proportion  of 
political  ppinions  amopgst  the  county  ma- 
gistracy of  this  country  T  What  w^s  the 
state  of  the  case  with  regard  to  the  county 
magistracy,  when  Lord  Grey's  Gqveroment 
came  into  office  in  1 830,  after  a  succession, 
during  many  years,of  Tory  Chancellors  and 
Tory  Lord-lieutenants  of  counties  ?  I  do 
not  here  impute  ^o  these  functionaries  any 
very  great  or  unfair  partiality  in  appoint- 
ments to  the  magistracy  ;  but  1  venture  to 
say,  that  if  my  Lord  Grey  had»  at  that  time, 
instituted  an  inquiry  into  the  subject,  the 
proportiop  of  Tory  county  magistrates 
would  pot  be  740  to  220,  but  much  more 
nearly  1,000  to  100.  Would  it  have 
been  right  of  the  Government  of  that  day 
to  turn  round  on  these  Gentlemen  and 
say,  that  justice  was  not  duly  administered 
by  them  ? — that  the  people  had  no  confi- 
dence in  them  because  they  were  Tories, 
and  that  600  or  700  niagistrates  of  Liberal 
opinions  should  be  appointed  to  rectif  j  the 
difference  and  redress  the  balance?  Is 
that.  Sir,  the  principle  upon  which  a  ma« 
gistracy  should  be  appointed  ?  The  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  has  substantially  said  it 
is.  I  contend  that  it  is  not.  Take  men 
from  what  side  you  may,  if  you  select 
men  of  character  and  well-known  inte- 
grity, who  in  themselves  were  unexcep- 
tionable, you  bad  a  security  that  such  men 
would  do  justice  to  all  parties,  Whig,  To- 
ry, and  Radical.  In  certain  cases,  where 


men,  and  having  been  informed  by  the  [  previously  gross  instances  of  partiality 
Lmd-lieatenaBt  pf  the  county  that  he  was  I  had  been  manifested,  it  was  deemed  ne- 
a  fit  iiu)ifi^ual  to  he  appointed.    But  the.  |  cesaery  to  4^  justice  to  men  of  liberal  pQli< 
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tics,  who  had  been  most  improperly  set 
aside ;  bat  for  the  late  Government  to  have 
laid  down  a  principle*  that  magistrates,  in 
particular  places,  were  not  fit  to  adminis- 
ter justice,  simply  because  they  were  mem* 
bers  of  a  party  of  this  or  that  side  in  poli- 
tics, would  have  shown  that  government 
to  have  been  unworthy  of  the  public  con- 
fidence. And  yet  that  is  the  result  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  principle,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  applied  a  rule 
of  action  grounded  on  it  to  the  Liberals, 
which  we  declined  at  all  times  to  apply  to 
the  Tories.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
throws  overboard  the  ground  of  naming 
magistrates  for  the  purpose  of  licensing 
public- houses,  and  he  goes  exclusively  on 
the  want  of  confidence  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice.  But  I  ask  you,  Sir,  what 
security  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
oflFer,  that  there  will  be  more  confidence 
in  his  appointments  to  the  bench  of  justice 
than  there  has  been  in  our  appointments  ? 
or  that  the  course  he  is  taking  will  have 
the  eflPect  he  anticipates.  But  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man goes  farther  still ;  for,  as  far  as  I  can 
see,  it  reaches  even  the  judicial  bench 
itself.  When  I  was  in  office,  the  then 
Solicitor-general  (now  Mr.  Baron  Rolfe) 
was  recommended  to  the  Crown  as  a  fit 
and  proper  person  to  be  appointed  to  a 
seat  on  the  bench,  and  was  appointed  ac- 
cordingly. No  complaint  that  I  ever 
heard  of  has  been  made  against  him  on 
the  ground  of  his  administration  of  justice. 
Since  then  another  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cress- 
well^  was  recommended  on  the  other  side, 
and  appointed  to  the  bench  in  the  Court 
of  Common  Pleas,  and  no  fault  whatever 
has  been  found  with  him  in  the  discharge 
of  his  judicial  functions.  And  yet  both 
these  Uentleroen  were  decided  politicians 
in  the  House,  and  decided  partisans.  It 
is  mv  firm  belief,  that  if  every  Judge  on 
the  bench  was  equally  impartial  with 
Baron  Rolfe,  the  Tories  would  feel  a  full 
confidence  in  his  administration  of  justice. 
While  on  the  other  hand,  if  they  were 
equally  able  and  impartial  as  Mr.  Justice 
Cresswell,  the  same  confidence  would  be 
felt  in  him  by  the  Liberals.  But  if  we 
take  the  principle  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, there  can  be  no  confidence  even 
in  these  learned  Judges ;  and,  to  inspire 
it,  we  should  have  an  equal  balance  of 
Whig  and  Tory  on  the  bench— say  half 
Whig  and  half  Tory  in  the  Courts  of 
Qoeen's  Beocb  and  Common  Pleas,  with 


a  few  Radicals  in  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, not  only  went  further  than  I  did, 
but  he  also  quoted  as  against  me  more 
than  I  said.    The  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
referred  to  a  circular  issued  by  me  to  the 
municipal  bodies  in  relation  to  the  town 
magistracy.    Now,  Sir,  I  did  not  in  that 
circular  say,  that  the  recommendation  of 
the  town-councils  'would  in  all  cases  be 
adopted.  I  merely  stated,  that  they  would 
have  their  due  weight  with  the  responsible 
advisers  of  the  Crown.    I  did  not  say, 
that  all  the  persons  named  by  them  would 
be  appointed  to  the  magistracy.     I  only 
said,  that  their  nomination  would  have  its 
due  weight.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says,  that  the  town -councils,  being  de- 
cided political  partisans,  named  in  these 
cases  political  partisans  of  their  own  way 
of  thinking,  and   therefore,  that  a  cor- 
rective became  necessary  to  such  a  state 
of  things.     Now,  Sir,  if  that  is  the  opin- 
ion, and  those  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  should  proceed  at  once, 
on  his  own  principle,  to  take  away  the 
privileges  of  the  city  of  London,  because 
there  the  magistracy   is  selected  in  the 
same  manner.     And,  more  than  that,  he 
should  also  take  away  the  privileges  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  in  municipal  boroughs, 
because  the  magistracy  is  there  appointed 
on  the  same  popular  principle.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  affects  to  despise  the  re- 
commendations of  the  town-councils,  be« 
cause  they  are  political  partisans.     In 
that.  Sir,  I  cannot  agree  with  him.    I 
think,  on  the  contrary,  that  persons  hav- 
ing the  confidence  of  the  town  council  of 
their  respective    boroughs,  possess  some 
claims   to  consideration  from  that  fact 
alone,  and  I  do  not  know,  on  the  whole, 
whether  it  would  not  be  much  better  to 
make  the  practice  in  this  respect  the  same 
as  it  is  in  Scotland.   But,  Sir,  as  I  stated, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  carry  his 
principle  further,  and,  if  he  despises  the 
recommendations  of  the  town  councils,  he 
should  also  despise  the  mode  in  which  the 
magistracy  of  London  are  appointed,  and 
make  a  corresponding  change  accordingly. 
I  did,  Sir,  in  some  instances  decline  to 
comply  with  the  recommendations  of  the 
town  councils  to  appoint  certain  Conser- 
vative magistrates  in  their  several  boroughs, 
because  I  believed  that  such  appointments 
would  have  given  dissatisfaction  to  their 
fellow-townsmen,  but  when  the  right  hon. 
OeoUeman  lays.  ^^^{^ 
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twenty  Gonsenratives  in  Manchester,  Li- 
verpool, and  two  or  three  other  great 
towns,  I  meet  him  by  stating  the  fact,  that 
out  of  this  number  not  more  than  four  or 
five  were  recommended  by  the  town  coun- 
cils. In  that  instance,  as  in  others,  I  did 
not  attempt  the  right  bon.  Gentleman's 
favourite  plan  of  a  balance,  but  I  thought 
the  exclusion  of  Conservatives  from  the 
magistracy  in  these  places  was  inadvisable, 
and  I  appointed  them  on  my  own  respon- 
sibility accordingly.  And  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  allusion  to  my  con- 
duct in  respect  to  these  places  withheld 
this  fact,  I  consider  that  I  have  some  rea- 
son to  complain  of  his  candour  and  fair 
dealing.  Sir,  I  shall  not,  at  this  hour  of 
the  night,  go  over  all  the  list  of  my  ap- 
pointments, but  this  I  will  say,  that  the 
result  of  my  advice  generally  was  to  give 
a  more  liberal  complexion  to  the  munici- 
pal magistracy  in  that  respect  than  the 
town  councils  mostly  desired.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  entered  into  an  ex- 
amination of  the  political  opinions  of  per- 
sons appointed  to  the  magistracy,  but 
that,  after  all,  is  very  uncertain  ground — 
such  is  the  difference  between  men's  views 
oo  the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford,  for 
instance,  are  at  issue  about  the  political 

Earty  of  one  Gentleman,  while  the  right 
on.  Baronet,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  are  at  issue  about  the  creed  of 
others ;  and  I  myself  remember  a  case  in 
Exeter,  where  a  gentleman  appointed  to 
the  magistracy  was  objected  to  by  the 
Wbigs  as  too  strong  a  Tory,  and  by  the 
Tories  as  too  violent  a  Whig.  Such  is, 
and  such  ever  will  be,  the  consequence  of 
attempting  to  draw  such  nice  distinctions 
on  the  subject  of  party  politics.  Such 
are  the  circumstances  that  must  ever  occur 
in  attempting  to  fix  so  unsteady  a  thing 
as  the  shade  of  political  opinion.  You 
have  declared,  however,  to  the  whole 
world,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
confirmed  it,  that  the  country  has  no  rea- 
son to  have  confidence  in  the  great  body 
of  the  municipal  magistracy,  because  they 
are  of  one  shade  of  political  opinion,  and 
yoo,  therefore,  create  a  number  of  magis- 
trates of  another  shade  to  restore  that  con- 
fidence. But,  Sir,  that  is  a  lesson  as 
easily  learnt  by  one  party  in  politics  as  by 
the  other,  and  if  you  proceed  on  the  prin- 
ciple, that  a  Liberal  magistracy  cannot  be 
rusted  with  the  administration  of  justice, 
because  of  their  political  colour,  you  will 


find  that  the  Tories  will  not  be  trusted  by 
the  Liberals  for  the  same  reason.  You 
introduce  a  new  principle  into  the  admin- 
istration of  justice,  and  it  is  not  a  sound 
one.  1  do  not  deny,  that  the  town  coun- 
cils may  have  recommended  a  great  ma- 
jority of  their  own  political  opinions  in 
the  magistracy — persons  in  whom  they 
had  confidence,  and  whom  they  deemed 
worthy  of  the  trust ;  but  if  the  town  coun. 
cils  change,  you  will  have  persons  of  other 
politics  recommended,  and  you  can  then 
appoint  them  without  objection  and  with- 
out blame.  In  the  mean  time  I  think  you 
will  have  the  administration  of  justice 
more  correctly  attended  to  than  if  you  are 
to  have  two  parties  in  the  magistracy, 
placed  there  on  antagonistic  principles, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  counterbalancing 
one  another.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alluded  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Coppock  to 
Mr.  Voules,  which  he  found  in  the  newspa- 
pers. Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  at  all  acquainted 
with  either  of  these  Gentlemen.  I  do  not 
know  who  they  are ;  and  the  letter,  I  pre- 
sume, was  intended  to  obtain  information. 
But,  with  respect  to  one  point  in  that  do- 
cument, I  am  bound  to  say  that  it  was 
wholly  unnecessary  to  make  any  inquiry 
about  it — I  mean  the  occupations  of  the 
Gentlemen  in  question,  for  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  to  write 
an  o£Bcial  letter  to  the  town-council  on  all 
such  occasions  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
that  information.  But,  after  all,  what  is 
there  in  this  letter  or  the  deduction  drawn 
from  it?  According  to  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  four  persons  were 
recommended  for  the  magistracy,  and 
they  were  all  appointed,  Therefore,  I 
cannot  but  think  that  this  subject  was  in- 
troduced by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  his 
adroit  way,  as  a  make  weight  in  favour  of 
a  weak  argument,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  a  cheer  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House,  in  defending  his  own  very  ques- 
tionable proceeding.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  hon.  Member  for  Durham,  says, 
that  I  have  changed  my  politics  very 
much,  and  that  my  political  opinions 
twenty  years  ago  were  very  different  from 
those  I  have  expressed  within  the  last 
twelvemonth.  I  am  certainly  not  con- 
scious of  the  extraordinary  change  which 
it  is  assumed  my  views  have  undergone.  I 
did  think  that  I  was  at  least  as  consistent 
as  the  right  hon.  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.  It  is  about 
twenty  years  ago  that  I  brough^^^^^^^ 
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Juestion  of  Reform  In  ParliameDt,  and 
recollect  that  I  then  stated  that  my 
Eroposal  would  not  remedy  the  distress, 
ut  that  it  was  intended  to  cure  the  prac- 
tical evils  of  the  representation.  I  was 
theft  a  modehite  ReforAer  and  a  Whig. 
I  abi  nothing  more  than  a  moderate  Re- 
former and  a  Whig  at  ihe  {ireseni  time.  U 
1  have  ever  been  guilty  of  a  deviation 
from  those  principles,  I  think  it  was  in 
1830,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment brought  on  certain  motions  for  the 
prdduction  of  the  list  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cillors. I  was  induced  by  the  eloquence 
and  the  captivating  declamation  of  the 
right  hon.  Getltleman  to  follow  him  when 
he  made  the  most  violent  denunciations 
agrainst  the  Members  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, and  expressed  too  sweeping  a  condem- 
nation of  ill  those  Who  formed  it,  without 
regard  to  politics  or  situation^  and  not  re- 
membering to  make  an  exception  in  fa- 
tour  of  those  who  exercised  judicial  and 
ecclesiastical  functions.  I  do  think  that 
Ift  voting  for  that  motion,  I  gave  a  greater 
coUntetiance  to  extreme  radical  opiniotis 
ihan  was  cohsistent  with  the  remainder  of 
my  political  lifb.  I  certainly  admit,  that 
with  regard  to  that  part  of  my  conduct,  I 
look  back  to  it  with  regret,  and  admi^  my 
error.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemah,  1  am 
Ouite  sure,  must  now  likewise  repent  of 
the  course  i^hich  he  theft  itdopted;  ibr 
those  kgairist  whom  h^  uttered  ihe  Ofercest 
denunciations  are  his  present  friends,  col- 
logues, and  supporters,  ahd  the'  party 
against  whom  he  poured  fbrth  such  indig- 
ftant  imputations;  those  whom  he  de- 
scribed as  persons  steieped  in  corruption ; 
lis  utterly  unfit  for  the  trust  reposed  in 
them,  and  unworthy  of  governing  the  J 
<:ountry  on  account  of  the  total  absence  ! 
6f  all  public  virtue.  This  is  the  very  party 
in  favour  of  whom  he  has  now  appointed 
400  magistrates.  Therefore,  although  I 
may  have  somewhat  changed  my  views  in 
the  course  of  tw'ehty  years,  as  the  hon. 
Member  fbr  Durham  says  I  have,  and 
though  I  may  have  some  votes  to  repent 
of  as  of  too  democratic  a  tendency,  it  is 
some  comfort  that  my  repentance  can 
fteither  be  so  deep,  nor  my  conversion  so 
extreme,  as  that  which  is  required  by  the  • 
tonduct  bf  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  j 
Mr.  WilliafM  defended  the  conduct  Of  \ 
ihe  magistrates  of  Coventry.  The  state-  | 
tneflts  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Warwick 
W^re  wholly  imfoiuidedj  and  if  that  hoit  < 


Gentleman  knew  the  magistrates  whom 
he  attacked,  he  must  have  been  convinced 
that  they  were  incapable  of  the  conduct 
which  had  been  attributed  to  them.  There 
was  no  more  respectable  body  df  men  in 
every  point  of  view,  arid  however  high  rati 

fiarty  polities,  their  administration  of  jUs« 
ice  was  above  suspicion.  The  selection 
of  the  magistrates  had  been  iftade  before 
the  election,  at  which  he  first  stood  can- 
didate, and  if  they  had  voted  for  him  at 
the  last  election,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that 
they  approved  of  his  conduct  Since  he  first 
presented  himself  to  their  notice.  He 
must  say,  that  the  noble  Lord  only  acted 
in  accordance  with  what  he  conceived  to 
be  a  just  principle,  in  taking  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  town-bouncil. 

Mr.  VoUinB  said,  that  it  was  a  great 
irijustice  to  charge  partiality  tigaihst  the 
magistrates  of  the  town  which  he  repi*e- 
sented.  He  believed — and  he  spoke  from 
ft  thorough  knowledge  of  the  body  to 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  belonging — 
that  they  were  as  honourilble  men  as  any 
in  that  House.  As  to  the  house  which 
had  been  refused  a  license,  he  eonvicted 
persdns  who  had  concocted  robberies  ill 
that  House.  Whether  those  who  owned 
it  were  Tories  or  not  he  did  not  know.  At 
all  events  they  nei^er  exercised  their  rights 
in  his  favour,  and  he  was  quite  willing  to 
give  his  hon.  Colleague  the  benefit  of  tbei^ 
Support. 

Mr.  O.  W.  Wood  wished  merely  to  ob- 
serve, that  the  right  hon.  Baroriet,  ih 
Hating  what  be  did  respecting  the  borough 
of  Kendal,  must  have  been  milinfortiied. 

Lord  Worsted  hoped  he  might  be  al- 
lowed to  state  what  were  not  only  his  own 
Opinions,  but  those  of  many  other  persons 
who  resided,  not  only  in  his  county,  but 
in  other  counties  adjoining^namely,  that 
it  would  give  great  satisfaction  if  there 
was  an  alteration  ift  the  present  system  of 
appointing  the  magistrates.  There  were  a 
great  hiany  clergymen  appointed  to  the 
magistracy,  who  were  objected  to,  because 
it  was  thought  that  when  thfete  wtfre  others 
more  competent  tb  perform  the  same  da- 
ties,  though  not  perhaps  recommended  by 
the  Lord-lieutenaftt  of  the  county,  clergy- 
men should  not  be  selected.  He  had 
been  speaking  upon  the  subject  to  the 
Lord-lieutenant  of  his  county,  who  said 
that  it  was  not  his  wish  to  appoint  clergy- 
men to  the  office  of  magistrates  wheh  he 
could  get  others  equally  qualified  to  do 
the  duties,  biit  he  foitod  it  Aiott  difficolt 
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to  proeiire  8tt6h  persons  to  Whom  the 
other  magistratet  would  tnttke  ho  objec- 
tion. He  belieted  that  if  the  yeoinanry 
of  the  cotitity — the  men  who  lived  on  their 
property  iAi  the  year  round,  and  who 
were  looked  up  td  and  respected  in  their 
neighbourhooQ,  fully  as  much  as  the  more 
Wealthy  gentry — were  put  in  the  commis- 
sioil  of  the  peace,  it  Would  be  far  better 
than  selecting  clergymen,  Who,  howeVei' 
Worthy  bf  such  a  trust,  mtlst  often  be 
milcd'  up  with  transactions  which  could 
not  increase  their  popularity,  dr  enhance 
the  deferebce  which  the  sacred  character 
of  their  office  should  ever  command. 

Mr.  Strutt  observed,  that  it  w^s  a  mis- 
take to  sily  that  the  eight  magistrates,  ap- 
Csinted  by  the  Whigs  iti  Derby,  were  all 
iberali.  One  of  these  Gedtletnen  was  a 
decided  Toty.  It  was  true  that  the  re- 
nlkining  seven  were  Liberals  t  but  why  ? 
because  they  possessed  the  confidence  of 
the  majority,  and  precisely  fbr  the  same 
reason  that  at  this  moment  none  but  men 
df  Conservative  views  held  the  office  in 
the  county.  He  had  lived  iti  the  town  of 
Derby,  and  knew  as  much  ai  any  man  of 
its  concerns;  but  he  never  heard  the 
least  complaint  of  the  administration  of 
justice  odder  the  Whig  magistrates,  or  of 
aify  deiiiiind  for  the  appointment  of  new 
does.  Against  the  personal  character  of 
the  faeW  magistrates  he  had  nothing 
id  ftay.  He  was  ready  to  bear  his  tes- 
tiniohy  to  their  respectability.  But  this 
he  would  say,  that  though  the  unavoid- 
able practice  had  been  to  appoint  ma- 
glstrtktes  either  resident  in  the  toWh  or 
codnected  with  it  by  business,  the  present 
Government  tiad  been  obliged  to  select 
tWo  country  gentletiien  living  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and  another  who  held  the  situ- 
ation of  postmaster,  tie  must  add,  that 
the  addition  of  five  magistrates  was  con- 
ttd^^  by  the  naajority  unnecessary,  and 
that  tde  chdiigehad  given  great  dissatisfac- 
tion. 

Sir  James  Graham  asked  whether  the 
gentlemen  alluded  to  lived  beyond  seven 
miles  of  the  town. 

Mr.  Sirutt  answered  that  he  was  aware 
tbrt  the  gedtiemen  we^e  dot  di^ualified ; 
but  what  he  codiplaided  of  was,  that  a 
mle,  which  had  been  followed  before  and 
nnce  the  Manicipal  Act^  had  been  de- 
parted from. 

Mr.  ColvUle  said^  that  the  two  gentlemen 
tefefted  Id  by  the  hod.  Member  fbr  Derby 
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dnd  dad  always  taken  an  active  part  in  its 
dfikirs.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  looked 
through  the  whole  coUnty  he  could  ndt 
haVe  found  two  gentlemen  better  qiialified 
to  discharge  satisfactorily  the  duties  of  the 
office  to  which  they  had  been  appdidted. 

Mr.  Sirutt  said,  that  he  had  expressly 
stated  that  the  gentlemen  in  Question  lived 
within  two  or  three  miles  of  the  town.  He 
principally  dwelt  upon  the  fact  of  their 
not  being  possessed  of  either  the  municipal 
or  t^rliamentary  franchise. . 

Captain  Layard  said,  that  the  rigtit 
hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
having  alluded  to  Southampton,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  acquainting  the  House 
with  the  state  of  things  existing  there^  in 
relation  to  the  municipal  magistracy!  The 
town-council  of  that  town  being  Tory,  the 
magistrates  originally  appointed  were  m 
Tories  and  four  Liberals.  One  of  the 
former  diedi  and  a  deputation  waited  opoti 
the  right  hod.  Member  for  Perth  to  ascer- 
tain whether  a  Liberal  cduld  not  be  ap- 
pointed in  his  pifice.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman'^  answer  was^  that  Lord  John 
Russell  eould  do  nothing  df  the  kihd^  bat 
wduld  be  guided  by  the  recbditnendation 
of  the  toWn-council^  and  the  result  was, 
that  a  Tory,  Mr.  Bardard,  wks  appointed.- 
Thd  relative  nambers,  therefore,  still  re- 
mained eix  Tories  and  fod^  Liberals.  Sindd 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  enteted  oiiice  thred 
more  Cddservatives  Were  appoidted,  id 
order,  of  cdiirse,  to  baldncd  the  kcHiei  of 
justice,  td  Soothddfptod,  therefore,  there 
Were  dt  ptesent  ten  Tdry  magietrates  ddd 
three  Whigs. 

Mr.  Hutt  ftaid,  he  would,  at  that  latd 
hour,  ttodbld  the  House  with  odly  a  fbw 
dbaef tationSi  The  right  hon.  Bahidet^  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Departmedt,  had 
observed,  that  be  woiild  have  expected  him 
td  hate  expressed  hidiself  with  greater  mo- 
deration, in.  eddsideratiod  6f  his  havidg 
come  ftesh  from  the  Southampton  coin- 
ttiittee.  Wbdt  did  the  right  hon.  Batonet 
mean  by  thiit  rilustod  ?  What  did  he  mead 
by  that  decent  and  gentlemdnly  allu6ion  P 
^"  Order/'] 

The  Speaks  called  dpon  the  hod.  Medi- 
ber  to  retract  the  word  udgentlemanly. 

Mr.  Hutt  explained  that  he  had  used 
the  word  gentlemanly.  Whether  he  had 
condhcted  hidiself  in  the  Southampton 
comdiittee  as  became  the  Meifiber  of  a  ju- 
dicial tribunal,  he  would  not  ask  upon  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  decide.     He  would. 


lirad  wtthffi  two  Aoi t  wXtti  df  the  toWd,  \  with  perfect  conlidence,  leave  that  questioa 
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to  be  decided  by  the  hoD.  Member  for  New- 
castle and  the  hoD.  Member  for  the  county 
of  Devon,  who  were  also  Members  of  the 
same  committee.  He  would  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  when 
bis  hon.  Friend,  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, should  lay  its  report  upon  the 
Table.  He  could  scarcely  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  attacking  him  in- 
tended to  take  an  unfair  advantage  of  the 
peculiar  circumstances  in  which  he  was 
placed,  which  precluded  him  from  making 
any  ex planations  in  defence.  If  such  were 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  intentions,  hfe  did 
not  envy  him  his  feelings.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  trifling  nature  of 
the  motion  which  he  had  submitted  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  was  the 
first  to  remark  upon  that  point,  and  he 
was  followed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Captain  Fitzroy),  who  had 
expressed  himself  deeply  disappointed  with 
the  nature  of  the  motion.  He  was  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  and  eallant  Member 
should  be  dissatisfied  on  the  occasion,  be- 
cause it  had  afforded  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  an  opportunity  of  talking  about 
himself  and  his  noble  relative,  and  other 
matters  which  he  was  rather  fond  of  talk- 
ing about  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  quoted  the  old  line  from  Horace  about 
the  mountain  and  the  mouse.  Which  of 
the  two  parties  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber meant  for  the  mountain,  and  which  for 
the  mouse,  he  would  not  inquire ;  but  he 
trusted  that  the  next  time  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  referred  to  what  fell  from 
him,  he  would  quote  his  Ianp;uage  cor- 
rectly. He  was  glad  to  perceive  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  had  entirely  thrown  over  the  de- 
fence advanced  by  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department.  The  tatter 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  adopted  precisely 
the  tu  quoque  defence,  which  he  had  de- 

Erecated  in  his  opening  speech.  The  right 
on.  Baronet  haa  merely  said — "  You  did 
wrong,  and  so  we  did  wrong  likewise."  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  a  great  deal 
Bbout  Whig-Radicals.  It  might  l^  thought 
that  that  was  a  term  from  which  he  ought 
rather  to  have  abstained ;  for,  on  one  oc- 
casion*  when  he  went  to  HuU,  he  found 
the  minds  of  the  people  so  debauched  by 
the  writings  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
that  they  refused  to  elect  him,  on  the 
ground  tiiat  he  was  not  prepared  to  go  as 
far  as  Sir  J.  Graham.  That  was  in  1831. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


Eastbourke  Uniok  —  New  Poor 
Law.]  Captain  Pechell,  previous  to 
moving  for  the  returns  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  relative  to  the  number  of 
persons  committed  to  prison  for  offences 
in  union  workhouses,  presented  a  petition 
from  a  man  named  William  Smith,  of 
Wilmington,  stating  that  the  depositions 
set  forth  in  a  pamphlet  by  Mr.  Brooker, 
were  correct  docaments  and  referred  to  the 
case  of  the  petitioner.  Such  practices  as 
those  described  in  the  petition  were  not 
likely  to  bring  the  Gilbert  unions  under 
the  operation  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act.  Neither  would  the  neighbouring 
town  of  Brighton  think  it  desirable  if  such 
was  the  treatment  the  poor  were  to  re- 
ceive. The  hon.  Member  for  Sussex 
having  stated  that  the  charge  made  by 
Mr.  Brooker  was  a  libel,  and  he  knowing 
Mr.  Brooker  to  be  a  very  respectable  gen- 
tleman, had  now,  for  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House,  presented  a  petition  from  the 
man  who  had  suffered,  and  who  therein 
stated  his  willingness  to  prove  his  allega- 
tions upon  oath.  He  knew  none  of  the 
parties  except  Mr.  Brooker;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  institute  an  in- 
quiry, which  he  ought  to  do,  the  parties 
were  ready  to  give  evidence  as  to  the 
management  of  these  union  workhouses. 

The  Speaker  intimated  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  that  the  petition  was 
informal,  as  it  related  to  matter  spoken 
by  an  boo.  Member  of  that  House  in  the 
debates  of  the  House.  It  must  therefore 
be  withdrawn. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  of  course,  if  the 
petition  was  informal,  he  must  bow  to  the 
decision  of  the  Chair,  and  withdraw  it. 
As  the  petition  came  from  an  agricultural 
labourer,  who  was  ignorant  of  the  forms 
of  the  House,  he  hoped  that  the  error 
would  be  regarded  with  leniency  by  the 
House.  He  should  not  have  presented 
the  petition,  but  that  it  was  intended  to 
support  certain  statements  which  had 
been  termed  libels,  and  had  not  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Sussex  been  in  his  place. 
He  now  begged  to  move  for  the  following 
returns : — 

**  A  return  of  the  number,  names,  and  ages 
of  all  persons  committed  to  any  prison  in 
England  or  Wales  for  any  offence  in  an  union 
woikhoase  established  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act ;  itating  the 
nature  of  the  offence,  the  period  of  punish- 
ment, the  name  of  the  union,  and  the  namber 
for  each  union,  and  for  each  year,  from  the 
25U.  day  of  March,  1^35^  {,o^e(5^^  '^ 
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March,  1842>  ^ith  the  population  of  each 
unioDy  according  to  the  last  census.  Similar 
return  for  offences  in  workhouses  of  parishes 
and  unions  governed  by  guardians,  vestrymen, 
or  parish-officers,  under  local  acts  and  22 
George  3rd.,  c.  83,  known  as  Gilbert's  Act, 
or  not  included  in  any  Poor-law  union." 

A  complaint  had  been  made  at  the 
quarter  sessions  lately  held  at  Lewes,  of 
the  crowded  state  of  the  House  of  Correc- 
tion which  was  intended  to  accommodate 
130  persons,  whereas  there  were  200  con- 
fined io  it.  Since  October  last  the  com- 
mittals exceeded  by  sixty-three  the  num- 
ber during  the  corresponding  period  last 
year,  and  the  increase  was  entirely  owing 
to  cases  of  running  away  from  workhouses. 
Between  October  the  1st,  1841,  and 
April,  1842,  seventy-two  able-bodied  men 
had  been  committed;  and  a  magistrate 
while  on  the  bench  observed,  that  he  saw 
six  men  from  the  Cuckfield  union-house 
committed  at  one  time.  These  facts  would 
afford  a  good  introduction  for  the  motion 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  intended  to  make 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  new  bill  to  continue 
the  powers  of  the  Poor-law  Commissioners. 
If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  intended  to 
briog  all  the  parishes  now  under  local  acts 
and  the  Gilbert  unions  under  the  opera- 
tion of  bis  new  bill,  he  ought  to  show  that 
the  management  of  these  Poor-law  work- 
houses was  better  than  the  others.  He 
would  show  that  the  Gilbert  unions  and 
the  parishes  under  local  acts  were  consi- 
derably better  managed ;  people  did  never 
mn  away  from  them,  with  the  exception 
of  an  idle  boy  occasionally,  nor  was  it 
found  necessary  to  send  any  of  the  people 
to  prison.  But  seventy-eight  able-bodied 
men  from  one  union  alone  in  Sussex  had 
been  committed.  It  appeared  that  there 
were  upwards  of  100  unions  not  yet  sub- 
jected to  the  prohibitory  order ;  so  much 
for  the  uniformity  of  the  law.  It  ap- 
peared that  there  were  in  the  Gilbert 
unions  182,475  persons,  and  191  parishes ; 
and  the  towns  under  local  acts  comprised 
a  population  of  1,282,652;  so  that  alto- 
gether  there  were  1,455,127  persons  alto- 
gether  exempt  from  the  control  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners.  That  was  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  population, 
although  the  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed 
to  make  light  of  it.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  before  he  proceeded  with 
bis  bill,  would  show  that  the  management 
of  these  parishes  was  such  as  to  call  for 
legislative  interference  to  bring  them  un- 
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der  the  control  of  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  Darby  thought,  that  when  persons 
were  attacked  in  terms  which  accused 
them  of  being  guilty  of  '<  moral  and  con- 
structive murder,"  it  was  nothing  more 
than  fair  that  they  should  have  notice 
that  such  serious  charges  were  to  be  pub- 
licly alleged  against  them.  He  had  stated 
that  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  be- 
fore. He  knew  that  Mr.  Brooker's  state- 
ments had  been  totally  denied  by  the 
guardians,  and  he  thought  it  unfortunate 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  should 
mix  up  cases  like  this  with  the  general 
question  of  the  Poor-law  Bill.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber's inquiries,  but  he  objected  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  bringing  forward 
charges  against  parties  without  giving  due 
notice  of  his  motion.  The  individual 
whose  complaint  the  hon.  and  gallant 
member  had  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  when  in  the  workhouse  was  at- 
tacked with  illness — medicine  was  ordered, 
but  he  refused  to  take  it.  When  he  left  the 
workhouse  he  expressed  himself  satisfied 
with  the  treatment  which  he  had  expe- 
rienced. When  asked  to  complain  to  Mr. 
Brooker,  he  refused  to  do  so.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  said  that  an  in- 
sufficient supply  of  food  had  been  allowed ; 
this  the  guardians  positively  denied.  No 
order  was  given,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  stated,  to  lessen  the  supply  of 
food.  The  allegation  was  perfectly  un- 
true. He  asked  for  a  full  and  searching 
inquiry.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  no  right  to  bring  forward,  on  the  au- 
thority of  the  author  of  the  pamphlet,  so 
serious  a  charge  as  that  of  constructive 
murder.  It  was  an  extraordinary  fact  that 
no  complaint  was  made  to  the  board  until 
Smith  placed  himself  in  communication 
with  Mr.  Brooker  after  he  left  the 
workhouse. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  the  author 
of  the  pamphlet  was  prepared  to  submit 
to  any  investigation.  It  was  his  wish  that 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  should  send 
a  commissioner  for  the  purpose  of  inves- 
tigating the  matter.  He  did  not  think 
the  statements  in  the  pamphlet  more  li- 
bellous than  those  which  had  appeared  in 
the  Westminster  Review  respecting  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Sussex.  In  that  review  it 
was  stated  that 
H 
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had  ceased  bis  opposition  to  the  Poor  Law 
Bill  and  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sassex  bad  ceased  carpiog  on  the  subject. 
Returns  ordered. 
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New  Writ  for  Nottingham.]  Mr. 
Godson  moved,  that  the  Speaker  do  issue 
his  warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown, 
authorizing  bim  to  issue  a  new  writ  for  the 
election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  the  pre- 
sent Parliament  for  the  borough  of  Not- 
tingham,  in  the  room  of  Sir  George  Lar- 
pent,  Bart.,  who  since  his  election  had  ac- 
cepted the  stewardship  of  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds. 

The  question  put. 

Mr.  BrotherUm  moved,  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  Ward:  Considering  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  writ  is  moved, 
the  notice  which  has  been  given  regarding 
it,  and  the  importance  of  the  motion,  I 
must  confeu  that  I  did  not  expect  to  see 
it  moved  at  such  a  time  in  the  morning, 
and  in  such  a  House.  Therefore  I  shall 
have  much  pleasuse  in  seconding  the  mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Adjourned. 
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HiRvVis.!  Bxujb  Puhtte^l^  CWU  BUI  Deorev  (Ire^ 
]«od)i  Tunpike  Roads  (Iretaiid){  Excheqaer  Bills} 
PvttlshiiMnt  of  Deftth  (Inbnd) ;  VleCork  Paikt  Dublin 
PoUoei  Kaighlibridcs  and  Kinli«ton  Opanlngsi  Bri. 
bery  at  Elections. 
jt^offe^—Parish  Property. 

S"   andpasMl>-SoapDulieiDawlMek|  TimteSMiiai 
Queen's  Priioa. 

PHtole.— 1^  Equitable  Oast  Southmnfc  Improvement 
(No.  V I  Onnt  North  of  England  RaUway  t  Northffn 
Union  (Neiraastle  and  DarUqgton  JuneCion)  RaUwayi 
Bristol  Floating  Docks  Gieeoock  Hazboun;  Kington 
Roads;  EUesmere  and  Chester  Canals  Christopher^  (or 
Mannets)  Brtattt  Pilkingtonli  EMats^ 
r-  St.  Philif^  Bridge  (Bristol)  s  Uverpool  PftTing  and 
Sewerme;  Great  Tonington  Market. 
jlcyorfMl^— Northern  Coal  Mining  Companys  Giantim 
Pier  (Na  2)s  Saundersfoot  Railways  Oicat  North  of 
Ek^land  (Claicnce  and  Hartlepool)  Railway  s  Sir  John 
Casi^  Charity  (Shaw^)  Estate ;  Cottmham  Drainage. 
9*-  and  paoed :— BueUand  Indoearet  Weston^euper* 
Maie  Improraments  Cheltenham  and  Great  Western 
Union  Railways  Sheffield,  Aihton-nnder-Lyne,  and  Man- 
chester Railway  s  Glasgow  and  Redbum  Bridge  Road  s 
GhMgow.  Palsk7,  KihnamodE.  and  Ayr  Railway. 

Pannom  PnseaiiTno.  By  the  Eari  of  Widdow,  tnm 
Dunganstoui  fbr  the  Enoouiagement  of  Schools  in  ooo- 
neidon  with  the  Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— 
From  Hinckley,  Cobridge.  LkMMd,  Tichbouzne,  Brams. 
gioTe»  Bungay,  Durham.  Warwick*  Lancaster,  Chepstow, 
and  other  places,  for  the  adoption  of  a  measun  the  better 
to  secure  Religious  Instruction  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
senrSng  in  the  Army  and  NaTy.— From  Imb,  Ohiham, 
Fairbotham,  Pendleton,  Manchester,  Paynton  Worth. 
Hacel  Giore,  and  other  places,  tak  the  Suppretsion  of 
a»  pnetiee  of  cnpkiylog  tmtkt  in  Niont^FAMa  Sit 


tingboimei  fbr  Lfanitiiig  the  Houn  of  Attendanceof 
Children  m  the  Factories,  and  that  Iheir  Rellgknis  In- 
Btruction  may  be  property  attended  to^— From  Brough- 
ton,  Warkton,  and  Ciandey,  Ibr  Repeal  of  the  Com  and 
Piovlrian  Lawa,«»Fnm  the  Mayan,  AMermen,  and  Cor- 
potatkns  of  Leeds,  and  Yofk,  fbr  mi  Attention  of  the 
Law  rcspecttog  the  Leryiag  and  Collecting  of  Local 
Ratm  in  Corporate  Cities  and  Boioi^hB  in  England  and 
Wales. 

Employment  of  Children  in  Col- 
lieries.] The  Bishop  of  Norwich,  in 
presenting  five  petitions  from  Oldhain, 
Chester,  Pendleton,  near  Manchester, 
Leeds,  and  Lancaster,  prating  the  House 
to  take  measures  to  prevent  the  employ  of 
females  in  coal  mmS.  begg;ed  j^kve  "to 
eafrttieTOeniion  of  their  Lordships  to  the 


TCpOiTof  the' commissioners  tor  inqoifii 
into  the  labour  or^hUdifin,iB^Jinines,  an 
the  description  it  cave  of  the  treatm~ent  to 
which  womeiT  and"  chTUire'n  Ivere'  subject 
in  t\r€  mines  of  the  horJE,  where  tEey  were 
chained^  according  to  the  report,  to  theiT 
labour  of  dragging  small  vemcles  loaded 
with  coal  through' narrow 'apertures  or 
passages,  in  which  they  were  obliged  to 
crawl  upon  their  hands  and  knees,  their 
garments  drenched  with  water.  It  was 
not,  however,  to  the  physical  labour  alone 
to  which  he  desired  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships'  attention,  but  to  the  moral  degra- 
dation to  which  these  feiuftltifl  fh)Hi  early 
years  were  exposed,  Vssociated  as  they 

-wgm^jK-xInrlwWiisT  pphftignry  Bl>]^g^<^g^ 
est  sensuality.  Thesep^itions  were,  he 
believed,  the  fust  IhSTKad  been  presented 
upon  the  subject,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  be  followed  by  more,  and  that  the 
degraded  condition  of  these  females  would 
meet  with  their  Lordships'  sympathy. 

Earl  Fitzwilliafn  agreed  with  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  but  he  thought  also  their 
Lordships  would  agree  with  him  that 
restrictions  upon  the  .rightof  the  subject 
to  iabour^ia  |ny  way  he  might  wish,  were 
not  tojwpjjgbtlj^  imposed.  He  noped 
their  Lordships  wouTJ "maturgt^cgaaisfaer 
the  irop<>Kam  report  alfudid  to,  IS^that^ 
thryy  wnnllLjCLti^liSte^ hastily  Ifg 
thought,  too,  that  before  adoplTng  any 
such  legislation,  thej  should  take  a  view 
of  the  employment  of  females  in  other 
branches  of  labour.  yas_itclear  theje 
waano  other  labour  JnwhichTt^  were^ 
empIoyedTgwhich  similarpbjectibns  mifeET 
not  be  m^g^_Th^fe^wei^''certnTnTy  prac- 
tices set  forth  in  the  report  which  it  would 
not  be  beyond  the  province  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  prohibit,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  was  inclined  to  believe  that  those  prac- 
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tices  were  very  local,  and  did  not  extend 
generally  lu  llie  cullierlett  ol'  Englan^THe 
cooiaTnmgelf  give  gvldeufB  that  they  did 
not  generally  prevail  even  in  that  part  oF 
the  country  to  which  his  right  rev. 
Friend  had  alluded.  J.f, ihey^j^abfid-to 
pmtegt^olHWtiMUftgftlpRt  laboor,  they  ought 
not  to  confine  their  inquiries  to^tne^^l- 
liieftes»  but  to  take  a  conapreheTJaTve^v^w 
oflfaecffecTof  lauour  npon  tfiose  engaged 
in  odier-bffftncfagft  of  industry. 

Tfie'Marquesa  of  Londonderry  thought, 

that  the  right    rev«  Prelate  should  have 

given  notice  of  his   intention    to  bring 

the  subject  forward.    He  protested  on  the 

part  of  the  coal  owners  of  the  north  of 

England,  particularly  those  on  the  banks 

of  the  Tyne  and  the  Wear,  against  the 

exaggerations    of   the    right   rev.    Pre- 

late,  that  females  were  chained  and  dragged 

^in  Vlhose  channels  or  passages  of  com- 

^  'nttnicatiofi  in  the  mines.    The  right  rev. 

^  >^relate  had  presented  petitions  from  Old- 

Jvjiam,   Manchester,  Leeds,  and  Chester. 

jV  vHe  did  not  pretend  to  speak  of  those  dis- 

Otricts,  but  with  respect  to  Durham  he 

^  could  state,  that  the  allegations  were  not 

^   correct.   He  did  not  deny,  that  boys  were 

cmployed^Tn'the'  coal  mines.  T)ut  they 

werejircll_u8j^Mdcare^ 

The  Bishop  of  iVartofcAcxplaineJrthai 
he  had  merely  alluded  to  those  collieries 
to  which  the  petitions  referred,  and  in 
respect  to  those  he  had  evidence  that 
chtina  were  attachedJo  the  females  em- 
ployed. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  was 
gratified  to  hear  the  explanation  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby,  to  prevent 
misapprehension,  begged  to  state  that  the 
commission  had  been  appointed  to  inquire 
generally  into  the  condition  of  children 
employed  in  manufactures,  mines,  &c. 
This  was  only  the  first  part  of  their 
report. 

Earl  FiizwUBam  feared  if  the  right 
rev.  Prelate's  speech  should  go  forth  to 
the  public,  the  irapreMiojn^jiiu9uld  arise 
that  giris  worked  in  chains  in  the  col- 
lieries, which  would  be  entirely  erro- 
neeut.  The  chain  was  merely  used  to 
drmw  the  vehicle  containing  the  coals. 
Certainly  ^e  use  of  the  chain  was  im- 
proper,  and  ought  to  be  prohibited ;  but 
still  the  fact  should  be  properly  under- 
stood. Why  shoukl  the  inquiry  be  limited 
to  children  engaged  in  manufactures? 
Why  ooi  exttttd  it  to  thoie  employed  in 


agriculture?  [A  noble  Lord:  That  is  a 
healthy  occupation.]  He  might  be  dis- 
posed to  question  that.  He  believed  that 
a  boy  engaged  in  a  polljcry^  who  had  hj^ 
belly  full  morning»,noon,  and  night,  mightj_ 
perhaps,  be  morejealthy  than  the  Doy 
whD  was  the  son  of  an  agricultural  la- 
tjuuiei,  and  wtrose  fti ther  ear rted  no  jnore 
than  7$.  a-week,  as  was  the  case  in  some 
parts  of  the  country,  and  who  had  no 
means  whatever  of  instruction.  If  the 
inquiry  were  instituted  in  the  one  case,  it 
ou^ht  to  be  in  the  other. 

The  Bishop  of  Norwich  explained  that 
the  manner  in  which  the  chain  was  fast- 
ened on  the  persons  of  the  females,  was 
round  the  waist,  which  passing  between 
the  legs  through  a  belt,  they  drew  th 
corve  through  a  narrow  aperture  on  thei*^ 
hands  and  knees. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  doubt  expressed  by  the  noble 
Earl  as  to  the  relative  healthiness  of 
employment  in  agriculture  and  manufac- 
tures. If  the  noble  Earl  were  to  breathe 
the  air  ofacotton  factory  for  sixteen 
hours,  he  would  not  have  a  very  good 
appetite  for  his  dinner.  Let  any  one 
compare  the  situation  of  a  boy  engaged  in 
a  factory  and  one  engaged  in  agriculture. 
Thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  chil- 
dren had  been  destroved,  in  consequence 
of  their  being  compelled  thus  to  breathe 
an  atmosphere  unfit  for  respiration.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  conclusion,  begged  leave  to 
present  a  petition  from  Sittingboume,  in 
the  county  of  Kent,  praying  for  a  legisla- 
tive measure  to  limit  the  period  of  time 
during  which  it  should  be  lawful  to  em- 
ploy children  in  factories.  Should  such  a 
measure  arrive  from  the  other  House,  he, 
for  one,  was  fully  prepared  to  give  it  his 
support.  ' 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  repeated,  that  his 
own  experience  warranted  him  in  saying, 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  superiority, 
moral  or  other,  in  the  agriculturaiover  the 
manufacturing  population.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  the  people  of  Sittingboume  to 
have  any  but  very  vague  ideas  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  in  the  manufacturing 
districts. 

rhe  Marquess  otNormanhy  said,  it  was 
very  possible  that  the  people  of  Sitting- 
bourne  might  have  very  erroneous  opinions 
on  the  subject,  but,  if  so,  it  was  the  more 
desirable  that  a  conimission  should  have 
been  appointed,  composed  of  persons  com-  . 
patent  to  inquire  into  the  subjectDOQle 
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The  Bishop  of  London  confessed  he  had 
listened  with  astonishment  to  the  noble 
Earl's  statement,  that  the  condition  of 
children  in  agricultural  districts  was  not 
superior  to  what  it  was  in  manufacturing 
districts.  Thete  was  no  need  of  the 
publication  of  any  additional  reports  to 
show  what  the  condition  was  of  the  poor 
children  employed  in  factories;  the  inha- 
bitants of  SittingbourneTTr  they  were  able 
to  read,  had  opportunities  of  forming  quite 
as  accurate  an  opinion  on  the  subject  as 
any  of  their  Lordships;  and  he  had  hoped 
that  no  one  would  be  deterred,  by  any- 
thing that  might  be  said  in  either  House 
of  Parliament,  from  raising  his  voice 
against  a  system  which  was  eating  into 
the  very  viials  of  the  country.  All  the 
statistical  returns  connected  with  this  sub- 
ject went  to  show  that  the  mortality  was 
greater  among  those  employed  in  manu- 
factures than  among  those  employed  in 
agriculture.  Whatever  evils  might  exist 
among  the  labouring  classes  engaged  in 
agriculture^  those  evils  were  fearfully 
aggravated  among  the  manufacturing  po- 
pulation; though  he  doubted  whether 
their  Lordships  could  form  a  very  accurate 
estimate  of  the  condition  of  classes  from 
whom  they  were  so  far  removed.  The 
Legislature*  however,  was  not  only  at 
liberty  to  step  in  and  endeavour  to  remedy 
these  evils,  but  was  bound  to  do  so. 

Earl  Fitzunlliam  must  still  maintain 
his  opinion  that,  with  the  exception  of 
some  benevolent  individuals  among  them, 
who  might  have  inquired  into  the  subject, 
the  inhabitants  of  Sittingbourne  were  not 
qualified  to  judge  of  the  state  of  the 
manufacturing  districts.  If  the  poor,  either 
agricultural  or  manufacturing,  did  not 
receive  proper  moral  instruction,  the 
church  ought  to  be  held  accountable  for 
the  neglect. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

Election  Petitions.]  Lord  Brougham 
said,  he  rose  to  call  the  attention  of  their 
Lofdships  to  a  matter  of  the  highest  im- 
portance. It  appeared  from  the  proceed- 
ings as  they  were  recorded  in  the  votes  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  that  the 
time  had  now  arrived  when  it  was  his  duty 
to  bring  forward  the  great  question  to 
which  he  had  invited  their  attention  to. 
wards  the  close  of  the  last  Session ;  the 
time  had  come  for  him  to  redeem  the 
pledge  which  he  had  then  given,  that  he 
would  call  their  attention  to  the  corrupt. 


illegal,  and  unconstitutional  practices  that 
prevailed,  and  that  but  too  generally,  in 
the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
As  a  preparatory  step  for  moving  for  the 
appointment  of  a  committee  to  undertake 
this  important  inquiry,  he  would  now  pre- 
sent a  bill  for  furtherine:  inquiry  into  bri- 
bery, corruption,  and  intimidation,  at  the 
election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment; which,  when  passed  into  a  law, 
would  enable  the  committee  to  prosecute 
the  inquiry;  and  if  the  bill  were  not 
passed,  either  in  the  shape  in  which  it  was 
now  presented,  or  in  some  similar  form,  it 
was  his  clear  and  decided  opinion,  it  would 
be  wholly  in  vain  to  expect  any  good  re- 
sults from  the  labours  of  such  a  committee. 
He  should  have  an  opportunity  of  entering 
more  fully  into  this  subject  when  he  came 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the  bill. 
Their  Lordships  would  find,  that  the  provi- 
sions of  this  bill  went  somewhat  beyond 
those  of  similar  measures.  He  proposed, 
not  only  to  give  protection  to  witnesses, 
and  to  persons  who  might  have  evidence 
to  give  on  the  subject,  but  he  proposed  to 
give  a  discretionary  power  to  the  com- 
mittee to  ensure  to  witnesses  an  absolute 
and  unqualified  indemnity,  without  which 
it  would  be  impossible  to  carry  any  in* 
quiry  to  a  satisfactory  result. 
Bill  read  a  first  time* 

Catholic  Grievances.]  Lord  C/t/*- 
fordf  of  Chudleigh,  said,  he  had  some  pe- 
titions to  present  from  various  Roman 
Catholic  congregations,  but  it  was  his 
intention  simply  to  lay  those  petitions  on 
the  Table,  though  a  misapprehension  had 
gone  abroad  that  he  intended  to  make 
them  the  basis  of  a  motion.  The  noble 
Lord  then  presented  petitions  from  the 
Roman  Catholics  frequenting  the  chapel 
of  Grafton  Bromsgrove,  in  Worcestershire, 
with  150  signatures,  complaining  of  cer- 
tain grievances  under  which  they  laboured, 
and  praying  for  redress.  His  Lordship 
presented  similar  petitions  from  Great 
Eccleston,  in  Lancashire;  from  Totness, 
'in  Devonshire;  from  Colport,  in  Stafibrd- 
.shire;  from  Tamworth,  in  Staffordshire; 
and  from  a  place  the  name  of  which  did 
not  reach  us.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that 
there  had  appeared  in  the  public  papers 
an  error  of  some  importance.  It  was 
stated,  on  the  authority  of  what  had  taken 
place  in  the  other  House,  that  11,000/. 
were  voted  for  the  religious  instruction  of 
the  army,   and  that  of  these   11,000/., 
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7,000/.  were  devoted  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics. This  statement,  the  petitioners 
said,  was  erroneous,  as  only  700/.  were 
thus  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  With  respect  to  the  motion  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  it  was  not  his 
wish  to  provoke  a  discussion  that  might 
in  the  most  remote  degree  shake  the  public 
confidence  in  her  Majesty's  Government 
in  India,  and  it  was,  therefore,  not  his 
intention  to  make  the  motion,  except  at 
such  a  time  as  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
might  not  deem  inconvenient. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  the  noble 
Lord  might  snit  his  own  convenience,  and 
he  had  not  the  least  doubt  that  the  House 
would  give  its  patient  attention  to  the  no- 
ble Lord,  whenever  he  might  think  proper 
to  bring  his  motion  forward. 

Lord  Clifford  would  then  fix  his  motion 
for  the  following  Tuesday. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Magistrates  OF  Sunderland.]  The 
Marquess  of  Normanhy  said,  he  had 
waited  till  the  last  moment,  before  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Marquess  at  the  Table. 
He  could  not  have  imagiped  that  party 
feelings  could  have  so  completely  dead- 
ened the  feelings  of  the  noble  Marquess  as 
to  induce  him,  after  having  made  an  ac- 
cusation, containing  foul  imputations  on 
the  character  of  certain  Gentlemen,  and 
after  having  received  from  them  assurances 
— as  he  knew  the  noble  Marquess  had 
— denying  the  charge  brought  against 
them,  not  to  have  taken,  as  the  noble 
Marquess  had  in  a  proper  and  respectful 
manner  been  requested  to  do,  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  acknowledging  his  error. 
As  the  noble  Marquess  had  not  thought 
proper  to  take  that  course,  he  would  not 
pursue  the  subject  further,  as  the  House 
was  just  about  to  adjourn,  but  would  give 
notice  of  his  intention  of  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  and  the  House 
to  the  matter  on  Monday.  He  had  re- 
ceiYed  a  copy  of  the  communication  which 
had  been  forwarded  to  the  noble  Mar- 
qoets.  It  would  be  recollected  that  on  a 
former  evening  the  noble  Marquess  ac- 
cused the  magistrates  of  Sunderland  of 
having  refused  public-house  licences  to 
every  person  whose  political  opinions  did 
not  coincide  with  their  own.  That  was 
the  statement  made  by  the  noble  Mar- 
qoesa  in  his  hearing,  and  since  the  noble 
Man|oes8  bad  not  thought  proper  to  ori- 


ginate any  explanation  upon  the  subject, 
he  gave  notice  that  he  would  bring  the 
matter  before  the  House  on  Monday. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  felt  no 
little  surprise  that  after  the  melancholy 
exhibition  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
already  made  relative  to  the  question  of 
the  municipal  magistracy,  he  should  en- 
deavour to  revive  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject, particularly  after  what  had  passed  in 
another  place  last  night. 

The  Marquess  ofNormanby  rose  to  say, 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  revive  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  general  question.  He 
meant  merely  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  an  emphatic  and  explicit  denial 
which  had  been  given  by  the  magistrates 
of  Sunderland  to  a  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Marquess  on  a  former  evening. 
Whatever  terms  the  noble  Marquess  might 
be  pleased  to  employ  towards  him,  he 
might  rest  assured  that  nothing  the  noble 
Maiquess  could  say  would  prevent  him 
from  discharging  his  duty. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  said, 
that  what  he  meant  was  this,  that  the 
noble  Marquess  could  not  bring  forward 
the  statement  which  he,  like  himself,  had 
received,  without  going  into  details  re- 
specting the  magistracy  of  the  boroughs 
which  he  had  before  animadverted  upon — 
namely,  Gateshead  and  Sunderland.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  six  Whig  magis- 
trates of  Sunderland  had,  in  the  absence 
of  their  Conservative  brethren,  drawn  up 
certain  resolutions,  and  called  upon  him 
to  declare  to  them  whether  such  and  such 
a  statement,  which  they  had  seen  attri- 
buted to  him  in  the  Morning  Chronicle^ 
was  correct.  If  it  were  the  pleasure  of 
the  House,  he  would  go  into  the  matter, 
and  he  thought  he  would  be  able  to  prove 
that  everything  which  he  had  stated  to 
their  Lordships  was  borne  out  by  informa- 
tion in  his  possession  ;  but  he  had  yet  to 
learn,  and  perhaps  the  noble  Marquess, 
who  had  filled  the  office  of  a  Secretary  of 
State,  would  inform  him,  whether  he,  as 
Lord-lieutenant  of  the  county,  was  bound 
to  acquaint  these  six  Gentlemen  that  a 
report  of  what  he  had  stated  in  his  place 
in  Parliament,  was  or  was  not  correct? 
He  had  come  down  to  the  House  to  answer, 
in  his  place,  any  question  which  the  noble 
Marquess  might  think  fit  to  put  to  him  ; 
and  as  the  noble  Marquess  had  given  a 
notice  on  the  subject  for  Monday,  he 
would  readily  and  cheerfully  meet  him  ; 
but  he  would  not  answer  to  the  may®* 
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and  six  Whig  Members  of  the  corporation 
of  Sunderland  for  anything  which  he  had 
said  in  his  place  as  a  Peer  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  would  lead  to  great  inconve- 
nience if  he  were  to  set  the  example 
of  complying  with  such  a  proposition. 
Those  were  the  reasons  why  he  did  not 
think  he  would  be  justified  in  taking  the 
initiative  in  any  explanation  which  might 
be  considered  necessary.  The  noble  Mar^ 
quess  had  thought  proper  to  say,  that  he 
was  not  acting  as  became  a  generous  man. 
Now,  he  would  tell  the  noble  Marquess, 
that  if  he  believed  the  statement  he  had 
made  to  be  incorrect,  he  would  be  gene- 
rous enough  to  admit  it  immediately,  but 
he  was  firmly  convinced  that  it  was  cor- 
rect. He  was  ready  to  give  any  explana- 
tion which  might  be  called  for  by  a  Peer 
of  Parliament,  but  he  would  not  reply  to 
the  six  Whig  magistrates ;  and  he  would 
like  to  know  whether  the  noble  Marquess 
would  not  act  in  the  same  manner  if  he 
were  in  his  situation. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  rose  to  ad- 
dress the  House,  when 

Lord  fVhamcliffe  rose  to  order.  The 
noble  Marquess,  in  giving  notice  of  his 
intention  to  bring  forward  the  question  on 
Monday,  had  chosen  to  remark  in  a  par- 
ticular manner  upon  the  conduct  of  his 
noble  Friend.  His  noble  Friend,  naturally 
enough,  had  replied  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's observations.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  trusted  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  allow  the  matter  to  rest  where 
it  was  till  Monday, 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  felt  it  im- 
possible to  allow  forty-eight  hours  to  pass 
over  without  making  a  few  observations  in 
reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Marquess.  The  noble  Marquess  had  stated 
that  the  communication  he  had  received 
was  signed  by  only  six  magistrates,  whereas 
it  was  signed  by  all  the  magistrates  who 
were  accused  by  ihe  noble  Marquess,  with 
the  exception  of  the  mayor,  who  was  at 
present  in  London.  They  denied  the  alle- 
gation of  the  noble  Marquess,  and  put  the 
noble  Marquess  in  possession  of  facts 
which  must  have  convinced  him  that  his 
statement  was  incorrect.  He  really  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  proceed  with  the 
matter  now,  an^  would  do  so.  The  noble 
Marquess  said,  he  would  not  answer  for 
what  appeared  in  a  newspaper.  Did  the 
noble  Marquess  deny  the  words  which 
were  attributed  to  him? 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  rose  to  order. 
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The  noble  Marquess's  course  of  proceed- 
ing was  most  irregular.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess, not  content  with  giving  notice  of 
his  intention  to  put  a  question  to  his  noble 
Friend  on  Monday,  had  commented  with 
some  severity  upon  his  noble  Friend's  con- 
duct. His  noble  Friend,  finding  himself 
attacked,  naturally  enough  replied,  and 
now  the  noble  Marquess  purposed  to  go 
at  once  into  the  matter  instead  of  waiting 
till  Monday  next* 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy  said,  that 
having  had  an  opportunity  of  denying,  on 
the  part  of  the  Gentlemen  accused,  the 
truth  of  the  noble  Marquess's  allegation,  he 
had  no  objection  to  let  the  matter  stand 
over  till  Monday.  He  must  again  express 
his  surprise  that  the  noble  Marquess,  after 
having  received  a  denial  of  a  statement 
affecting  the  character  of  persons  who 
were  not  present  to  defend  themselves, 
had  not  taken  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
either  maintaining  his  allegation,  or  ac- 
knowledging that  it  was  incorrect. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  this 
disorderly  discussion  was  the  consequence 
of  the  noble  Marquess  having  made  some 
observations  on  the  conduct  of  his  noble 
Friend  in  not  having,  at  the  instance  of 
certain  persons,  explained  what  had  fallen 
from  him  in  a  debate  a  few  nights  since* 
Now,  with  submission  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, it  appeared  to  him,  that  if  his  noble 
Friend  had  done  that,  he  would  have 
acted  most  disorderly.  His  noble  Friend 
had  been  called  upon  by  persons  out  of 
doors  to  explain  what  he  had  stated  in  his 
place  in  Parliament.  They  had  not  yet 
arrived  at  such  a  state  of  things  as  that  in 
their  Lordships'  House.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess, or  any  other  Peer,  might  call  upon 
his  noble  Friend  for  an  explanation.  That 
was  the  regular  course  of  proceeding ;  but 
the  noble  Marquess,  in  blaming  his  noble 
Friend  for  not  answering  persons  out  of 
doors,  was  going  beyond  the  practice  of 
their  Lordships. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  said,  that  what  had 
passed  had  convinced  him,  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  either  to  adhere  more 
strictly  to  such  rules  for  preserving  order 
as  their  Lordships  already  possessed,  or  to 
frame  new  ones. 

Lord  Redeidak  said,  that  although  he 
was  not  an  old  Member  of  the  House,  he 
could  not  fail  to  observe  that  their  Lord- 
ships' proceedings  were  much  more  dis- 
orderly than  when  he  first  took  his  seat. 

Subject  dropped.-^Adjourned 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday f  May  6,  1842. 

MiKun&'i  Biixa.  FuUke^^l*-  Double  CoiCi  i  Gn&d 
41117  PmpBtiiMOti  (COEk). 

T-  Wfim  and  Raeovcriei  (Walei  and  Cheihire) ;  loeum- 
bents  LMsung  (No.  S) ;  EcdeaUitical  Corporakioiit  Lcm- 
nv  (No.  t). 

Prtmitk   r*    Bortm  Haxboiir  (No.  S)t  Binniogliam 
and  JjTcxpocd  Junetioa  Canal  (No.  f) ;  Glcgg't  Divorce. 
JfaporfoL— Natkmal  Floating  Breakwater  Company. 
«"•   and  paaMd  ^--Gteat  North  of  biglaiid  Railway ; 
WUTi  EMa<a;  MifvUWft  DivoKe. 

PxrmoHa  PacsaNTBO.  By  Mr.  ViDien,  ftom  Leek*  in 
Staflbfdihin,  and  from  Manchester,  fbr  the  Total  Repeal 
or  the  Com  and  Fwviiioii  Lawa.^-By  Mr.  Agliooby, 
ftom  Caekarmoutb*  for  the  lubititution  of  Affirmations 
instead  of  Oaths* — ^By  Mr.  Thomas  Dunoorobe,  from 
Bfsley*  HowdeUf  Bromley  in  Kcnt»  and  Pentlthy  fbr 
Aiteatkm  or  Repeal  of  the  PooFlaw  Amendment  Aet.— 
From  SaUbrd,  Pendleton,  and  many  other  places,  against 
the  Turnpike  Roads  BilL — ^From  Golden,  Bansla,  and 
oUwr  plaosB,  ^^afaistthe  Fisheries  (Ireland)  BOL— By  Lord 
Wonley,  from  Ctrsneestar,  Winterton,  Edinhmgh,  and 
Caistor,  against  the  Property  Tax.— By  Mr.  Turner,  from 
Cornwall,  ^gslnst  the  proposed  Reduction  of  the  Duty 
on  ffomgtt  Oils.— By  Mr.  J.  O'OonneU,  and  Mr.  Byng. 
Ann  Hcrtwood,  Oldham,  York,  Nuneaton,  and  Haouner- 
smith,  for  Equality  of  Civil  Rights  for  Roman  Catholics. 
—By  Sir  George  Strickland,  and  Mr.  Hardy,  from  the 
Wot  Ridta«  of  YoriKsUra,  for  a  Umitation  of  the  Houzb 
«f  Labour  for  Young  Persons  in  Factories.— From  Delt- 
fa^,  LerwuA,  Dunrossness,  and  Bury  St.  Edmunds,  against 
Importation  of  Fbreign  Cattkb— From  StirUng.  for  Al- 
miion  of  the  Saknon  Fisheries  (Scotland)  BiU  (Na  fl). 
— f^rom  the  ProprieCon  and  Tacksmen  of  Salmon  Fish- 
eries, against  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Sabnon.— From 
Glasgow,  and  Ayr,  for  Aboiitiou  of  Church  Patsooage 
<Soodand).— From  sundry  partiea,  for  Alteration  of  the 
pscsoDt  mode  of  Admitting  pemns  to  the  Freedom  of 
the  Covpotation  of  Dublin.  —  From  Haleswortfa,  for 
Batter  Obsenrance  of  the  Sahbattk^From  St.  LeonaadH, 
Shoredileh,  fof  Redemption  of  the  Tolls  on  Watcrkw, 
and  tte  other  Metropolitan  Bridges. 

Southampton  Election  Committee.] 
Mr.  Redington  reported  from  the  select 
committee  appointed  to  try  and  determine 
the  merits  of  the  petition,  complaining  of 
an  nndoe  return  for  the  town  of  Soath- 
amptOD,  the  following  resolutions  :-^ 

^Tbat  James  Bruce,  esauire,  coromooly 
called  Lord  Bruce  (now  Earl  of  Elgin),  and 
Charles  Cecil  Martyn,  esquire,  were  not  duly 
elected  Burgesses  to  serve  in  this  present  Par- 
liament for  the  Town  and  County  of  the  Town 
of  Southampton. 

^That  the  last  Election  of  Burgesses  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  said  Town  and 
County  of  the  Town  was  a  void  Election. 

''And  the  said  Determinations  were  or- 
dered to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
House. 

**  House  also  acquainted,  that  the  Committee 
had  ooBse  to  the  following  Resolutions. 

'*That  James  Bruce,  esquire,  commonly 
called  Lord  Bruce,  and  Charles  Cecil  Martyn, 
esquire,  were,  by  their  agents,  guilty  of  Bri- 
bery at  the  last  Election  for  the  Town  and 
County  of  the  Town  of  Southampton. 

''That  Charles  Combe  Callan  was  bribed 
wilh  10/.,  paid  to  his  wife  for  him ;  that  Jo- 


seph Whitmarsh  was  promised  a  bribe  of  20/., 
the  whole  or  some  portion  of  which  was  after, 
wards  paid;  that  Joseph  Redwards  was 
bribed  with  5^.;  that  William  Andrews  was 
bribed  with  3/.;  and  that  Giles  Paskin  was 
bribed  with  3/. ;  each  of  them  to  vote  for  Lord 
Bruce  and  Mr.  Martyn. 

*<That  it  has  not  been  proved  before  the 
Committee  that  these  acts  of  Bribery  were 
committed  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
Lord  Bruce  or  Mr,  Martjrn. 

"That  the  Evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee relative  to  an  extensive  system  of  treat- 
ing carried  on  through  the  means  of  local  as- 
sociations, the  payment  of  large  sums  to 
Chairmen  and  Colourmen,  many  of  whom 
were  voters,  and  the  expenditure  of  a  sum  of 
money  for  the  purposes  of  the  Election, 
amounting  to  neariy  5,000/.,  and  therefore  far 
exceeding  the  ordinary  legal  charges,  is  de- 
serving of  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
House. 

'*  That  the  Committee  feel  they  have  been 
prevented  fron*  ascertaining  the  exact  mode  in 
which  the  whole  of  this  money  was  expended, 
by  the  loss  or  destruction  of  the  vouchers  and 
other  documents  connected  with  these  pay- 
ments^ especially  in  the  case  of  William  Rouse 
Mabson,  who,  after  having  been  served  with 
the  Speaker's  Warrant,  disposed  of  those  in 
his  possession.'' 

Report  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

**  Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Com* 
mittee,  and  of  the  Evidence  taken  before  them, 
to  be  laid  before  this  House.  *' 

Freemen  (Dublin).]  Mr.  Gregory 
presented  a  petition  from  Dublin,  com- 
plaining  of  the  manner  in  which  freemen 
had  been  admitted  into  that  Corporation. 

Mr.  (fConnell  supposed,  as  this  petition 
was  directed  against  him  personally,  that 
he  was  entitled  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
it.  It  complained  that  he  had  admitted 
1,400  freemen  since  he  had  been  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin.  That  was  true ;  but 
the  petition  did  not  state  that  he  had  ad- 
mitted any  one  of  the  1,400  without  hay- 
ing proof  before  him  upon  oath.  If  the 
number  of  admissions  were  thought  to  be 
large,  it  could  not  be  said  that  he  had  no 
precedent  for  what  be  had  done;  for  it 
was  a  fisct  that  his  predecessor,  the  late 
lord-mayor,  had  aamitted  six  hundred 
freenien  in  one  evening.  The  petitioners 
did  not  allege  that  he  had  not  applied  the 
same  rule  and  given  the  same  facilities  to 
all  parties.  They  did  not  state,  that  he 
had  rejected  any  improperly,  or  admitted 
any  improperly;  so  that,  in  fact,  although 
the  petition  was  designed  to  operate 
against  him,  he  thought  he  might  take  it 
u  a  wrt  of  decl«r«.tio.^j3^hiejpiry^gi<> 


207 


Southampton 


{COMMONS} 


New  WHt. 


208 


Mr.  Gregory,  in  explanation,  begged 
to  observe,  that  the  petitions  aid  nothing 
about  the  number  of  freemen  admitted, 
and  merely  prayed  that  such  measures 
might  be  adopted  as  would  insure  the  at- 
tendance of  some  person  to  superintend 
the  admission  of  freemen. 

Mr.  O'Connell :  All  that  the  petitioners 
alleged  upon  that  point  was,  that  he  had 
omitted  to  attend  on  one  particular  day : 
his  attendance  on  that  day  was  omitted  in 
consequence  of  illness.  If  any  one  of 
the  Gentlemen  whose  names  were  attached 
to  the  petition  had  written  to  him  to  say 
that  they  required  his  presence  in  Dublin, 
or  wished  a  particular  day  to  be  appointed 
for  the  admission  of  freemen,  he  would 
have  gone  from  London  for  the  purpose. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

SouTHAMPTOK  New  Weit.]  Mr. 
Henry  Baring  moved 

"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown,  to  make  out  a  new 
Writ  for  tlie  electing  of  two  Burgesses  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Town 
and  County  of  the  Town  of  Southampton,  in 
the  room  of  Lord  Bruce>  now  Earl  of  Elgin, 
and  Charles  Cecil  Martyn,  esquire,  whose 
Elections  have  heen  determined  to  be  void. " 

Mr.  Ward  thought,  after  the  report 
which  had  that  evening  been  made  at  the 
bar,  making  very  grave  allegations  not 
only  against  the  agents  of  the  late 
Members,  but  against  a  large  portion 
of  the  constituency,  affirming  that 
many  had  been  guilty  of  receiving 
bribes,  and  that  a  system  of  treating 
was  found  to  prevail  very  extensively  in 
the  borough — that  the  House  was  bound 
not  to  take  any  further  step  upon  the  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  H.  Baring) 
until  the  minutes  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  committee  had  been  printed  and 
placed  before  the  House.  When  it  was 
recollected  that  the  House  had  been  ap- 
pealed to  upon  three  several  occasions,  in 
reference  to  the  proceedings  growing  out 
of  the  last  election  for  this  borough— when 
it  was  remembered,  too,  that  the  conduct 
of  one  of  the  Members  of  the  House  had 
been  implicated  in  the  course  of  the  in- 
quiry, he  thought  that  the  House  had  a 
right  to  claim  full  information  of  all  that 
had  passed  before  the  committee,  before 
it  consented  to  take  any  further  step.  If 
there  were  any  doubt  upon  the  points  to 
which  he  had  referred,  he  would  move  (as 
there  were  only  a  very  few  Members  in 


the  House  when  the  report  from  the 
Southampton  Election  Committee  was 
made),  that  the  report  be  read  again  at  the 
Table,  and  he  would  subsequently  move 
that  the  motion  now  before  the  House  be 
adjourned  until  the  evidence  should  be 
printed  and  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  H,  Baring  stated,  that  he  should 
not  have  the  slightest  objection  to  accede 
at  once  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  amend- 
ment. He  begged  it  to  be  understood 
that  in  moving  for  the  writ  on  that  occa- 
sion, he  had  been  actuated  by  no  wish  or 
intention  to  take  the  House  by  surprise. 
He  had  apprised  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee  (Mr.  Redington)  of  his  inten- 
tion to  move  the  writ,  and  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman assured  him  that  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  such  a  motion  being  made.  He 
understood,  also,  that  a  motion  which  had 
been  brought  forward  in  the  committee 
for  suspending  the  writ  had  been  with- 
drawn,  and  that  there  was  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  any  of  the  Members  of  the 
committee  to  the  issuing  of  the  writ.  He 
felt,  therefore,  that  he  bad  been  quite 
justified  in  making  the  motion  ;  but  at  the 
same  time,  he  had  no  wish  to  press  it 
against  the  wish  or  feeling  of  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House. 

Mr.  H,  Hinde  begged  to  second  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield, 
that  the  report  of  the  committee  be  read 
again,  because  he  was  quite  sure,  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  then  perceive  that 
there  was  no  charge  of  general  bribery 
against  the  borough  of  Southampton. 

Mr.  Ward  had  not  said,  that  there  was. 
The  report  specified  nine  cases  only  of 
bribery  actually  carried  home  to  the  par- 
ties ;  but  it  stated  that  a  very  extensive 
system  of  bribery  and  treating  was  carried 
on  by  means  of  local  associations.  But 
the  best  way  of  settling  the  point  was  to 
have  the  report  read  again. 

The  report  of  the  committee  read  by  the 
clerk. 

Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley  begged  to  offer  a 
single  remark.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Marlborough  (Mr.  H.  Baring),  had  stated 
that  there  had  been  some  discussion  in  the 
committee  as  to  the  suspension  of  the 
writ.  There  was  no  such  discussion.  He 
made  a  motion  to  suspend  the  writ  until 
the  evidence  had  been  laid  before  the 
House,  but,  finding  that  he  was  not  sup- 
ported, he  withdrew  it. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  gained  his  legs 
with  great  difficulty.^V^bilst  he  wm  rising, 
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Mr.  Bemal  spoke  to  order,  and  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  be  allowed  to  speak  sitting. 

Mr.  WiUiams  Wynn  thanked  ^the  hon. 
Gentleman  very  heartily.  If  he  were  una- 
ble to  standi  he  should  be  most  sensible 
of  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  which 
would  permit  him  to  speak  sitting ;  bat 
whilst  he  had  the  power  to  get  upon  his 
legs,  he  thought  it  better  that  he  should 
conform  himself  to  the  ordinary  practice 
of  the  House.  With  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  he  should  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  after  such  a  re- 
port as  had  been  made  from  the  commit- 
tee, he  did  not  think  it  expedient  that  a 
motion  should  be  made  immediately  for 
issuing  a  new  writ  At  the  same  time, 
whatever  opinion  he  might,  upon  the  first 
flush  of  the  case,  be  disposed  to  form  as  to 
the  suspension  of  the  writ  till  after  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  committee  had 
been  laid  before  the  House ;  yet,  as  there 
was  no  recommendation  to  that  effect  in 
the  report,  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the 
House  adopt  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  without  notice.  He 
would,  therefore,  suggest  to  that  hon. 
Gentleman  the  expediency  of  adjourning 
the  debate  rather  than  pressing  his  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Ward  had  no  objection  to  adopt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  suggestion.  He 
would  withdraw  his  amendment,  and  move 
that  the  debate  on  the  question  for  issuing 
the  writ  be  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

Mr.  H.  Baring  thought  that  perhaps 
the  better  way  would  be  to  withdraw  the 
motion  altogether,  which,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  would  do. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Election  Compromises.]  Mr.jRos- 
buck  said,  yesterday  I  gave  notice  that  I 
should  put  a  question  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Reading.  I  stated  his  name  at  the 
lime  amongst  the  names  of  other  hon. 
Members,  to  whom  also  it  is  my  intention 
to  put  the  questions  of  which  I  have  given 
notice.  As  I  see  both  the  hon.  Members 
for  Reading  now  in  their  places,  I  shall 
proceed  without  further  preface  to  put  my 
questions  to  them.  In  taking  this  course, 
I  feel  that  I  am  justified  by  some  extraor- 
dinary circumstances  which  have  recently 
taken  place  in  the  town  of  Reading.  It 
has  been  stated,  that  the  lion.  Members 
opposite  have  entered  into  a  compromise 
respecting  the  controverted  right  to  the 


seats  which  they  at  present  hold  in  this 
House.  I  have  heard  also  that  they  are 
cognizant  of,  and  parties  to,  some  such 
arrangement.  Now,  if  they  are  not  so, 
they  will  naturally  be  anxious  to  lose  no 
time  in  clearing  themselves  from  such  an 
imputation ;  and  as  I  desire  through  the 
character  of  those  hon.  Members  to  main* 
tain  the  purity  of  this  House  and  the 
dignity  of  our  proceedings,  I  wish  to  put 
it  distinctly  to  each  Member  to  say  whe- 
ther or  not  he  knows  or  has  heard,  of  any- 
thing respecting  the  transactions  in  ques- 
tion. I  have  heard,  and  I  have  reason  to 
believe,  that  the  election  committee  in 
the  case  of  the  controverted  return  for  the 
town  of  Reading  has  had  its  business  put 
an  end  to  by  a  compromise  made  on  the 
part  of  one  or  both  of  the  Members  sent 
to  this  House  as  representatives  of  that 
borough.  I  have  also  heard  and  have 
reason  to  believe,  that  a  bond  has  been 
entered  into  with  their  knowledge,  if  not 
in  their  name,  to  the  effect  that  one  or 
either  of  them,  though  both  were  declared 
by  the  committee  to  have  been  duly 
elected,  should  resign  or  vacate  his  seat  by 
the  acceptance  of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds, 
thus  defeating  the  determination  of  the 
committee  appointed  to  try  the  merits  of 
the  petition  in  their  case,  and  thus  com- 
mitting a  violation  of  the  privileges  of 
this  House.  With  the  most  perfect  re- 
spect, then,  for  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
I  beg  to  inquire  of  him  whether  he  is 
cognizant  of  or  party  to  any  arrangement 
by  which  it  has  been  agreed,  that  he  is  to 
accept  the  stewardship  of  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds,  in  order  to  vacate  his  seat, 
notwithstanding  he  had  been  declared 
duly  elected  by  the  select  committee  ap- 
pointed to  try  the  merits  of  the  petitions 
presented  to  this  House  against  his  return, 
or  whether  by  any  other  means  he  intends 
to  vacate  his  seat,  although  duly  elected 
to  serve  in  Parliament. 

Lord  Chebea :  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  has  put  forward  my 
name  first  in  the  list  of  those  to  whom  he 
intends  to  put  questions,  I  am  prepared  to 
be  the  first  to  state  all  that  I  have  to  say 
on  the  subject,  and  to  gratify,  as  far  as 
the  short  reply  which  I  can  give  can 
gratify,  the  spirit  of  investigation  by  which 
the  hon.  Member  seems  to  be  actuated. 
Holding,  as  I  do,  a  strong  opinion  as  to 
the  unreasonableness  of  putting  a  question 
to  any  hon.  Member  respecting  a  matter 
which  relates  solely  to  his  private  conduof 
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of  bon.  Members  would  again  become  the 
sport  of  party  contentioiii  personal  envy, 
and  inquisitiveness.  In  conformity,  then, 
with  the  principle  adopted  by  the  House 
in  giving  up  the  jurisdiction  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  and  adopting  the  course  of 
which  the  House  seems  to  approve.  I 
beg  leave  to  decline  answering  the  ques- 
tions put  to  me  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath ;  and  I  protest  against 
the  right  of  any  one  to  draw  any  inference 
from  such  a  circumstance.  He  has  no 
right,  personal  or  Parliamentary,  to  put 
such  a  questionjto  me :  and  though  I  say 
that  the  House  has  no  right  to  draw  any 
inference  from  my  refusal  to  answer,  yet  I 
leave  the  hon.  and  learned  interrogator  to 
draw  whatever  conclusion  he  thinks  pro- 
per, and  I  have  no  doubt  that  his  infer- 
ences will  be  quite  as  pertinent  as  his 
questions. 

Mr.  Roebuck :  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
with  that  answer,  and  I  shall  now  proceed 
to  carry  forward  with  the  other  Members 
whose  names  I  have  mentioned  the  exa- 
mination which  I  have  proposed  to  my- 
self to  institute,  believing  that  if  I  hear 
aught  detrimental  to  any  hon.  Member,  I 
shall  do  that  which  must  prove  advanta- 
geous to  the  character  of  the  House,  by 
extending  the  inquiry  as  far  as  possible. 
In  conformity  with  the  rule  which  I  have 
thus  laid  down  to  myself,  1  proceed  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Penryn 
if  he  was  a  party  to,  or  cognizant  of,  any 
agreement  by  which  he,  in  the  month  of 
July  next,  or  anywhere  about  that  time, 
is  to  accept  the  Chiltem  Hundreds,  al- 
though he  had  been  declared  elected  by 
the  committee  appointed  to  try  the  validity 
of  his  election,  it  being  notorious  that  acts 
of  briberv  were  proved  at  that  election, 
and  I  wish  to  know  if  he  is  cognizant  of 
any  such  acts  ? 

Captain  Plumrkige :  The  answer  which 
I  propose  to  give  to  the  hon.  Member 
shall  be  as  brief  as  possible.  I  understand 
that  a  compromise  has  been  entered  into 
with  respect  to  the  petition  against  the 
return  for  Penryn ;  but  I  was  not  cogni- 
zant of  that  compromise  till  after  it  was 
made.  I  beg  I  may  be  allowed  to  finish 
this  part  of  the  statement.  I  say  I  knew 
nothing  of  it  till  after  it  was  entered  into, 
and  I  am  not  pleased  with  the  arrange- 
ment. We  are  always  taught  that  when 
we  put  our  cases  into  the  hands  of  lawyers, 
we  must  confide  wholly  in  their  advice, 
and  submit  ourselves  in  all  respects  v3to 


and  affairs,  I  am  bound  to  decline  giving 
any  answer  whatever  to  the  question  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  thought 
proper  to  put  to  me.  I  hope  and  trust 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
allow  me  to  express  the  great  regret  which 
I  feel  that  any  circumstances  should  have 
induced  him  to  depart  from  the  exercise  of 
that  sound  discretion  which  on  many  occa* 
sions  he  has  shown.  Of  this  I  entertain 
no  doubt,  that  if  he  could  change  places 
with  me  he  would  follow  precisely  the 
same  course  which  I  have  prescribed  to 
myself.  Sure  I  am  that  if  I  were  the 
catechist  and  he  the  catechumen  he  would 
have  no  difficulty  in  producing  excellent 
reasons  for  refusing  to  answer  my  inter* 
rogatories. 

Mr.  Rodmck:  I  now  proceed  with  the 
same  respect  to  put  similar  questions  to 
the  bon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Col- 
league of  the  noble  Lord.  [The  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  then  repeated  the  sub- 
stance of  the  questions  above  given,  which 
he  had  previouslv  put  to  the  noble  Lord.] 

Mr.  C.  Ruiteil :  I  altogether  deny  the 
right  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  to  ask  whether  I  have  any  intention 
either  to  retain  or  to  vacate  the  seat 
which  I  have  now  the  honour  to  fill.  I 
bold  my  seat  in  this  House  by  as  perfect 
a  right  as  that  which  entitles  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  representation  of  the  city 
of  Bath.  I  was  sent  here  by  a  large 
majority  of  a  numerous  constituency.  If 
there  existed  any  doubt  with  respect  to  my 
conduct  as  a  candidate,  or  any  reason  to 
question  the  propriety  of  my  conduct  as  a 
Member  of  this  House,  then  I  beg  leave  to 
say  that  the  subject  would  be  matter  for 
inquiry  by  the  committee  appointed  to  try 
the  merits  of  the  petition,  and  not  for  an 
investigation  to  be  conducted  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath.  If  we  are 
thus  to  be  catechised  by  the  dozen,  what 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  will  feel  him- 
self safe  from  being  put  to  the  question 
at  any  time  throughout  the  whole  dura- 
tion of  the  Parliament  ?  If  the  House 
should  sanction  a  proceeding  of  this 
nature,  I  desire  to  know  where  it  is  to 
end  ?  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  if  the 
House  should  be  so  ill  advised  as  to  en- 
dure anything  of  the  sort,  they  will  there- 
by make  a  great  stride  towards  restoring, 
in  its  wont  and  most  malignant  shape, 
that  jurisdiction  which,  not  long  since, 
this  House  wisely  and  deliberately  re- 
nounced, and  which,  if  lesumed,  the  seats 
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tbeir  gnidtnce;  but  yet  I  mml  say  that  I 
ihiok  the  compromise  has  id  this  case 
beea  made  rather  prematarely.  I  do  not 
koow  that  I  can  more  fally  answer  the 

ioestioD  which    the   hon.  and    learoed 
lember  has  put. 

Mr.  Roebuck :  I  ha?e  to  return  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Penryn  my  best 
thanks  for  the  candid  and  honourable 
manner  in  which  he  has  answered  my 
question.  There  is  nothing  by  which  he 
could  do  greater  honour  to  himself,  or 
confer  greater  advantage  upon  the  coun- 
try, than  by  giving  the  fair,  candid,  and 
manly  reply  which  the  House  has  just 
heard.  In  the  same  spirit  as  that  by 
which  I  was  governed  in  the  former  case  1 
now  proceed  to  pot  a  similar  question 
respecting  the  borough  of  Nottingham. 
Sir  G.  Larpent  is  not  in  the  House,  but  I 
see  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  other  Mem- 
ber for  the  town  of  Nottingham  in  his 
place,  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  he  has 
been  a  party  to  or  cognizant  of,  or  whe* 
tber,  being  cognizant  of  it,  be  has  taken 
any  advantage  of  an  agreement,  or  is 
about  to  take  advantage  of  any  agree- 
ment, of  the  following  description : — that 
a  sum  of  money  has  been  paid  down  to 
avoid  the  investigation  of  the  committee 
respecting  the  bribery  alleged  to  have 
uken  place  at  Nottingham ;  that  a  further 
sum  has  been  paid  down  as  a  pledge,  by 
which  it  should  be  permitted  to  an  hon. 
Gentleman  to  walk  over  the  course,  as  it 
is  called;  whether  he  has  any  knowledge 
of  it,  or  whether  any  such  terms,  or  any- 
thing approximating  to  them,  bad  been 
come  to  I 

Sir  J.  Hobhouie :  I  beg  leave  to  say, 
that  I  do  not  admit  the  right  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  put  such  a 
qncstioD  to  any  Member  of  this  House.  I 
shall,  therefore,  not  answer  the  question. 
I  shall  say  no  more,  because  I  think  no 
more  is  called  for. 

Mr.  Roebuck :  I  quite  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  n(Hhing  more  is 
called  for.  Sir  George  Larpent  is  not 
now  in  the  House.  1  am  merely  going  to 
say,  that  about  half-past  twelve  or  one 
o'clock  last  night  a  motion,  I  understand, 
was  made  in  this  House  that  a  new  writ 
be  issued  for  the  borough  of  Nottingham, 
in  the  room  of  Sir  Q«>rge  LArpent;  for 
that  he,  since  his  election,  had  accepted 
the  tlcwardship  of  her  Majesty's  Cbiltern 
Hundrads.  To  Sir  George  Larpent,  there- 
fore, I  cannot  pat  the  question  wfakb  I 


have  just  addressed  to  other  Members  of 
this  House.  I  now  wish  to  make  a  similar 
inquiry  of  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine,  the 
Member  for  Lewes.  I  am  about  to  ask 
him  if  he  is  cognizant  of,  or  a  party  to  any 
agreement  or  arrangement  by  which  the 
question  of  bribery  at  the  election  of 
Lewes  is  to  be  drawn  from  the  considera- 
tion of  the  committee,  so  as  to  admit  a 
Member  into  this  House  who  was  not 
returned  by  the  returning  oflficer,  but  who 
would  come  into  this  House  by  agree* 
ment?  This  is  the  only  question  I  shsdl 
put  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mf.  Elphinstone:  I  understand  that  a 
compromise  has  taken  place  with  my  hon. 
Colleague  on  the  other  side  of  the  House ; 
but  neither  directly  nor  indirectly  have  I 
been  a  party  to  any  arrangement  of  the 
sort,  nor  have  I  any  intention  of  accept- 
ing the  Cbiltern  Hundreds. 

Mr.  Roebuck :  I  return  my  best  thanks 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  have  now  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Haiwicb,  or 
rather  the  two  hon.  Members,  whether 
they  are  party  to,  or  cognizant  of  any 
agreement  by  which  either  of  those 
hon.  Members  is  to  retire  from  the  seat 
which  he  now  holds,  by  accepting  the 
Cbiltern  Hundreds,  for  the  purpose  of  let- 
ting another  person  into  the  House,  and 
by  those  means  avoiding  the  consideration 
of  bribery  before  the  committee  ? 

Major  Beruford:  I  do  in  one  singular 

Birticular  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
ath,  namely,  that  the  present  proceeding 
is  most  extraordinary.  I  know  not  of, 
still  less  do  I  acknowledge,  any  right 
which  the  hon.  Member  may  claim  to  ask 
questions  in  this  House  respecting  the 
private  arrangements  of  hon.  Members, 
and,  therefore,  I  decidedly  decline  to  an- 
swer the  question.  However,  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  has  any  pnm^/acte 
case  affecting  me,  or  affecting  my  hon. 
Colleague,  let  him  regularly  bring  it  be- 
fore a  competent  tribunal,  and  there  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  defend  my  own  con- 
duct and  to  answer  any  charges  which  may 
be  brought  against  me.  Although  I  de- 
cline to  answer  questions  put  by  an  indi- 
vidual Member,  1  am  perfectly  ready  to 
afford  the  House  any  information  which, 
in  its  collective  character,  it  may  require. 
Let  the  hon.  Member  only  come  forward 
in  the  manner  which  1  have  suggested, 
and  he  may  rest  assured  that  I  shall  be 
perfectly  ready  to  clear  my  character  from 
the  slurs  which  questions  of  this  nature 
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might  be  supposed  to  cast  upon  it,  and  I 
have  no  apprehension  that  if  I  should  ever 
have  occasion  to  appear  before  any  tribu- 
nal, I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  my  cha- 
racter is  free  from  all  blame.  Before  an 
authorised  tribunal  I  shall  state  everything 
that  I  know;  and  then,  perhaps,  the 
active  curiosity  which  has  suggested  these 
questions  may  be  satisfied.  As  I  said  be- 
fore, I  shall  answer  anything  to  the  House, 
but  nothing  to  the  learned  inquisitor  him- 
self. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  re- 
solve itself  lAto  a  committee  on  the  In- 
come-tax Bill. 

Mr.  Roebuck:  Upon  that  motion  I 
think  I  am  entitled  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  notice  which  I  gave 
yesterday,  respecting  the  appointment  of 
a  select  committee,  and  which  is  in  these 
words  :— 

^'A  committee  to  inquire  whether  certain 
practices  connected  with  the  trial  of  petitions 
presented  to  this  House  against  the  return  of 
certain  of  its  Members  be  not  a  gross  breach 
of  its  privileges/' 

I  think  I  am  bound  to  bring  forward 
this  question  with  as  little  delay  as  possi- 
ble; and  I  think  also  that  I  am  entitled 
to  bring  it  forward  as  a  matter  of  privilege. 
I  have  heard  certain  statements  respecting 
various  Members  of  this  House  in  con- 
nexion with  election  petitions.  Those 
statements  having  come  to  my  ears,  and 
being  anxious  at  all  times  to  do  every 
thing  in  my  power  to  preserve  the  character 
of  the  House,  I  have  thought  it  my  duty 
to  bring  the  matter  under  consideration, 
and  it  is,  I  conceive,  entitled  to  prece- 
dence, as  a  matter  of  privilege.  I  have 
heard  statements  affecting  the  character 
of  Members  of  this  House,  and  I  now  de- 
mand of  the  House  a  consideration  of  the 
question ;  and  I  also  respectfully  request 
from  the  Chair  a  decision  upon  this  point. 
I  have  heard  imputations  upon  the  cha- 
racters of  Members  of  this  House — I  de- 
sire to  bring  the  case  before  the  House ;  I 
am  prepar^  to  state  the  nature  of  the  ac- 
cusations, and  to  support  them  by  evi- 
dence, and  I  ask  from  you,  Sir,  if  I  am 
not  entitled  to  bring  forward  that  as  a 
matter  of  privilege  ? 

The  Speaker :  If  the  hon.  and  {earned 
Member  for  Bath  desires  to  show  that  any 
Members  of  this  House  have  committed 
any  breach  of  privilege,  the  proper  course 
for  him  to  take,  is  to  move  that  those  hon* 


Members  do  attend  in  their  places ;  that 
being  agreed  to,  and  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
accused  being  present,  then  if  it  appear 
that  he  undertook  to  show  that  they  had 
been  guilty  of  conduct  which  amounted  to 
a  breach  'of  privilege,  he  ought  to  move 
that  the  matter  be  referred  to  a  committee 
of  privileges ;  but  if  he  merely  now  intends 
to  move  for  a  select  committee  to  inquire 
whether  or  not  *'  a  gross  breach  of  privi- 
lege" has  been  committed  by  some  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  I  confess  I  do  not  think 
that  that  is  such  a  motion  as  the  hon. 
Member  is  entitled  to  bring  forward  as  a 
matter  of  privilege. 

Mr.  Roebuck :  I  am  prepared  now  to 
state  the  accusations  which  I  mean  to 
prefer ;  they  amount  to  a  gross  breach  of 
privilege ;  on  those  statements,  so  made, 
I  think  I  am  justified  in  moving  for  acorn, 
mittee  of  inquiry. 

Mr.  Elphinstone:  If  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Bath,  has 
any  charge  to  make  against  me,  I  hope 
he  will  state  it  at  once,  in  order  that  it 
may  at  once  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Roebuck:  I  am  not  quite  sure,  Sir, 
that  you  heard  what  I  said.  My  voice  is 
weak,  and  I  have  a  difficulty  in  making 
myself  heard.  I  say  that  I  am  prepared 
to  state  certain  imputations  against  cer- 
tain Members  of  this  House.  Those 
Members  are  almost  all  here,  for  I  put  my 
question  individually  to  nearly  the  whole 
of  them.  They  being  at  this  moment  pre- 
sent, I  am  ready  in  their  presence,  and 
before  them,  to  state  what  I  have  heard, 
and  what  I  state  I  myself  believe,  before  I 
make  my  statement.  I  wish  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  a  breach  of  its  privileges,  and 
what  is  certainly  a  breach  of  the  common 
law  of  this  realm.  And,  Sir,  stating  as  I 
do,  my  belief  that  what  I  shall  bring  before 
the  House  does  amount  to  a  breach  of  its 
privileges,  I  believe  I  shall  be  in  order  in 
moving  for  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mittee of  privileges  to  inquire  into  facts 
which  I  shall  state. 

The  Speaker :  Certainly,  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  states  the 
facts  he  proposes  to  bring  before  the 
House  of  his  own  belief,  1  consider  that 
he  would  be  in  order.  But  at  present  the 
House  is  in  this  position  :— A  motion  has 
been  made,  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
the  committee  on  the  Property-tax  Bill  be 
now  read,  and  it  will  not  be  competent  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  fR/Q9JFp(^'* 
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motion,  unlesa  that  motion  be  fint  with* 
drawn. 

Mr.  Roebuck:  I  do  not  wish,  I  am 
sure,  for  one  moment  to  interfere  with  or 
to  stop  the  course  of  the  Government.  If 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  thinks  it  advanta- 
freous  that  a  question  of  privilege  should 
be  deferred  to  Monday,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  oppose  it. 

Sir  R,  Peel :  I  was  quite  prepared  to 
bow  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair.  On  the 
one  hand,  I  think  it  is  most  desirable  that 
when  a  Member  brings  forward  a  motion 
of  privilege,  he  should  have  every  prece- 
dence which  the  subject  demands,  and  to 
which  he  is  entitled ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  I  think  it  would  be  establishing  a 
very  inconvenient  precedent  if  an  hon. 
Gentleman  be  allowed  to  bring  forward  a 
question  of  privilege  in  any  way  that  is 
contrary  to  the  usual  practice  of  the  House. 
I  need  not  say  how  anxious  I  am,  on  pub- 
lic grounds,  to  proceed  with  the  Property- 
tax  Bill,  but  at  the  same  time  the  merely 
accidental  difficulty  interposed  by  the  fact 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  having  moved  the 
Order  of  the  Day  will  not  be  insisted  upon 
by  me,  provided  it  appears  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  a  clear  right  to 
bring  on  this  question  of  privilege  in  its 
present  form.  Were  he  free  to  bring  it 
forward  on  Monday,  it  is  quite  clear,  that 
I  should  gain  no  great  advantage  by  the 
postponement,  but  at  the  same  time,  I 
mast  say  the  motion  is  one  of  so  unusual 
a  character  that  I  will  not  say  more  than 
that  it  appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  for 
the  public  advantage  that  there  should  be 
some  delay.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  to  make  a  speech— of 
coarse  I  cannot  tell  what  the  facts  would 
be  that  be  would  state — I  must  say,  that 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  a  desirable 
thing  that  the  House  should  come  to  a 
conclusion  at  once  merely  on  hearing  that 
speech.  On  the  other  hand,  it  would  be 
most  unfair  for  hon.  Members  to  be  sub- 
jected to  imputations  which  they  might 
not  be  in  a  situation  at  once  to  answer. 
Looking  at  the  matter  as  one  of  indiffer- 
ence to  the  Government,  who  have  prece* 
dence  both  to-day  and  Monday,  unless  a 
privilege  question  should  intervene,  I  think 
it  would  be  the  most  likely  to  conduce  to 
a  satisfactory  decision,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  now  to  give  no- 
tice for  Monday,  so  that  the  House  might 
have  the  interval  to  consider  what  coarse 


they  would  adopt.  At  the  same  time,  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  insists 
upon  the  right  which  the  Speaker  has 
declared  him  to  have,  I  shall  not  interpose 
the  accidental  obstacle  of  my  right  hob. 
Friend's  motion  to  his  progress. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  if  the  House  should 
think,  under  all  the  circumstances,  that  he 
had  better  proceed  on  Monday,  and  not 
to-day,  he  was  quite  ready  to  accede,  but 
he  was  quite  prepared  to  go  on  now. 

Several  hon.  Members:  Go  on  ;  go  on. 

Captain  Fitzroy :  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  mean  to  include 
me  in  his  rigid  inquisition?  [Mr.  /2otf« 
buck :  I  certainly  do.]  Then  I  must  say, 
for  one,  that  it  is  only  fair  that  the  accusa- 
tion should  be  made  as  speedily  and  as 
publicly  as  possible.  Feeling,  as  I  do, 
that  it  will  be  impossible  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  fix  any  imputa- 
tion upon  me,  yet  I  think  it  is  only  fair 
that  I  should  know  as  soon  as  possible 
what  are  the  suspicions  he  entertains,  and 
the  charges  he  makes.  I  trust,  therefore, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  will  allow  the  ac-i 
cusation  to  be  made  at  once,  and  pub- 
licly. 

Major  Beres/ord  said,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  had  included 
the  Members  for  Harwich  in  his  accusa- 
tion, he  only  wished  to  state,  that  one  of 
those  Members — his  hon.  Colleague — had 
gone  out  of  town  yesterday  to  his  country 
place  before  any  notice  of  his  motion  had 
been  given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath.  He  merely  mentioned  the 
fact,  as  it  might  have  some  weight  in  in- 
fluencing the  nature  of  his  observations. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with- 
drew his  motion  for  reading  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  committee  on  the  Pro- 
perty-tax Bill. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Paronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  has  said  that  the  course  I 
have  pursued  on  the  present  occasion  is 
an  unusual  one.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  my  course  is 
an  extraordinary  one;  but  I  think  before 
I  sildowu,  I  shall  convince  him  that  the 
circumstances  under  which  I  have  acted, 
are  also  extraordinary.  Extraordinary 
evils  require  extraordinary  remedies.  I 
have,  no  doubt,  deviated  from  the  ordinal^ 
course  of  proceeding  in  this  House  on  this 
occasion,  but  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
show  the  House  that  there  exist  gra^Rs 
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reaions  for  suspiciont  as  regards  the  two 
hoD.  Members  who  now  sit  for  the  town  of 
Nottingham.  [An  hon.  Member:  One  1^ 
Against  the  one  right  hon.  Member  who 
now  sits  in  this  House  for  the  town  of 
Nottingham,  the  other  hon.  Member 
having  resigned.  I  am  also  told,  and 
have  good  reason  to  believe,  and  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House,  that  great  suspicion  also  exists 
against  the  two  hon.  Members  who  now 
sit  for  Harwich  in  this  House,  or  at  least 
against  one  of  them  ;  and  that  grave  sus- 
picion also  rests  on  the  transactions  that 
have  taken  place  with  respect  to  the  Pen- 
rjn  and  Falmouth  case.  I  believe  I  shall 
sJso  be  able  to  show  that  the  same  grave 
suspicion  rests  against  the  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  now  sit  for  Reading,  and  also 
against  the  two  Members  for  l^wes.  And 
to  what  do  these  suspicions  relate  ?  They 
relate  to  a  subject  on  which,  above  all 
others,  it  behoves  the  House  to  be  watch 
ful,  aoid  to  take  care  that  no  man  be  en* 
aUed  to  impose  on  this  House  as  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  people  by  the  use  of  corrup- 
tion, intimidation,  and  bribery.  1  am  here 
tA  charge  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  now 
represents  the  town  of  Nottingham,  with 
cognisance  of  and  participation  in  bribery. 
I  am  here  to  charge  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  resigned  the  seat  which  he 
heki  for  the  same  town  the  same  thing. 
I  am  here  to  ehaige  the  sitting  Members 
for  Harwich  with  bribery.  I  am  here  to 
charge  the  sittmg  Member  for  Penryn  and 
Falmouth  with  being  cognizant  of  and  a 
participator  hi  bribery.  I  am  here  to 
charge  the  Members  for  Readnig  with 
being  cognixaut  of  and  participators  in 
bribery,  and  I  am  here  to  charge  the 
Members  for  Lewes  in  the  same  way ;  and 
why  do  I  take  this  mode  of  making  the 
charge  ?  It  is,  that  from  the  ordinary  tri- 
baoals  appointed  by  the  law  for  the  con- 
sideration of  these  subjects  they  have 
been  withdrawn,  and  that,  therefore,  I  am 
driven  to  the  adoption  of  thu  extraordinary 
course.  Such  is  the  state  of  the  law — 
such  1 6od  it  in  these  eases  to  have  been 
—that  persons  guilty  of  bribery,  or  cogni- 
zant that  briboy  has  been  committed, 
can  withdraw  from  the  tribunals  which 
Parliament  has  appointed  for  the  consi- 
deration of  such  charges.  But  shall  it  be 
said  that  the  House,  with  the  power  in  its 
own  hands,  shall  allow  persons  found  guilty 
before  its  very  eyes  to  withdraw  fmn  its 
own  tmniediate  cogniaanoe,  which  is  far 


more  certain  than  that  of  any  of  the  tri- 
bunals appointed  by  act  of  Parliament? 
By  the  act  of  Parliament  committees  are 
appointed  to  try  the  merits  of  election  pe- 
titions; but,  according  to  the  practice, 
any  party  prosecuted  before  those  tribunals 
can  withdraw,  and  so  escape  conviction. 
Let  me,  by  one  illustration,  point  out  the 
kind  of  proceedings  that  may  take  place 
under  such  a  system.  Suppose  there  is  a 
general  election,  and  that  the  town  of  Not- 
tingham is  about  to  be  contested— a  sort 
of  Parliamentary  Napoleon  determines  to 
conquer  the  town,  or  in  the  language  of 
the  historian,  to  **  jump  on  it  with  both 
his  feet."  He  rushes  down  to  the  town, 
bribes  every  man,  frightens  his  opponent 
out  of  the  place,  and  is  returned  to  Parlia- 
ment as  its  Member.  The  opposing  candi- 
date enters  a  petition  against  his  return. 
Say  that  the  committee  for  the  trial  of 
that  petition  is  to  be  struck  next  Monday. 
But  fear  seizes  upon  him  when  about  to 
come  before  the  tribunal  which  the  law 
provides  for  the  investigation  of  his  pro- 
ceedings, and  he  desires  to  escape  from 
that  tribunal.  What,  then,  do  the  suc- 
cessful parties  do  ?  Why,  they  enter  into 
a  compromise  with  the  opposing  candi- 
date, propose  to  pay  down  a  sum  of  money 
for  the  purpose  of  exculpating  themselves 
and  escaping  the  scrutiny  of  the  com- 
mittee ;  and  further  pledge  themselves  to 
allow  the  ousted  candidate  to  walk  over 
the  coarse.  Now,  I  bearing  of  these 
things,  pot  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Nottingham,  who 
must  be  cognizant  of  these  fects,  if  true, 
and  DOW  I  ask  the  House  what  would  have 
been  the  conduct  of  each  and  all  of  those 
hon.  Members  to  whom  I  put  the  same 
question,  if  they  had  not  been  cognizant 
of  each  transactions.  Suppose  any  hon. 
Member  had  come  forward  and  accused 
me  of  a  similar  traosactnn ;  what  does 
the  House  suppose  would  have  been  my 
answer  ?  Should  I  have  sheltered  myself 
under  such  a  shield  as  that  **  the  hon.  and 
learned  Memlwr  for  Bath  has  no  right  to 
put  such  a  question  ?*'  No,  Sir,  I  should 
have  been  glad  to  answer.  I  should  have 
been  thankfol  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
brought  forward  so  base  an  aocosatton, 
and  I  should  at  onoe  have  declared,  in 
the  face  of  the  whole  country  and  of 
this  House,  who  are  its  representatives, 
that  the  whole  statement  was  a  foul  lie 
and  a  calumny.  Has  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronetdonethi.?    H^.-f^^^^^g^ 
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trary,  one  of  the  Members  returned  for 
Nottingham  already  done  that  which  I 
should  have  anticipated  had  I  pot  the 
question  to  him?  Did  he  not,  at  four 
o'clock  yesterday*  accept  the  stewardship 
of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  in  fulfilment  of 
the  purposes  of  that  very  contract  which 
by  my  question  I  proposed  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  House?  But  I  am  met 
by  a  statement  which  bears  upon  me  with 
great  forces  It  is  said,  but  suppose  that 
under  these  circumstances  a  sitting  Mem- 
ber so  situated  finds  it  too  expensive  a 
process  to  defend  his  seat.  I  at  once 
allow  that  that  may  be  a  reason.  But  my 
charge  goes  much  further  than  that,  I 
have  heard,  and  I  have  reason  to  believe, 
and  if  the  House  grants  me  a  committee, 
I  think  I  shall  be  enabled  to  prove,  that  a 
sum  of  money  has  either  been  promised  or 
paid  down  in  order  that  the  party  might 
escape  the  investigation  before  the  elec- 
tion committee.  Now,  this  was  a  case  of 
payment  of  something  as  an  inducement 
to  the  treatv*  It  is  not  simply  saying, 
*'  I  am  unable  to  bear  the  expense  of  the 
contest  ;**  it  is  going  further,  and  saying, 
**  I  am  guilty  of  all  the  petition  lays  to  my 
charge,  and  I  am  prepared  to  give  some- 
thing  to  escape  from  inquiry."  Now  I  am 

K pared  to  say,  and  I  do  say,  that  1  have 
rd  these  things  circulated  in  every  part 
of  the  town  in  which  we  live;  and  I  am 
also  prepared  to  say,  that  if  you  will  give 
ne  power  to  bring  before  the  House  the 
agenu  in  those  transactions,  I  will  get  out 
the  truth  of  my  statement.  Is  the  House 
prepared  to  say,  that  the  facts  I  have 
sdleged  are  not  a  breach  of  its  privileges  ? 
Is  the  House  prepared  to  say,  that  going 
down  to  bribe  a  whole  town  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  an  election  is  not  a  gross 
breach  of  its  privileges?  If  the  House  will 
siy  that,  then  I  have  no  answer  to  make, 
and  I  have  done.  But  if  the  House  ad- 
mits that  such  conduct  is  a  gross  breach 
of  its  privileges,  then  I  am  here  in  my 
place  to  say,  that  I  myself  believe  the  accu- 
sation made  to  be  true,  and  that  I  am  pre- 
pared, if  the  House  will  give  me  the  means, 
to  prove  its  truth.  Making  that  state- 
ment as  t  do,  will  the  House  deny  me  the 
committee  I  ask  for  ?  I  now  come  to  the 
Reading  case,  and  I  say  that  I  have  heard, 
and  have  every  reason  to  believe,  that  a 
bond  has  been  entered  into  for  a  purpose 
which  I  will  presently  state.  I  sa^,  that 
one  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Reading — I 
am  cempeDed  to  name  him  in  order  to  die* 
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tinguish  him  from  the  other  hon.  Member 
— I  should  call  him  the  noble  Member  for 
Reading,  is  about  to  accept  the  steward- 
ship of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds,  under  a 
penalty  in  which  either  he  or  his  friends  are 
bound  so  to  vacate  his  seat  by  a  certain 
day.  Is  such  a  case  as  this  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  this  House  or  is  it  not?  Of 
what  is  the  hon.  Member  for  Reading  ac- 
cused ?  Of  bribery,  intimidation,  corrup- 
tion, and  treating.  And  before  these 
things  can  be  tried  —  indeed,  after  the 
committee  has  been  sitting  only  one  day — 
the  whole  affair  is  hushed  op,  the  com- 
mittee returns  certain  Members  as  the 
sitting  Members,  and  if  I  had  not  inter- 
fered, what  would  have  taken  place,  as  far 
as  the  public  knowledge  of  the  aflTair  is 
concerned  ?  Why,  the  noble  Member  for 
Reading  would  have  gracefully  retired  by 
accepting  the  Chiltern  Hundreds-^'t  would 
have  been  thought  that  pleasure  or  some 
other  graceful  employment  had  attracted 
him  elsewhere ;  and  so  the  matter  would 
have  ended.  But  1  charge  him  before- 
hand with  the  intention  of  retreating.  I 
have  accused  him  in  the  face  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen,  and  he  dares  not  meet  the 
accusation.  Let  us  return  to  the  case  of 
Nottingham.  It  is  very  important  that 
we  should  know  what  are  the  charges  and 
accusations  of  the  petition.  The  accusa* 
tioos  included  in  the  allegations  of  the  pe« 
titions  are,  then,  that  the  right  hon.  Sir 
John  Cam  Hobhouse,  and  George  Gerard 
de  Hochepied  Larpent,  now  Sir  George 
Gerard  de  Hochepied  Larpent  were  candi- 
dates at  the  last  election  for  the  town  of 
Nottingham ;  that,  therefore,  a  poll  was 
demanded  on  behalf  of  John  Walter,  which 
poll  was  allowed  by  the  returnhig  officer^ 
and  that  shortly  after  the  poll  had  ix>m- 
menced  the  opposition  ceased,  and  the  said 
Sir  John  Cam  Hobhouse  and  George 
Gerard  de  Hochepied  Larpent  were  re- 
turned. But  the  petition  goes  on  to  say 
that  large  numbers  of  electors  were  carried 
away  to  prevent  them  from  voting-^ 
«  cooped  *'  is  the  phrase  of  the  petition— 
a  new  terra  to  me,  but  which,  as  explained 
by  a  very  learned  and  competent  person, 
means  that  these  large  numbers  of  electors 
were  shut  up  and  hidden  in  large  houses ; 
and  it  further  appears  that  there  existed 
such  a  mass  of  corruption  and  intimidation 
at  Nottingham — all  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  election  by  the  admirable  strategic 
operations  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet — that 
the  opposmg  candid^J^^^ci^  compelled 


S23 


Elictum 


{COMMONS} 


C<mpromisi$^ 


234 


to  give  way.  Such  are  the  faets  of  the 
NottiDgham  case,  as  they  appear  from  the 
petition.  At  Reading  not  quite  the  same 
thing  took  place,  but  quite  enough  was 
done  to  frighten  the  opponents  of  those 
who  are  the  sitting  Members  in  this  House. 
I  ask.  Sir,  if  these  things  are  to  continue, 
what  is  to  become  of  the  privileges  of  Par- 
liament ?  If  ail  honourable  feeling  is  to 
be  put  an  end  to — if  after  an  election  pe- 
tition has  been  presented  the  inquiry  is  to 
be  hushed  up  in  an  hour — if  arrangements 
of  the  kind  I  have  mentioned  are  to  be 
made  with  impunity,  and  the  grossest  cor- 
ruption concealed  and  hidden  from  the 
public  eye.  I  ask,  Sir,  again,  what  is  to 
become  of  the  privileges  of  Parliament  ? 
Now  I  come  to  the  Lewes  case,  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  not  think 
that  I  mean  to  impute  any  thing  dishonour- 
able to  his  party  or  to  him  in  what  I  shall 
say.  The  question  before  us  is,  whether 
we  shall  consent  to  the  continuance  of  a 
practice  which,  if  not  checked,  will  utterly 
break  up  the  constitution,  as  far  as  the 
election  to  this  House  is  concerned.  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and  my 
hon.  Friend  will  excuse  me,  then,  if  finding 
them  in  the  slough,  I  bring  their  case,  too, 
before  the  House.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  at  once  acknowledged,  that  as  re- 
garded the  Lewes  case,  there  had  been  a 
compromise,  and  he  has  not  said  that  it 
was  not  what  I  declared  it  to  be — a  com- 

gromise  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
ribery  coming  out  before  the  committee. 
Here  is  a  case  where  the  facts  are  admitted 
—where  I  cannot  be  accused  of  rashly 
rushing  in.  What  is  the  charge  in  the 
case  of  the  Members  for  Lewes  ?  It  is, 
that  they  went  to  Lewes  with  money  in 
their  hands,  which  was  to  be  employed  for 
the  purposes  of  bribery,  and  that  they 
were  returned  in  consequence  of  that 
bribery.  That  point  is  clearly  stated  in 
the  petition,  and  it  seems  that  the  pe- 
titioners had  in  their  hands  such  proofs  as 
enabled  them  to  say  to  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers, "  If  yoQ  don't  give  up  you  see  what 
the  consequence  will  be."  And  the  sitting 
Member  being  a  prudent  man,  and  con- 
nected as  the  parties  were  together,  he 
retires,  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  now  sits  in  his  place.  I  am  not  ac- 
cusing the  men,  I  am  accusing  the  system. 
I  say,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is 
there  in  consequence  of  the  system,  and  it 
is  the  system  which  I  want  to  expose.  J 
care  not  for  the  men.    There  sits  the  hon.  i 


and  gallant  Member  (Captain  Fitzroy), 
and  here  sits  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr,  Elphinstone).  *  Where,  and  0  where 
is  his  colleague  ?  Echo  answers,  "Where." 
He  is  gone !  Now  we  will  come  to  the  case 
of  Penryn  and  Falmouth.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Captain  Plumridge) 
has  acknowledged  that  there  was  a  com- 
promise, the  nature  of  which  he  does  not 
tell  us,  but  at  which  he  says  he  was  ex- 
tremely angry.  [*' Captain  Plumridge — 
No,  not  angry  ;  only  displeased."]  I  ex- 
aggerated the  phrase  and  am  very  sorry 
for  it.  The  committee,  however,  was  ap- 
pointed. A  witness  was  brought  forward. 
He  swore  to  direct  acts  of  bribery.  The 
thing  became  exceedingly  unpleasant,  and 
an  arrangement  having  been  made  the 
night  before  between  the  parties,  the 
counsel  comes  in  and  states  that  the  whole 
matter  is  arranged,  that  the  petitioners 
withdraw  their  petition ;  **  And,"  adds  the 
learned  counsel,  "  we  beg  to  say," — now 
mark  how  they  treat  the  witness — *'  we 
beg  to  say,  that  we  don't  believe  one  word 
which  the  witness  has  said."  That  is  to 
say,  although  the  charge  was  bribery,  and 
the  witness  has  distinctly  proved  it,  yet  we 
withdraw,  and  the  world  hears  no  more  of 
the  matter.  But  I  see  a  good  deal  more. 
I  see  that  the  hon.  Member  is  to  retire  in 
July.  Now,  do  not  we  understand  it  so  ? 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  lawyer 
considered  what  was  best  to  be  done  in 
the  case;  he  brought  his  legal  acumen 
and  experience  to  bear  upon  it,  and  having 
seen  men  tried  before  for  such  practices, 
he  said  *'  The  case  is  up,  we  will  not  try 
this,  and  the  hon.  Member  will  retire  in 
July."  Is  the  hon.  Member  not  to 
retire  in  July.  This  circumstance  then, 
that  he  is  to  retire  in  July,  is  a  con- 
firmation of  the  accusation.  But  why 
is  he  to  retire  ?  If  the  witness  did  not 
tell  the  truth,  why  is  he  to  retire?  For 
what  reason?  He  is  in  health,  he  is 
strong,  and  quite  equal  to  his  Parliamen- 
tary duties.  Why,  th^n,  should  he  retire  ? 
[Captain  Plumridge :  Because  he  made  a 
bad  bargain.]  Now,  I  ask  this  House  and 
the  people  of  England,  whether  this  is  the 
language  which  ought  to  be  used  in  refer- 
ence to  such  a  case  ?  A  bad  bargain !  Do 
we  buy  and  sell  the  representation  ?  If 
we  come  to  this  House  fairly  and  freely 
to  represent  our  fellow-countrymen,  to 
watch  over  their  interests,  to  take  care 
of  all  that  is  dear  to  them  and  ourselves, 
is  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
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mitted  to  say^  that  it  is  a ''  bad  bargain  *' 
by  which  he  will  be  removed  from  this 
House  ?  I  do  entreat  the  House  not  to 
permit  such  language  to  be  used  without 
reprehension.  If  these  are  the  feelings  of 
the  boa.  and  gallant  Member  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  representation,  I  must  say  he  is 
unworthy  of  a  seat  in  this  House,  and  in 
this  case  July  will  be  a  happy  month  for 
us.  Every  honest  man  who  feels  the  re- 
sponsibility of  his  situation  here  will  con- 
cur with  me  in  saying,  that  such  language 
and  conduct  ought  not  to  be  permitted  in 
this  place.  I  think  I  have  made  out  my 
case  with  respect  to  Penryn  and  Fal- 
mouth. Now  for  Harwich.  In  this  case, 
the  Members  were  chained  with  bribery, 
treating,  and  corruption.  There  were 
three  petitions,  one  proceeding  from  Mr. 
Denis  Le  Marchant,  now  a  Baronet  and 
Sir  Denis  le  Marchant,  the  other  from 
Sir  Denis  Le  Marchant  and  certain  elect- 
ors :  and  the  third  from  Mr.  J.  Bagshawe. 
Mr.  Bagshawe  and  Sir  Denis  le  Marchant 
were  candidates  at  the  Harwich  election. 
Before  anything  happened  in  the  com- 
mittee, a  sudden  light  broke  in  upon  the 
sitting  Members.  The  three  petitions  were 
withdrawn,  and  the  accusation  is  that  one 
of  those  hon.  Members  is  to  retire,  in  order 
to  let  in  Sir  Denis  le  Marchant.  The 
accusations  contained  in  the  petitions  were 
bribery,  treating,  and  corruption.  The 
petitions  are  withdrawn,  and  a  Member 
retires.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Harwich  has  told  me  I  may  draw 
whatever  conclusion  I  please  from  his 
silence.  I  draw,  then,  the  conclusion  that 
either  he  or  his  Colleague  retires.  1  say 
now,  that  one  of  them  is  to  retire.  Why  ? 
And  why  has  joy  gone  forth  to  the  friends 
of  Sir  Denis  le  Marchant?  Why  do  they 
say  "  We  have  got  a  seat  for  Harwich  ?" 
Because  a  compromise  and  an  agreement 
have  taken  place  between  these  parties. 
In  the  case  of  Harwich  a  curious  thing 
occurred.  The  sitting  Members  presented 
an  objection  list,  whilst  the  other  parties 
more  carefully  reserved  theirs.  The  ob- 
jection list  of  the  sitting  Members  was 
presented,  and  then  it  was  attempted  to 
be  withdrawn ;  but  it  was  too  late ;  and  I 
find  in  this  objection  list  the  names  of 
eighty-three  voters  for  receiving  bribes, 
ami  of  seventeen  for  offering  bribes.  This 
is  on  one  side  only.  The  objection  list  of 
the  other  side,  which  has  been  so  potent  as 
to  drive  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  or 
his  Colleague  from  the  representation,  has 
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not  been  presented.  I  want  to  know  how 
many  voters  were  objected  to  in  that  list. 
I  believe  a  great  many  more  were  objected 
to  in  that  list  than  in  the  list  of  the  sitting 
Members;  and  if  a  committee  is  granted 
to  me,  I  will  show  how  many  more.  I  will 
again  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  case  of  Lewes.  There  were  objected 
to  on  the  part  of  the  petitioners  eighty 
voters  for  being  bribed,  forty  for  having 
made  bets  on  the  result  of  the  election, 
and  thereby  acquiring  a  pecuniary  inter- 
est in  it,  and  ninety-six  as  being  corrupted, 
making  a  total  of  216  voters  objected  to 
on  the  part  of  the  petitioners.  On  the 
part  of  the  sitting  Members,  183  voters 
were  charged  with  bribery,  sixty-three 
with  attempts  to  bribe,  135  with  being 
bribed,  seventy-two  with  beingpaid  agents, 
forty- five  with  betting,  twenty- two  with 
treating,  and  forty  for  being  treated,  mak- 
ing altogether  560  voters  objected  to  by 
the  sitting  Members.  How  many  electors 
voted  at  the  last  election  for  Lewes  ?  The 
highest  number  voted  for  Mr.  Harford, 
namely,  411,  and  yet  the  sitting  Members 
had  objected  to  560  voters.  For  Mr. 
Elphinstone,  409  voted ;  for  the  hon.  Mr. 
Fitzroy,  407,  and  for  Lord  Cantilupe, 
388 ;  so  that  the  number  who  voted  for 
any  one  candidate  did  not  amount  to  the 
number  of  voters  objected  to,  which 
equalled,  adding  the  objections  on  both 
sides  together,  722.  Now,  think  of  the 
corruption  here !  It  is  fearful  to  contemr- 
plate  it ;  and  I  am  told  that  in  the  last 
two  elections  for  Nottingham  above  4,000 
persons  received  bribes.  Give  me  a  com- 
mittee, and  I  will  prove  this.  I  now  come 
to  the  case  of  Penryn  and  Falmouth. 
What  was  the  course  pursued  there  ?  The 
committee  was  struck,  and  sat  one  day  ; 
witnesses  were  heard ;  and  what  is  the 
observation  of  all  the  lawyers  with  whom 
I  have  happened  to  have  conversed  on 
the  subject  of  the  proceedings  of  this  com- 
mittee ?  Why,  they  all  exclaimed,  *'  How 
very  unlucky ;  if  they  had  gone  one  step 
further,  if  the  investigation  only  lasted  ^ye 
minutes  longer,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  withdraw  the  case  from  the 
consideration  of  the  committee.'^  What 
did  they  mean  by  saying  this?  They 
meant,  that  had  the  case  only  lasted  five 
minutes  longer,  the  whole  transaction 
would  have  appeared  so  plain,  it  would 
have  been  impossible  for  hon.  Members 
on  their  oaths,  to  have  allowed  it  to  esca|)e 
investigation.    I   say    thesiebylti:9Cl&|mC 
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requiring  examination.  I  ask  for  no  more. 
I  atk  for  an  inquiry,  such  as  will  free  hon. 
Members    from    the   accnsations    made 
against  them,  or  by  justifying  those  accu- 
sations will  lay  a  ground  for  further  legis- 
lative   interference.     And    what    is   the 
legislative  interference  I  ask  for  ?    Why, 
something  that  shall  enable  this  House 
to  consider  an  election    petition  some- 
thing more  than  a  fight  between  A  and 
B.    At  present,  the  return  to  a  seat  in 
this  House  is  considered  as  a  mere  matter 
between  A  and  B.    If  A  gains,  his  party 
ii  pleased ;  and  if  B  gains,  his  party  is 
pleased.     But  the  public  and  the  great 
Dusiness  of  this  empire  are  totally  uncon- 
sidered in  the  matter ;  and  we  buy  and 
sell  the  constituencies  of  this  country  as  if 
Ihey  were  flocks  of  sheep.    Look  at  the 
case  of  Nottingham.    The  right  hon.  Ba- 
fonet  on  this  side  of  the  House  (Sir  J.  C. 
Hobhouse),  as  I  said  beforcp  bought  the 
whole  constituency,  and  I  say,  Mr.  Walter 
bought  them  of  him.    Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  may  have  thought  he  had 
made  a  bad  bargain,  and  may,  therefore, 
have  sold  the  constituency  for  less  than  he 
gave  for  them.    Nevertheless,  he  has  sgld 
them«    These  are  the  transactions  L  wish 
to  inquire  into,  in  order  to  expose  them 
to  the  people  of  this  country.    I  have  not 
confined  my  accusations  to  one  side  of  the 
House  or  to  the  other.    I  have  made  no 
party  question  of  this.    I  stand  up  for  the 
purity  of  this  House,  and,  God  willing, 
we  will  make  it  pure.    We  cannot,  how- 
ever, do  so,  if  we  allow  such  things  to  pass 
by  without  reprehension.  I  address  myself 
to  both  sides  of  the  House^to  the  whole 
House — to  you,  Gentlemen,  the  protectors 
of  the  general  weaL    I  ask  you  to  enable 
me  to  lay  these  transactions  before   a 
committee.    Not  one  among  you  doubts 
in  his  heart  the  truth  of  my  statements. 
There  is  not  a  man  here  present  who  will 
not  say  of  me  before  retiring  to  rest  this 
evening,  '*  However  unwise  this  roan  may 
be,  he  told  the  truth.''    Who  will  believe 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Lewes  is  here  for  nothing?  It  isimpofsible 
to  suppose  so.    Give  me  a  committee, 
then,  and  let  me  prove  what  I  say#  [Cap- 
tain Fitzrmj :  I  will  vote  for  it.]    That  is 
just  what  I  should  have  expected.    When 
rumours  of  all  these  transactions  have  gone 
abroad,  and  when  the  public  mind  is  full 
of  the  corruption  which  is  stated  to  have 
taken  place,  are  you  prepared  to  shrink 
from  the  oideal  which  has  become 


sary  ?  When  I  stand  forward  to  demand 
inquiry,  is  any  man  so  blind,  so  careless  of 
the  reputation  of  this  House,  as  to  stand 
up  and  refuse  me  the  means  of  an  inquiry? 
I  hope  to  have  my  motion  seconded  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Not- 
tingham. I  will  not  appeal  to  others.  I 
see  one  venerable  man  opposite  (Mr. 
Wynn),  who  has  always  stood  up  for  the 
privileges  of  this  House ;  but  I  will  not 
presume  to  ask  him  to  second  my  motion. 
I  will  get  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  to  do  this.  I  tell  him  that 
his  character  is  concerned.  My  accusa- 
tions are  such  that  he  cannot  get  out  of 
them  by  the  denisl  he  has  given  me.  I 
now  move  for  a  committee  to  inquire  into 
the  accusations  1  have  made  here  in  my 
place  in  Parliament,  and  I  call  upon  the 
House  to  give  me  this  committee,  in  order 
that  they  may  see  whether  those  accusa- 
tions are  true.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  concluded  by  moving, 

^  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed,  to 
inquire  whether  certain  chsrges  made  of  cor- 
rupt proceedings  on  the  trial  of  certain  elec- 
tion petitions,  before  election  committees 
lately  appointed  to  try  the  same,  and  which 
proceedmgs  are  charged  as  a  gross  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  this  House,  be  true.'' 

Captain  Fitxroy:  I  have  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  get  up  in  mv  place  and  se- 
cond the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  mo- 
tion. I  am  glad  I  put  the  question  I  did 
put  to  the  honi  and  learned  Member,  and 
I  am  thankful  to  the  House  for  allowing 
this  discussion  to  proceed  without  a  post- 
ponement to  Monday,  because  that  of 
which  I  was  convinced  before  is  now 
perfectly  clear — that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  hda  failed  to  attach  to  me,  in  his 
accusing  speech,  and  will  equally  fail  if  a 
committee  be  granted  him,  any  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  this  House.  I  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  across  the  House 
whether  he  intended  to  include  me  in  the 
list  of  those  who  are  charged  with  being 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the 
House;  and  he  replied,  he  did;  and  I 
now  ask  him  to  explain  in  what  way  he 
attached  to  me  any  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House;  for,  after  having  likened 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech 
with  great  attention,  I  have  failed  to  dis- 
cover how  he  connects  me  with  such  a 
charee.  I  was  a  petitioner  for  a  seat 
which  I  believed  was  justly  and  fairly  my 
own,  and  that  seat  was  conceded  to  roe  by 
the  hon*  Member  against  whom  I  presented 
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a  petitkMi.  How  th€ii  Am  I  gtiiltv  of  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House  by 
taking  possession  of  a  seat  so  conceded  ? 
I  want  to  know  whether  I  was  to  act  the 
part  of  a  public  prosecutor  ?  Was  I,  be- 
cause I  had  accused  an  hon.  Member  of 
that  House  of  depriving  me,  by  the  means 
of  bribery  and  corruption,  of  my  rightful 
seat,  to  be  subjected,  after  obtaining  pos- 
session of  that  seat,  to  the  expense  of  an 
investigation  which  would  have  lasted, 
probably,  three  weeks,  for  no  possible 
purpose  concerning  myself?  If  the  House 
of  Commons  call  on  me  to  be  a  public  pro- 
secutor, they  cannot  do  less  tbiem  allow  me 
a  large  salary  for  the  duty  to  be  peribrmed. 
I  maintain  that  the  compromise — if  com- 
promise it  is  to  be  called — amounts  to 
this  : — ^My  late  hon.  Colleague  having 
fsiied,  by  a  technical  error,  on  one  head 
of  his  objections,  it  became  impossible  for 
him  to  obtain  his  seat ;  and,  however  long 
the  inquiry  might  have  been  protracted,  I 
could  neither  have  served  him  nor  my 
party  by  proceeding.  We  presented  a 
petition,  got  a  committee,  and,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  1  am  here 
in  conaequence.  Is  this  any  breach  of 
privilege?  It  appears  to  me,  that  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  has  been  this 
night  much  more  discursive  and  less  argn- 
ftientative  than  usual.  He  seems  to  de- 
sire to  see  a  system  established,  by  which 
every  person  presenting  an  election  petition 
should  be  bound  under  a  penalty  to  pro- 
ceed with  it,  to  prove  the  allegations  made 
by  counsel  in  tneir  opening  speech,  and 
under  no  circumstances  to  retire  until  the 
case  should  be  strictly  investigated.  Whe. 
ther  such  a  course  of  proceeding  would  be 
desirable  or  not,  it  is  not  for  me  to  say.  I 
should  perhaps  be  rather  inclined  to  see  a 
law  compelling  petitioners  to  proceed: 
but  a^  this  is  not  the  law  at  present,  I 
maintain  again  that  I  stand  free  from 
any  imputation  of  being  guilty  of  a 
braach  of  privilege  for  taking  posses- 
sioD  of  a  seat^  conceded  to  me  on  ac- 
Goaot  of  no  unworthy  consideration  or 
bargain  on  mv  part,  without  payment 
of  money,  and  without  compromise  of 
principle,  but  simply  because  the  hon. 
Gentleman  previously  6lling  it  failed  to 
defend  it  1  am  one  of  those  who  wish 
as  much  as  any  man  to  see  the  character 
of  this  House  for  purity  stand  as  high  as 
posatble«  I  trust  tnat  my  own  character, 
both  public  and  private,  will  always  stand 
high;   add  I  believe  that  kny  guilt  or 


unworthy  proceedings  in  public  life  cannot 
fail  to  attach  to  a  man's  private  character. 
From  all  such  proceedings  I  am  confident 
my  constituents  will  declare  I  have  always 
abstained.  I  now  say,  in  the  face  of  ray 
constituents,  and  in  the  presence  of  One 
more,  that  I  have  never,  during  my  con- 
tests for  a  seat  in  Parliament,  obtained  it 
by  any  corrupt  or  improper  means,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  through  my  agents  or 
otherwise.  For  this  reason  I  second  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
I  have  always  most  sedulously  set  my 
face  against  such  proceedings,  and  have 
told  my  constituents  over  and  over  again, 
that  I  would  not  accept  a  seat  if  it  were 
obtained  by  improper  practices.  With 
more  than  this  I  will  not  trouble  the 
House;  but  t  am  sure  the  House  will  feel 
that  it  is  the  part  of  every  honest  man  to 
state  the  facts  relative  to  these  matters 
fairly  and  candidly;  and  the  House  will 
not  think  I  have  obtruded  too  much  on 
its  patience  in  attempting  to  clear  my 
character,  as  far  as  my  solemn  declara- 
tion, in  the  presence  of  you  all,  can  clear 
it,  of  any  foul  aspersions  which  may  be 
cast  against  it.  If  any  one  should  get  up 
in  this  House,  or  state  publicly  or  privately 
that  I  have  obtained  my  seat  by  corrupt 
practices,  1  will  tell  him  (and  in  doing  so 
1  mean  no  disrespect  to  the  hon*  and 
learned  Member,  who  has  indeed  said  it  is 
the  part  of  an  honest  man  to  state  boldly 
and  freely  his  sentiments)— I  will  tell  him, 
I  repeat,  that  it  is  a  foul  lie  and  calumny. 
I  shall  then  follow  the  advice  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  whose  very  words  I 
use.  Any  statement  to  the  effect  that  I 
have  directly  or  indirectly  made  use  of 
corrupt  or  improper  means  to  obtain  my 
seat  I  designate  as  a  foul  lie.  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  read  a  list  of  objections  made 
by  both  parties^  to  mention  one  fact  in 
elucidation  of  this  point.  In  the  first 
place,  I  must  deprecate  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
because  I  think  it  calculated  to  revive 
among  the  constituents  all  the  heat  of 
past  contests.  With  respect  to  the  forty 
bets,  those  were  merely  made  to  raise  a 
legal  point  —  to  ascertain  whether  the 
betting  Is.,  or  a  bottle  of  wine,  or  H.,  on 
a  candidate  would  disqualify  a  voter. 
With  respect  to  tlie  number  included 
under  all  the  heads  of  objections,  it  is 
well  known  that  in  a  scrutiny  case  the 
lists  are  filled  up  with  a  great  many  pa^ 
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sons*  names  against  whom  there  is  no 
real  objection,  and  against  whom  it  is 
not  intended  to  proceed.  As  far  as  con- 
cerns the  number  of  persons  accused  of 
being  bribed  on  our  side,  I  know  that 
many  persons  were  included  in  the  list 
who  are  perfectly  incapable  of  acting  in 
such  a  manner,  and  I  fear  it  was  from 
unworthy  motives  that  this  slur  was  at- 
tempted to  be  cast  upon  them.  I  apolo- 
gise for  occupying  the  time  of  the  House 
so  long :  but  I  repeat  I  never  have  been, 
and  never  will  be,  cognizant  of  corrupt 
practices.  I  trust  the  motion  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  commiliee  may  be  carried, 
10  order  to  see  whether  these  charges  be 
true  or  not. 

Mr.  Elphinstone :  I  also  support  the 
motion,  because  I  believe  that  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  will  be  that  no  imputations 
will  attach  either  to  my  hon.  Colleague 
or  myself.  I  will  state  as  clearly  as  I 
can  tne  facts  connected  with  the  case  of 
Lewes.  There  were  four  candidates  at 
the  election  —  myself  and  my  late  Col- 
league, and  two  other  Gentlemen.  Im* 
nediately  after  our  return  a  petition  was 
presented  against  os,  and  on  making 
inquiry  into  the  case,  it  appeared  that  the 
partisans  on  both  sides  had  been  guilty  of 
bribery  and  treating.  The  committee  met 
for  investigation,  and  had  it  proceeded 
the  probability  is  this,  neither  of  the  four 
parties  would  be  now  a  Member  of  the 
House.  A  compromise  was  come  to  by 
the  legal  advisers;  but  no  personal  im- 
putation rested  on  the  candidates,  the 
acts  being  done  by  their  agents.  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  confess  that  this  is  the 
reason  why  my  Colleague  retired.  Six 
hundred  persons  were  included  in  the  list 
of  objections.  It  was  intended  that  a 
scrutiny  should  take  place ;  and  I  put  it 
to  the  House  whether,  considering  how 
utterly  incompetent  the  election  com- 
mittees are  to  decide  points  of  law,  it 
would  not  have  been  a  rash  proceeding  to 
run  the  risk  of  a  scrutiny.  On  these 
grounds  it  was  determined  that  one  of  us 
should  vacate  his  seat,  t  will  not  charge 
it  upon  the  hon.  Meml>er  opposite  or  his 
noble  Colleague  at  the  hustings,  but  most 
undoubtedly  there  existed  gross  bribery 
and  treating  on  their  side  during  the  elec- 
tion. 

Captain  Plumridge:  Sir,  I  beg  to  be 
allowed  to  state  most  solemnly  and  most 
emphatically  before  this  hon.  House,  be- 
fore the  country,  nay,  before  God,  that  I 


never  gave  one  penny  to  any  voter,  either 
before,  at,  or  since  my  election,  and  I 
stand  In  this  House  as  pure  and  as  ancor- 
rupt  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  him- 
self. It  was  my  pledge  to  all  my  friends 
before  the  election  that  I  should  not  spend 
one  farthing,  and  I  firmly  adhered  to  it. 
1  have  not  paid  for  even  a  single  bit 
of  riband,  and  I  will  not.  I  have 
not  paid  one  sou  towards  the  expense 
of  my  election,  and  I  will  not.  Al- 
though perjury  might  fix  me  with  that 
crime,  I  state,  as  an  Officer  and  a  Gentle- 
man, as  a  Member  of  this  hon.  House, 
that  I  neither  promised  to  pay,  nor  did 
pay,  one  single  sou  to  any  one  for  a  vote. 
I  beg  to  state  further  that  1  had  not  even 
a  paid  agent. 

Mr.  Williami  Wynn  said,  that  the 
question  before  the  liouse,  concerning  as 
it  did  the  honour  of  its  Members,  was  one 
of  the  utmost  importance,  no  one  could 
for  a  moment  doubt.  He  must,  however, 
say  that  it  was  something  novel  for  a 
question  of  so  important  a  description  to  be 
brought  forward  upon  mere  common  fame. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  spoke  as  if  he 
believed  the  charges,  and  he  offered  to 
prove  them  before  a  committee,  if  one 
were  granted  to  him.  Now,  the  subject 
was  one  that  demanded  mature  considera- 
tion ;*  they  ought  to  consider  whether  it 
were  a  question  that  ought  to  be  referred 
to  a  committee,  or  whether  It  were  not  one 
of  so  much  importance  as  to  require  that 
the  House  should  examine  into  it  He 
would,  therefore,  move  that  the  debate  be 
adjourned  till  Monday. 

Mr.  Ward  saw  no  reason  why  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath 
should  not  at  once  accede  to  the  motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  he  was 
in  favour  of  the  adjournment,  he  would 
not  say  one  word  upon  the  question  itself. 

Mr.  Roebuck :  I  accede  to  the  motion 
at  once. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  begged  to  be  allowed  to 
say  one  word  before  the  question  was  put. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  said  he  could 
prove  that  bribery  had  been  committed  in 
the  Penryn  case.  As  chairman  of  the 
committee  in  that  case  he  wished  to  say 
that  even  the  counsel  for  the  petitioner 
stated  that  he  did  not  believe  one  word 
which  the  witness  had  said,  and  the  com- 
mittee fully  concurred  with  him.  The 
committee  had  no  doubt  that  the  witness 
had  perjured  himself,  as  he  bad  done  in 
the  Houie  of  Lords  ^BfSz?fSfV5B&Ogle 
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Mr.  W.  Wynn  said^  committees  and  the 
House  oaght  to  act  with  great  severity  in 
the  punishment  of  those  who  gave  false 
testimony  before  them.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  advantageous  to 
wait  until  an  indictment  for  perjury  could 
be  preferred,  which  might  not  be  the  case 
for  two  months:  the  power  which  was 
vested  in  the  committee  ought  to  be  exer- 
cised* and  the  party  guilty  ought  to  be  at 
once  committed.  He  was  aware  of  the 
goodnatured  feeling  which  existed  in  the 
House,  which  led  them  to  entertain  every 
motion  for  the  discharge  of  a  prisoner, 
after  he  had  been  imprisoned  for  two  or 
three  weeks,  but  he  did  not  think  that 
was  sufficient  punishment  to  deter  others 
from  committing  the  same  crime.  He  had 
narrowly  watched  the  proceedings  of  the 
committees  during  the  Session,  and  he 
could  not  do  so  without  feeling  great  pain 
at  noticing  the  manner  in  which  witnesses 
fenced  with  their  oaths.  It  was  time  that 
a  greater  degree  of  severity  should  be 
used,  in  order  to  stop  the  evil. 

Mr.  Roebuck  begged  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  whether  the  commit- 
tee over  which  he  had  presided  was  so 
convinced  of  the  perjury  of  the  witness 
as  to  report  him  to  the  House? 

Mr.  C.  Wood:  No. 

Mr.  Aglionby  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  had  anticipated  the  question  he 
intended  to  put.  He  would  beg  to  ask 
why  the  committee  had  not  reported  the 
witness  to  the  House  ?  He  perfectly  con- 
curred in  the  motion  for  adjourning  the 
question,  and  he  trusted  that  on  Monday, 
laying  aside  all  party  feelings,  they  would 
come  down  to  a  calm  and  temperate  dis- 
cussion of  these  grave  charges.  He  had 
been  much  delighted  at  the  manner  in 
which  the  charge  had  been  met  by  the 
gallant  Officer  opposite,  and  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  the  gallant 
Captain  on  his  side  of  the  House.  He 
felt  much  pain  and  regret  that  others  who 
had  been  implicated  had  not  felt  that  they 
could  take  the  same  course.  He  begged 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  why 
no  steps  bad  been  taken  for  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  party  said  to  have  been  guilty 
of  perjury.  It  was  due,  not  only  to  the 
country,  but  to  the  party  charged,  that  no 
time  should  be  lost  in  having  his  guilt  or 
innocence  proved. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  said,  the  hon.  Member, 
belonging  as  be  did  to  the  legal  profession, 
most  know  that  there  was  great  difference 


between  a  conviction  on  one's  mind  and  a 
sufficient  case  for  a  prosecution.  The 
question  of  perjury  never  arose  in  the 
committee,  but  they  were  unanimous  in 
saying  they  did  not  believe  one  word  the 
witness  said. 

Mr.  WakUy  perfectly  concurred  in  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  a  question  which  deserved  considera- 
tion on  two  grounds.  He  was  anxious  for 
an  extended  inquiry ;  if  they  were  to  have 
one  at. all,  let  it  be  ample.  Do  not  let 
them  select  four  or  6ve  cases,  when  it  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  there  were  up- 
wards of  fifty  more  members  as  deeply 
implicated.  A  great  number  of  petitions 
had  been  presented  that  had  not  been 
prosecuted  before  a  committee,  and  it  was 
well  known  that  equally  corrupt  practices 
had  caused  their  withdrawal.  Now,  ac- 
cording to  the  terms  of  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  the  committee 
would  have  no  power  to  inquire  into  them. 
It  would  be  a  partial,  and,  therefore,  an 
uofair  inquiry.  He  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
would  amend  his  motion  so  as  to  embrace 
an  inquiry  concerning  all  the  petitions  pre* 
sented  after  the  last  general  election. 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  at  all  agree  with  his 
hon.  Friend.  If  he  hoped  for  any  good 
from  the  inquiry,  let  it  be  con6ned  to  the 
few  cases.  He  wished  to  say  a  word  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax.  That  hon. 
Member  had  taken  advantage  of  his  place 
in  Parliament  to  charge  a  man  as  guilty 
of  perjury.  Now,  he  thought  he  ought 
either  to  prove  the  case  or  abstain  from 
using  his  privilege  in  such  a  manner. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Income-Ta^.]  On  the  motion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  committee  on  the  Pro- 
perty or  Income-tax  Bill. 

Clauses  from  88  to  93  were  agreed  to. 

On  clause  94, 

Mr.  7.  O^Brien  begged  to  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  considered 
the  case  of  literary  and  scientific  institu- 
tions and  chapels  for  Dissenters. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer: 
With  respect  to  the  latter,  he  had  no  he- 
sitation in  saying  that  he  would  propose 
to  exempt  all  buildings  licensed  according 
to  law  for  religious  observances  and  used 
for  no  other  purpose.  With  respect  to 
the  former  part  of  the  question,  he  had 
been  endeavouring  to  find  out  a  definition 
by  the  ase  of  wbic|^.|e  ^.J.j|^l^t^^^^^^ 
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same  benefit  of  exeinptioD  to  literary  and 
scientific  institotionB  without  opening  the 
door  to  much  fraud  and  evasion.  There 
were  considerable  difficulties  in  the  way, 
but  he  had  not  abandoned  the  hope  that 
he  should  yet  overcome  them. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  in  the  country  many  of 
the  chapels  were  used  as  schools  and  for 
other  purposes,  such  as  Bible  meetings, 
and  the  like.  In  Scotland  the  churches 
had  for  fifty  years  been  used  for  many 
purposes  connected  with  the  parish.  The 
words  ''  for  no  other  purpose  whatever " 
would  exclude  them ;  therefore  they  had 
better  be  omitted. 

The  Chancellorof  the  Exchequer  mould 
consider  the  case  before  he  proposed  the 
exempting  clause. 

Clause  94  agreed  to. 

On  clause  95, 

Mr.  jP.  Scrope  begged  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whether  the  exemption  with 
respect  to  persons  whose  income  did  not 
amount  to  150/.  a-year  was  intended  to  be 
a  con^l^te  exemption;  or  whether  such 
persons  would,  in  the  first  instance,  be 
taxed,  and  be  compelled  to  appeal  to  the 
commissioners  to  obtain  a  remission  ?  The 
operation  of  the  bill  in  this  respect  was 
not  understood  in  the  country.  According 
to  his  reading  of  the  bill,  parties  in  the 
position  he  had  jnentioned  would  have  to 
go  through  the  troublesome  process  of 
appealing  to  the  commissioners. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
understood  to  say,  that  the  only  mode  of 
ascertaining  exemptions  was  to  briug  all 
persons  under  the  schedules  into  the  as- 
sessment. If  the  tax  was  imposed  in  a 
case  where  ground  for  exemption  existed, 
parties  would  obtain  repayment  from  the 
Receiver  of  Stamps.  It  would  be  impos- 
sible to  allow  persons  to  judge  for  them- 
selves, whether  there  was  ground  for 
exemption  in  their  respective  cases. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  rule  1,  schedule  D,  in  clause  96, 
being  read  as  follows : — 

"  Computation  of  duty  on  trade  upon 
amount  of  balance  of  the  pro6ts  or  gains  upon 
a  just  average  of  years.    It  was  proposed 

to  fill  the  blank  with 'three,''' 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  insist  that  the  assessment  should  be 
made  on  an  average  of  three  years'  profits. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  any  alteration  in  this  respect  7 


The  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  had  heard  Tarious  opinions  expressed 
on  this  point.  Persons  in  whose  trades 
depression  had  existed  during  the  last 
year,  and  who  hoped  for  improvement  in 
future,  were  desirous  to  have  the  assess- 
ment made  on  last  year's  profits;  and 
those  who  thought  that  depression  had 
existed  in  their  respective  businesses  during 
the  last  three  years  were  anxious  that  tlie 
assessment  should  be  taken  on  the  term  of 
three  years.  He  considered  the  fairest 
course  was  to  adhere  to  the  former  prao* 
tice,  and  to  estimate  the  profits  ot  the 
current  year,  on  the  average  of  the  three 
preceding  years. 

Mr.  Hume  appealed'  to  the  Govern, 
ment,  whether  this  was  a  just  course  to 
pursue.  It  certainly  did  not  appear  so  to 
him.  He  should  like  to  hear  from  any 
hon.  Member  connected  with  trade,  whe- 
ther it  was  the  general  opinion  that  the 
profits  of  the  past  year  would  equal  the 
average  profits  of  the  three  preceding 
years.  He  considered  it  most  oppressive 
to  tax  the  profits  of  the  present  year,  when 
great  depression  was  admitted  to  prevail 
in  nearly  all  branches  of  trade,  upon  the 
average  profits  of  the  three  preceding 
years,  when  trade  was  in  a  much  more 
flourishing  condition.  He  wouU  pro- 
pose as  an  amendment,  that  the  words 
''  one  year"  be  substituted  for  **  three 
years." 

Mr.  }V»  Ellis  said,  there  was  scarcely  a 
town  in  the  United  Kingdom  in  which 
trade  was  not  in  a  state  of  extreme  gloom 
and  depression ;  and  he  believed  little 
hope  was  entertained  of  a  speedy  return 
of  prosperous  times.  He  was  not,  how- 
ever, prepared  to  say,  that  this  depression 
would  not  be  in  part  removed  when  the 
Legislature  had  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
measures  of  Government.  It  was  undoubU 
edly  the  case,  that  during  the  last  year 
severe  losses  were  sustained  by  commercial 
men ;  and  it  was  his  sincere  conviction, 
that  during  that  perkxi  few  commercial 
men  had  succeeded  in  covering  their 
expenses.  The  usual  course  pursued  in 
commercial  houses  was  to  "  take  stock/' 
as  it  was  termed^  at  Christmas ;  and  con- 
sequently the  assessment  under  this  bill 
would  be  made  on  the  average  profits  of 
1839,  1840,  and  1841.  Trade  was  to- 
lerably good  during  1839  and  1840,  but 
in  1841  it  suffered  great  depression  ;  and 
as  there  was  no  ground  for  anticipating 
any  revival,  it  would  be  oppressive  to 
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make  the  asieisinent  for  the  present  jear 
oo  the  average  of  those  three  years. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  duriog  the  last  three 
jears  very  general  complaiats  had  been 
made  of  the  depression  of  trade,  and  it 
conld  not  be  asserted  that  in  any  one  of 
those  years  trade  had  been  in  a  pros- 
perous condition.  He  was  desiroas  to 
adopt  the  most  jnst  course,  and  from  the 
communications  he  had  received,  he  con- 
sidered  it  preferable  to  make  the  assess- 
ment oo  the  average  profits  of  three 
years  rather  than  on  the  profits  of  the  last 
year.  He  must  remind  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Hume)  that  the  bill  gave  parties 
the  option  of  compounding  for  the  next 
three  years  on  the  average  profits  of  the 
last  three  years ;  and,  supposing  that  any 
revival  of  trade  took  place  during  the  next 
three  years,  an  advantage  would  thus  be 
obtained  by  those  who  compounded.  He 
regretted,  however,  that  he  could  not 
express  any  very  sanguine  expectations 
with  respect  to  a  revival  of  trade.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  anival  of  spring 
had  disappointed  the  anticipations  he  had 
formed  ;  for  his  impression  had  been  that 
that  season  woold  have  been  accompanied 
by  more  cheering  indications  of  prosperity 
than  had  yet  appeared.  Although  it  was 
said  in  some  quarters  that  the  tariff  did 
not  go  far  enoogfa,  he  thought  it  would 
be  i^mitted  thai  messures  were  in  pro- 
gress which  were  likely  to  lead  to  a  re« 
vival  of  trade.  He  thought,  then,  it  was 
fair  to  give  persons  the  option  of  pay- 
ing year  bv  yter  on  the  average  of  the 
preceding  three  years,  or  of  compound- 
ing for  the  term  of  three  years  on  the 
average  of  the  last  three  years.  If  in 
all  cases  the  preceding  year  atone  was 
adopted  as  the  criterion  of  asseasment,  he 
thought  great  dissatisfaction  would  be  oc- 
casioned. It  was  impossible  to  give  per- 
sons the  ontioo  of  determining  whether 
they  would  be  assessed  on  the  last  year  or 
on  the  average  of  three  years.  A  definite 
rak  moat  be  hud  down  ;  and  as  on  a  for- 
■KT  occasion  the  average  of  three  years 
was  adopted,  he  considered  it  bis  duty  to 
advise  the  House  to  agree  to  such  a  course 


Mr.  MUUsy  said,  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
oet  had  admitted  that  the  anticipations  he 
had  formed  respecting  a  revival  of  trade 
bod  beeo  disappointed.  He  thought  the 
deprfsebn  of  tnde  nughl  be  attributed  in 
a  gnat  degree  lo  the  oncertabty  which 
liofailod  wilb  regard  to  the  noeasuma  now 


before  the  House.  He  was  almost  dis- 
posed to  think  that  the  House  should  be- 
gin immediately  to  devote  its  attention  to 
this  bill,  and  to  the  tariff,  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  all  other  business ;  for  it  was  im- 
possible, while  the  present  uncertainty 
with  regard  to  those  measures  existed, 
that  any  revival  of  trade  could  Uke  place. 
He  believed  that  if,  on  Monday  next,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  appealed  to  the  House 
to  adopt  the  course  he  had  suggested,  the 
proposal  would  meet  a  willing  concurrence. 

Mr.  S.  Wcftky  was  not  prepared  to  say 
whether  the  House  should  or  should  not 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  it  was  true  that  intense  anxiety 
prevailed  throughout  the  country  with  re- 
gard to  the  measures  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  proposed  a  few 
nights  since  that  a  larger  portion  of  the 
time  of  the  House  should  be  devoted  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Income-tax  Bill 
and  the  tariff;  and  to  that  arrangement 
the  House  had  given  its  consent. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  if  the  House  applied 
itself  for  a  fortnight  to  the  consideration 
of  the  measures  alluded  to,  great  progresa 
would,  undoubtedly,  be  made,  and  great 
advantage  would  accrue  to  the  country. 
He  did  not  think  it  advisable,  except  in 
cases  of  extreme  necessity,  to  interfere 
with  the  ordinary  principles  on  which  the 
business  of  that  House  was  conducted; 
but  if  the  House  consented  to  devote  five 
days  in  the  week  to  the  consideration  of 
these  measures,  rapid  progress  would  be 
made  with  them. 

The  ChemceUar  of  the  Exekeqwr  said, 
the  ImII  gave  persons  the  option  of  com- 
pounding for  the  whole  period  of  three 
years  during  which  the  measure  was  ex- 
pected to  continue  in  operation.  He  had 
heard  nothing  to  convince  him  that  the 
average  ought  not  to  be  formed  on  the 
three  years* 

Mr.  Hfime  said,  that  in  many  cases,  to 
tax  income  on  the  average  profits  of  three 
preceding  years  would  be  a  gross  injustice ; 
and  that  the  income  being  assessed  on 
one  year's  profits  would  be  much  fairer. 
He  moved  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  clause 
with  the  word  ^'one,"  to  alter  the  three 
years  to  one  year. 

Mr.  J,  Bailey  preferred  the  principle 
of  the  income  being  assessed  on  one  year 
instead  of  three.  Trade  had  been  getting 
worse  for  the  last  three  years,  and  it  would 
be  unjust  to  .dee  a  «=»-.  J^tff ^gl^ 
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income  which  he  did  not  now  receive,  which 
was  formed  on  an  average  of  three  pre- 
ceding years. 

Mr.  RundU  did  not  see  why  the  com- 
position should  not  be  on  one  year  instead 
of  on  an  average  of  three  years. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  the  committee  would 
decide  in  favour  of  his  amendment. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
M.  Attwood)  had  stated  that  the  profits  of 
the  iron  trade  had  been  in  the  last  three 
years  in  the  ratio  of  30,  20,  and  10 ;  he 
thought  this  no  argument  against  the  in- 
come being  taken  on  the  average  of  the 
three  years.  Suppose  that  during  the  next 
three  years  the  ratio  of  the  profits  should 
be  as  10,  20,  and  30  in  that  trade,  would 
it  be  fair  to  say  that  the  composition  for 
three  years  should  be  made  on  an  average 
of  10,  if  it  should  turn  out  that  the  ave- 
rage was  much  greater  ? 

Mr.  M .  Attwood  said,  suppose  the  iron 
trade  should  continue  in  its  present  state 
of  depression  for  the  next  three  years, 
would  they  impose  an  Income-tax  on  a 
trade  which  was  losing  money,  founded  on 
the  profits  of  the  preceding  years  ?  If  a 
man  made  no  profit  he  ought  not  to  pay 
any  Income-tax.  He  thought  that  in  a 
short  time  prosperity  would  return  to  the 
country,  and  that  there  would  be  a  great 
increase  of  income  to  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  Fielden  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  fairest  way  was  to  take  the  income 
of  the  past  year  for  the  next  year's  In- 
come-tax, and  to  take  the  average  of  the 
three  preceding  years  for  the  succeeding 
year's  Income-tax. 

Mr.  Muntz  said,  it  made  a  material  re- 
duction in  the  Income-tax,  to  have  it  fixed 
on  the  profits  of  the  past  year,  instead  of 
on  the  three  preceding  years.  For  his  own 
part,  he  would  rather  take  the  average 
on  the  three  years  and  the  composition. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  present  state 
of  the  country  must  improve.  The  coun- 
try was  in  its  present  state  in  consequence 
of  bad  legislation,  and  difierent  measures 
would  produce  a  difierent  result. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  the  word 
"three."— Ayes  76;  Noes  27:  Major- 
ity  49. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Acton,  Col.  . 
Bagge,  VV. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baird,W. 
BviDg,  hon.  W.  B, 


Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Baskenrille,  T.  B.  M. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G, 


Bramston,T.  W.  . 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Campbell,  A. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Christmas,  W. 
Clayton,.  R.  R 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  boo.  H. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  II. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Duncombe,  hon,  A.  . 
East,  J.  B. 
£8Cott,B. 
Flower,  Sir  J.  . 
French,  F. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grogan,  E. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepbarn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Johnson,  W.  G. 


Kemble,  U. . 
KnatchbuU,  right  hon. 

SirE. 
Lawson,  A. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mc'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Masterman,  J. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J.^ 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Pemberton,  T. 
Plumptre,  J.  P.  . 
Polhill,  F. 
Pringle,A. 
Pusey,P. 
Reade,  W.  M. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stewart,  J. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vivian,  J,  E. 
Wilbraham,hn.R.  B. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,SirT. 
Herbert,  S. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Humphrey,  Mr.  Aid. 

Attwood,  M.  Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Bailey,  J.  Morris,  D. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  Murphy,  F.  S. 

Bodkin,  J.  J.  O'Brien,  W.  S. 

Bowriog,  Dr.  Scrope,  G.  P. 

Brodie,  W .  B.  Thomely,  T. 

Busfeild,  W.  Tufnell,  H. 

Christie,  W.  D.  Turner,  E. 

Cobdcn,  R.  Waklcy,  T. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Ellis,  W.  Wood,  B. 
Fielden,  J.  tellers. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Hume,  J. 

Granger,  T.  C.  Bundle,  J. 

Rule  as  proposed  agreed  to. 
Remaining  rules  of  the  clause  severally 
agreed  to,  as  was  clause  97,  with  its  rules. 
On  clause  98  being  proposed, 
Mr.  French  proposed  an  amendment — 

*'  To  except  from  the  tax  such  annuities  and 
yearly  interest  of  money  as  shall  be  payable  in 
Great  Britain,  to  or  on  behalf  of  any  person, 
bondjiek  resident  in  Ireland," 

The  efiect  of  the  clause  as  it  stood, 
would  be  that  persons  residing  in  Ireland, 
and  deriving  incomes  from  England,  would 
pay  double,  because  they 

Digitized  I: 


241 


Inoom6*iax* 


{May  6} 


InccnM'ttix.i 


242 


Cj  upoQ  any  income  derived  from  EAg 
id,  but  an  extra  duty  upon  stamps  and 
spirits  in  Ireland. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  re- 
sisted the  amendment,  which  was  nega- 
tived. 

Clanse,  and  clauses  up  to  187  were 
agreed  to. 

On  clause  188,  commencement  and 
continuance  of  the  act  (that  the  act  shall 
commence  and  take  effect  from  and  after 
the  5th  day  of  April  1842,  and,  together 
with  the  duties  therein  contained,  shall 
continue  in  force  until  and  no 

longer),  it  was  proposed  to  fill  the  blank 
with  "  the  6th  day  of  April,  1845." 

Mr.  Hume  moved  as  an  amendment  to 
substitute  the  6th  day  of  April,  1843. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  the  6th  of 
April,  1845: --Ayes  174;  Noes  52: 
Majority  122* 

List  of  the  Art  JLi. 


Aglioaby,  H.A. 
Aldam,  W 
Bell,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Christie,  W.D. 
Colebrooke,SirT.E. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
DawaoD,  bon.  T.  V. 
EbriugtoD,  Visct. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  W. 
Keldeo,  J. 
French,  F. 
Gill,T. 
Gore,  bon.  R. 
Granger,  T.  C 
Hawes,  JB. 
Heoeage,  £. 
Hntt,W. 
James,  W. 
Layaid,  Capt. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marahall,  W. 
Morris,  D.  - 
Mostyn,  bn.  £.  M.  L. 

Lut 

Adaod,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adand,  T.  D. 
A'Goort,Capt. 
Acton,  Col. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Astell,  W. 
Attwood,  M. 
Bagot,  bon*  W. 
BailejiJ. 


Muntz,  G.  F. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Murray,  A. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
0'Connell,M.J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Ogle.S.C.H. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Pubford,  R. 
Rediogton,  T.  N. 
Rice,E.  R. 
Rundle,  J. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
SomeryiUe,SirW.M. 
Strutt,  £. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Turner,  E. 
Villiers,  bon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wawn,J.T. 
WilUams,  W. 
Wood,B. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  Mr.  Aid. 

of  the  Noes. 

Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baokes,  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Barringtoo,  Visct. 
Baskemlle,  T.  B.  M. 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Beresfoid,  Capt. 
Berssfordi  Major 


Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Campbell,  A. 
Chetwode,SirJ. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clements.  H.  J. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cockbum,  Tt.hn.SirG. 
CoWile,  C.  R. 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby  G. 

Dawnay,  hn.  W.  H. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.'H. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fielden,  W. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Fleming,  J,  W. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore^  M. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulburn,  rt.  bon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Greenall,  P. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hillsborough^  Earl  of 


Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hodgson,  P. 
Holmes,  hn.  W  A'Ct. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hornby,  J. 

Howard,  hn.KG.G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Johnson,  W.  G. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jolliffe,SirW.G.H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbull,  right  boo. 

Sir  £. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lawson,A. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lindsay,  H.  H« 
LoGkhart,W. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
I'/gon,  hon.  General 
Mackensie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.W.C. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maule,  rt  hon.  F. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 
Meeld,  J. 

Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
PigotySirR. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reade,  W.  M. 
Reid,Sir  J.R. 
Richards,  R. 
RoUeston,  Col. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Shaw,  right  bon.  F. 
Shirley,  R  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset.  Lord  0«  j 
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Somerton,  Vifct* 
Stanley,  I/>rd 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  Q. 
Sutton,  hoq.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  C.Il,M. 
TennentyJ.Bl. 


Veroer,  Col. 
Vesey,  bon.  T, 
Vivian,  J.  £. 
Wilbraham,  bn.  R.  B. 
Winmngtoo,SirT.  £. 
Wortley,  bon.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  bon.  £.  T. 


Tbompsoo,  Mr.  Aid,  Young,  J. 

Tollemaebet  Jt  Young,  Sir  W. 
Trencb,  Sir  F,  W.  tsllbm. 

Trotter,  J,  Baring,  U. 

Tumor,  (X  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  F.  Mmtk  inquired  wh^t  words  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  intended  to 
introduce  into  schedule  C,  for  the  purpose 
of  exempting  the  dividends  of  stock  in« 
Tested  for  the  repairs  of  Dissenting  chapels 
from  eootribution  ? 

The  ChoMcellor  ^  the  Excheqiier  said, 
he  had,  already,  at  an  early  hour  of  the 
evening,  stated  what  he  intended  to  do, 
with  respect  to  several  points  which  had 
been  reserved  }  but  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  then  in  his  place,  he 
had  no  objection  now  to  repeat,  that  the 
words  he  proposed  to  add  were  these — 

''Or  other  building  licensed  according  to 
law,  as  a  chapel  for  the  purpose  of  divine 
worship,  and  used  for  no  other  purpose.*' 

Mr.  F.  Maule  said,  that  he  was  ready 
to  admit,  that  the  right  hon.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  done  justice  to  the 
parties.  He  wished  to  know  whether  it 
would  extend  to  the  Dissenting  chapels  in 
Scotland  t 

The  OhaneeUor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  be  had  taken  the  words  from  the  act 
under  which  Dissenting  chapels  are  ex- 
empted from  the  payment  of  the  window- 
tax,  and  he  presumed  that  that  applt^l 
to  Scotland  as  well  as  to  England. 

Mr.  F.  Maule  was  satisfied  with  the 
answer. 

Mr.  H.  Tofke  moved  the  following 
clause :— * 

"  That  in  assessing  the  amount  of  duty  to  be 
annually  paid  by  any  attorney*  solicitor,  or 
proctor,  in  respect  of  the  annual  profits  and 
gains  receivea  by  him  from  his  profession, 
emnloyment,  or  vooalion,  the  commissionen 
shall  allow  such  sum  as  shall  have  been  paid 
by  him  for  du^  upon  his  certificate." 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  first  time. 

On  the  question,  that  the  clause  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Colonel  Skbiherp  thought  the  motion  a 
proper  one ;  and  he  begged  leave  to  sop- 
port  it. 


The  Chaneelhr  of  the  Exchequer  op* 
posed  the  motion. 

Mr.  Yorke  was  unwilling  to  give  the 
House  any  unnecessary  trouble,  but  he 
felt,  that  he  could  not  discbarge  the  duty 
which  he  had  undertaken,  without  pressing 
his  motion. 

The  House  divided:— Ayes  18;  Noes 
183 :  Majority  165. 

List  of  ihe  Ates. 


Aldam,  W. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Duneombe,  T. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
James,  W. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackeniie,  W.  F. 
Morris,  D. 
Ogie,  S.  C.  U. 


Pechell,  Capt; 
Scholefteld,  J. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  li. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wawn,J.T. 
WiUiams,W. 

TBLLSBS. 

Sibtborp,  Col. 
Yorke,  U.R. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acland,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capl. 
Acton,  Col. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Allix,J.P. 
Aricwright,  0. 
Astell,  W. 
Atwood,  M. 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  CoL 


Denison,  £.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Bgerton,  W-  T. 
EgertoD,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
£scott,B. 


Baring,  hon.  W,  B.  Estcourt,  T.  0.  B. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T.  Etans,  W. 

Barrington,  Viact.  Fellowes,  E. 

Baskerville,  T.  B.  M.  Feilden,  W. 

Bodkin,  W.  H.  Filmer,  Sir  E. 

Boklero,  H.  0.  Fitzroy,  Capt. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Flower,  Sir  J. 

Bradshaw,  J.  Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 

Bramston,  T.  W.  Ffolliott,  J. 

Broadley,  H.  Forbes,  W. 

Brooke,  Sir  A.  B.  French,  F. 

Brotherton,  J.  Fuller,  A.  £. 

Browne,  R.  D.  Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 

Buller,  Sir  J.  Y.  Gill,  T. 

Campbell,  A.  Gladstone.  rt.hn.W.B. 

Clayton,  R.  R.  Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 

Clements,  H .  J.  Gordon,  Lord  F. 

Clerk,  Sir  O.  Gere,  M. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  H.  Gore,  W.  R.  O. 

Cochrane,  A.  Goring,  C. 

Cockbumyrt.hn.SirG,  Goulbum^  rt.  hon.  H. 

Colvile,  C.  R.  Graham,  rt  hn.  Sir  J. 

Conolly,  Col.  Granby,  Maiq.  of 

Copeland,  Aid.  Greenall,  P. 

Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  Gregory,  W.  H. 

Cripps,  W.  Grogan,  E. 

Corteis,  U.  B.  Hamilton,  J. 

Dalrymple,  Capt.  Hamilton^  W.  J. 

Darby,  G.  Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Dawnay,  hon,  W.  H.  HawM,  B.  ^ 

Digitized  by  VjOOQie 


345 


AooNW-<a»« 


{Mat  6} 


yWCftlHtfii^flJCi 


948 


Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
HeDl€y,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.B. 
Herbert,  hon,  S. 
Hillsboroogb.  Earl  of 
Hobboose,  rt.bD^ir  J. 
HodgtODy  F. 
HodgsoQy  R. 
Holme8»hii.W.A*CU 
Hope^  bon.  C. 
Horoby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Yisct. 
Home,  J. 
Hompbery,  Aid. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermjn,  Earl 
Jobnson,  W.  G. 
Jobostooe,  U. 
JolliSe^SirW. 
Jones,  Capt. 
JUlbanie,  Viset. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knalchball,  rt.bn.  Sir  E. 
Rnigbt,  H.  G. 
Knight,  F.  W, 
Lawton,  A. 
ligrard,  Capt. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Undsay,  H.  H. 
Lockhart,W. 
Lowther,J.  H 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Mannen,  Lord  J. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
MarsbaU,W. 
Manhan,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
M  arton,  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Mastermanv  J* 
liaiite.  It.  boo.  F. 
Meyo^Cwt. 
Mile8,P.W.S. 
Mordannt,  Sir  J. 
Hoetyn,  bn.  E.  M.  L. 
Maody,  E.  M. 
Marray,  A. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neville,  R. 
Rewrj,Vieet 


NicboU,rigbtbon.J, 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Feel,  rt.  bon.  Sir  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhin,F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reade,  W,  M. 
Redingtoo,  T.  N. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rnsbbrooke,  Col. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Soott,  bon.  F. 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somenrille,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stnitt,  E. 
Sutton,  bon.  H.  If. 
Talbot,  C.R.M. 
Tennent,  J.  K 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tollemacbe,  J. 
TrotUr,J. 
Turaor,  C. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wakley,  T- 
WUbr^bam.  ho.  R.  B. 
Winnlngton,  Sir  T. 
Wood,B. 
Wood,G.W. 
Wortley,  bon.J.S. 
Yorke,  bn.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLBBS. 

Baring,  H. 
Frtmantle,  Sir  T. 


Mr.  Henley  moted  the  iDsertion  of  a 
daose — 

"To  enable  the  commissioners  or  other 
Government  officers  to  relieve  occupiers  of 
land,  in  certain  cases,  from  the  whole  or  any 
part  of  the  duty  charged  upon  them  under 
sebedolc  B,  as  to  them  may  seem  just." 

the  Clumceltor  of  the  Exchequer  op- 
posed tbe  claose.  It  would  only  maKe 
the  operation  of  the  bill  more  unequal, 
and  its  ineqaalities  were  already  com- 
plaiocd  ofi 

Mr.  B.  Wood  saidi  that  be  would  movp 


bit  dftttie  to  pioteet  penooi  from  it  charge 
of  Incoine«tax,  upon  a  larger  lum  than 
tbe  net  amount  of  real  incoine,  oq  the 
briogipg  up  of  the  report,  unless  the 
GoTernment  would  undertake  to  propose 
such  a  clause. 

Sir  R,  Pefil  said,  the  hon.  Member's 
clause  had  been  under  the  consideratioo 
of  the  Government,  bqt  ai  be  thought  it 
would  operate  qnjustly,  he  would  leave  it 
under  the  charge  of  tbe  hon.  Member  him- 
self. 

Mr.  T.  BwMombe  rose  to  move  t 
claose,  to  which,  he  believed,  from  tbe 
sense  of  justice  which  always  actuated 
that  House,  there  would  be  no  objection. 
His  object  was  to  place  borough  electors 
on  the  same  footing  with  regard  to  the  pay« 
ment  of  this  Income-tax  as  county  elec- 
tors. Bv  the  27th  section  of  tbe  Reform 
Act,  all  borough  electors  were  obliged  to 
pay  all  assessed  taxes,  namely,  the  Queen's 
taxes  and  the  poor-rates,  as  a  condition 
of  registration.  All  these  taxes,  due  on 
tbe  5th  of  April,  must  be  paid  on  or  be- 
fore the  30th  of  July  succeeding.  County 
electors  were  not  obliged  to  jpay  any  rates 
or  taxes  as  a  condition  or  registration. 
He  had  taken  le^al  opinions  on  this  point, 
and  had  ascertamed  that  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary for  borough  electors  to  pav  this 
Income-tax  before  the  20th  of  July  in 
each  year,  as  a  condition  of  registration ; 
and  the  object  of  bis  clause  was  to  render 
this  payment  unnecessary  for  the  purpoves 
of  registration.  The  proposition  was  so 
reasonable  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
objected  to.  By  tbe  5l8t  section  of  the 
Reform  Act,  all  overseers  could  call  on  the 
electors  of  assessed  taxes  to  allow  them  to 
inspect  their  books,  and  the  revising  bar- 
risters had  the  power,  in  case  a  vote  was 
disputed,  and  as  these  individuals  were 
not  sworn  to  secrecy  under  tbe  act  the 
consequence  would  be,  that  they  would 
possess  all  that  inquisitorial  power  which 
the  authors  of  the  Income  bill  proposed  to 
guard  against.  He  proposed  a  claose  to 
effect  the  object  he  had  in  view,  and  said 
he  should  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  it. 

Sir  R.  Peel  wished  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  postpone  tbecladse  until  tbe  bring- 
ing up  of  tne  report,  but  not  because  he 
contested  its  principle.  The  Income-tax 
was  a  temporary  tax,  and  he  certainly  did 
not  think  the  voters  in  towns  should  be 
disentitled  to  exercise  their  right  of  voting 
became  they  had  not  paid  it.  He  tbougbl 
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the  proposition  just^  and  did  not  intend  to 
place  the  borough  voters  under  any  new 
disqualification.  At  the  same  time,  he 
wished  that  the  clause  should  be  postponed 
until  the  bringing  up  of  4he  report.  He 
admitted  this  principle,  that  there  should 
be  no  new  disability  on  account  of  the 
property-tax. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  his  only  object 
was,  thac  borough  electors  should  not  be 
placed  in  a  worse  position  on  account  of 
this  tax  than  they  were  in  before,  and 
therefore  he  would  give  notice  that  he 
should  move  a  clause  to  that  effect  on 
bringing  up  the  report. 

Sir  R.  Peeisaid,  the  Government  would 
take  care  to  consider  whether  such  dis- 
qualifications would  apply,  and  if  it  did, 
they  would  undertake  to  introduce  such 
an  alteration  in  the  bill  as  would  effect 
the  object  in  view. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  then  moved  a  clause 
to  the  effect  that  no  foreigner  residing  in 
this  country,  and  deriving  an  income  from 
any  employment  or  business  here,  should 
be  exempted  from  the  payment  of  the  tax. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  had  objected  to  the  exemption  of  any 
particular  class,  and  therefore  he  did  not 
wish  any  particular  exemption  to  apply  to 
foreigners.  But  the  rule  as  to  foreigners 
under  this  bill  was  a  general  one.  Those 
who  came  here  for  a  short  period  only,  and 
were  supposed  to  have  no  fixed  residence 
or  establishment  during  that  time,  would 
be  exempt,  but  if  thev  lived  here  for  a  cer- 
tain period,  they  would  then  be  considered 
as  permanently  resident,  and  would  be 
charged  with  the  tax.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, it  was  better  to  let  the  matter  rest  on 
that  general  principle. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  his  only  object 
was  to  watch  these  foreigners  as  they 
came  and  went ;  but  after  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  he 
would  not  press  the  clause. 

Mr.  F.  Baring  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  pre- 
pared a  clause  for  exempting  schools  and 
literary  institutions  ? 

Mr.  Hume :  And  mechanics'  innstitu- 
tions  too  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
lie  had  stated  at  an  early  part  of  the 
evening  that  he  had  not  forgotten  this 
subject,  and  that  he  had  drawn  up  a 
clause,  but  that  it  was  not  satisfactory  for 
the  purpose,  inasmuch  as  it  did  not  limit 
the  operation  of  the  exemption  to  the  par* 


ticular  object  which  they  were  desirous  to 
exempt.  At  the  same  time  he  did  not 
abandon  the  hope  of  being  able  to  pro- 
pose such  a  clause  as  would  be  satisfactory, 
and  the  boo.  Member  for  East  Sussex 
had  offered  to  assist  him  in  doing  so,  but 
at  present  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  a 
decided  opinion  upon  it. 

House  resumed.  Report  brought  up  to 
be  further  considered  on  the  following 
Monday. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  May  9,  1842. 

HrNCTBS.]     BcLLS.     PvM0.-r-  Ezeheqaor  Bilk;  Vie. 
toriaPtiki  Knightsbcidge  and  Kenalogton  Opcningi. 
PriwtU,—!^    BaUiUTsC,  Sir  F.  H.  H.,  Bart,  Eitatet 
Bristol  and  Gloueester  Railway. 
S»    SaimdenftMt  RaUwayt  GcNport  Pier  {  KirklotiUoGh 
Roadst  Duke  of  Axgyte^  Estate. 
S^-    and  passed :— Great  North  of  England  (Claxenoe  and 
Hartlepool)  RaUway;  Gnmton  Pier  (No.  S)s  Norfhem 
Goal  Mining  Company ;  Sir  J.  GHini  Charity  (Shaw's) 
Estatet  Cottenham  Drainage. 

PanrioiTB  Prsssittxo.  From  the  Rev.  Thomas  SUrer, 
Vicar  of  Charlesbury,  Oxfordshire,  that  all  great  Changes 
in  Chcireh  Property  may  be  made  without  the  consent  of 
the  CooTooation  of  the  Clexgy.— From  Wisbech,  Ely, 
and  other  places,  for  Protection  to  the  Agrieultural  In- 
terest—From Temple  Michael,  and  Killoe,  for  the  En- 
ooumgement  of  Sehools  hi  oonnezkm  with  the  Church 
Education  Society  for  Ireland.— From  the  South  Western 
District  of  St.  Leonard's,  Shoreditch,  in  ttie  Borough  of 
Ffaurtkiry,  for  the  Redemption  of  the  Tolls  on  Waterloo, 
and  the  other  Metropolitan  Bridges.— From  C.  Richard- 
son, ftir  the  Extension  of  the  Term  now  granted  by  Law 
for  the  Possession  of  Copyright^-From  N.  Bruce,  for 
Inquiry  hito  the  Laws  of  Copyright 

Magistracy  (Ireland^  —  Mb.  Bid. 
DULPH.]]  Earl  De  Grey,  m  answer  to  a 
question  which  had  been  put  to  him  by  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Normanbv) 
on  a  former  evening,  with  respect  to  tne 
conduct  of  one  of  the  Irish  magistracy,  Mr. 
Biddulph,  begged  to  state  to  his  noble 
Friend  that,  since  that  time,  Mr.  Biddulph 
had  been  struck  off  the  list  of  magistrates. 
It  was  his  intention  to  ha?e  mentioned 
this  on  Friday  evening  last,  the  earliest 
moment  at  which  he  received  the  intelii- 
gence ;  but  as  he  was  prevented  by  the 
miscarriage  of  a  letter  from  announcing 
the  fact  with  official  certainty,  he  had  de- 
ferred the  announcement  till  that  evening. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  admitted 
that  the  substance  of  his  noble  Friend's 
communication  was  satisfactory,  although 
he  regretted  that  his  noble  Friend  had 
not  accompanied  it  by  some  statement  as 
to  the  reason  why  so  just  and  necessary  a 
step  had  been  so  long  delayed.  Admit- 
ting that  his  noble  Friend's  statement 
was  in  one  pa^cular  satisfiMStory,  ho 
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coald  not  allow  the  occasion  to  pass  by 
without  offering  a  few  words  as  to  the 
time  and  circumstances  under  which  the 
dismissal  of  Mr.  Bidduiph  had  taken  place. 
To  render  himself  perfectly  in  order  in 
ofiering  these  obsenrations,  he  meant  to 
conclude  hy  moving  for  the  production  of 
.the  correspondence  between  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  Mr.  Bidduiph,  and  the 
dates  of  that  correspondence.  His  noble 
Friend  (Earl  de  Grey)  had  protested,  on 
a  former  occasion,  that  it  was  not  the 
duty  of  the  Lord- lieutenant  of  Ireland  to 
read  the  newspapers.  It  was  certainly  not 
the  duty  of  the  Lord-lieutenant,  suppos- 
ing him  to  be  rightly  informed  from  ofiBcial 
sources,  to  read  the  newapers  with  the 
▼iew  of  founding  any  act  upon  the  intel- 
ligence to  be  derived  from  them.  But  the 
Suestioo  of  whether  the  Lord-lieutenant 
bould  read  the  newspapers  for  informa- 
tion, upon  which  to  direct  his  Government, 
depended  upon  whether  he  were  supplied 
by  such  a  constant  stream  of  official  infor- 
mation as  should  render  any  reference  to 
newspaper  information  unnecessary.  But 
if  the  Lord-lieutenant  were  supplied  b^  a 
regular  and  constant  stream  of  official  in- 
formation, then  he  conceived  that  the 
newspapers  ought  not  to  be  despised  as 
channels  of  intelligence.  He  appealed  to 
any  of  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  whether  it 
was  not  a  rery  great  disaavantage  that  the 
just  and  necessary  step  of  dismissing  Mr. 
Bidduiph  should  nave  been  delayed  for  the 
space  of  two  months,  and  until  after  a 
Parliamentary  inquiry  had  taken  place 
upon  the  subject,  instead  of  being,  as  he 
maintained  it  ought  to  have  been,  the  in- 
stant and  spontaneous  act  of  a  vigilant 
and  united  executive.  He  mainly  attri- 
buted the  popularity  which  attach^  to  his 
government  of  Ireland,  to  the  fact  that 
during  the  time  that  he  had  the  honour  of 
filling  the  office  of  Lord-lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  there  was  the  greatest  unity 
asMMigst  all  branches  of  the  Irish  Govern, 
ment,  and  no  trial  of  importance  took 
place  without  his  being  informed  of  it  by 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown.  The  case 
of  Mr.  Bidduiph  had  been  three  times 
bffou^t  before  that  House  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament.  That  having  been  the 
case,  was  it  not  surprising  that  no  notice 
should  have  been  taken  of  it  by  any  of  the 
officers  of  the  Irish  Government,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  supply  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  De  Grey)  with  information  as  to  the 
conduct  of  those  entrusted  with  the  admi- 
nisiration  of  the  law,?    Were  there  no  pe- 1 


culiar  circumstances  in  the  trial  of  Mr. 
Bidduiph  which  would  seem  to  call  for  the 
attention  of  his  noble  Friend,  and  of  the 
Irish  government?  Why,  Mr.  Murphy, 
the  counsel,  a  man  of  considerable  emi- 
nence and  standing  at  the  Irish  bar,  and 
who  conducted  the  prisoner's  case,  said,  at 
the  end  of  the  trial,  *'  and  now,  Sir,  I 
leave  you  in  the  hands  of  the  Attomey- 
general.'V  And  yet  this,  which  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  de  Grey)  admitted  to  be  the 
necessary  consequence  of  the  cross-exami. 
tion,  was  taken  no  notice  of  until  he 
brought  it  before  their  Lordships'  House 
two  months  afterwards.  He  owned  that 
this  had  left  rather  an  unpleasant  impres- 
sion upon  his  mind.  No  doubt  his  noble 
Friend  (Earl  de  Grey)  meant  to  carry  out 
the  intentions  of  her  Majesty's  present 
Government,  and  to  do  as  much  justice  to 
Ireland  as  was  consistent  with  keeping  the 
present  dominant  party  in  power.  But  he 
owned  that  the  course  of  the  proceedings 
in  this  case,  and  the  ignorance  in  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  been  kept  upon  the 
subject,  left  a  disagreeable  impression  on 
his  mind,  and  awakened  some  unpleasing 
suspicions  as  to  the  real  hands  in  which 
the  Government  of  Ireland  might  now  be 
thought  to  rest.  His  noble  Friend  had 
asserted  that  he  did  not  read  the  newspa- 
pers. He  was  afraid  that  some  otne 
persons  did  read  them,  and  from  the  in- 
formation derived  from  them  learnt  how  to 
shape  their  conduct.  Circumstances  of 
recent  occurrence  had  led  him  to  think 
that  there  were  some  truth  in  the  boast  of 
one  of  the  Government  newspapers  last 
year,  that  its  remonstrances  had  led  to  a 
change  in  the  policy  of  the  Irish  govern- 
ment. As  this  was  probably  the  li^t  time 
that  he  should  have  occasion  to  address 
their  Lordships  upon  this  subject,  he 
begged  to  add  a  few  words  in  reference  to 
an  address  of  congratulation  upon  the  di- 
minution of  crime  and  the  improved  state 
of  the  country,  recently  presented  to  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord-lieutenant  by  the 
grand  jury  of  Carlow.  He  certainly  hoped 
that  his  noble  Friend  and  the  Carlow 
grand  jury  were  correct  in  their  intima. 
tion  as  to  the  improved  state  of  the  coun- 
try. He  had  heard  rumours  of  a  contrary 
description;  but  taking  the  statement  of 
the  grand  jury,  and  supposing  it  to  be 
true,  he  would  still  remind  his  noble 
Friend  that  the  improvements  to  which 
his  attention  was  directed  could  not  be  re- 
garded solely  as  the  fruit  of  his  own  go- 
vernment,  but  must  be  attribiitedJIiL  npi' 
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slight  degree  to  the  wise  and  beneficial 
measures  adopted  by  his  predecessors. 
The  ooUe  Marquess  cooeluded  bj  moving 
for  copies  of  the  correspondence  between 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Mr.  Biddulph^ 
and  the  dates  of  that  correspondence. 

Earl  De  Grey  was  not  aware  of  anj 
objection  to  the  production  of  the  papers 
for  which  his  noble  Friend  had  moved. 
As  to  the  remarks  that  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend,  he  had  only  to  repeat  now 
what  he  had  stated  before,  that  the  moment 
that  the  circumstances  of  the  case  were 
brought  under  his  notice,  in  such  a  man* 
ner  as  enabled  him  to  act,  he  had  not  hesi- 
tated or  delayed  to  do  so.  With  respect 
to  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  to  the  address 
of  the  grand  jurr  of  Carlow,  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  haa  alluded,  it  was  certainly 
true  that  the  gentlemen  composing  the 
grand  jury  of  that  county  had  presented 
an  address  to  him  in  which  they  stated 
that  they  thought  crime  was  diminishing 
in  that  part  of  the  country,  and  they  ex- 
pressed  their  congratulations  to  him  upon 
that  subject.  He  received  their  address, 
and  thanked  them  for  it.  In  doing  so  he 
did  not  arrogate  to  himself  any  particular 
merit  for  the  fiu:t  upon  which  they  con- 
gratubted  him.  He  merely  accepted  their 
representation  as  to  the  state  of  the  ooun- 
try  because  he  thought  them  competent  to 
make  it.  If  they  were  mistaken,  the  mis- 
take  was  not  his  but  theirs.  In  receiving 
the  address,  and  replying  to  the  statement 
contained  in  it,  he  had  arrogated  nothinff 
to  himself.  He  did  not  want  to  say,  neu 
ther  had  be  said  that  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Normanby's)  manage«> 
ment  whilst  in  the  government  of  Ireland, 
had  been  improper,  so  that  his  had  been 
superior.  He  was  only  glad  to  believe  that 
the  fact  was  such  as  was  stated  to  him, 
by  those  whom  he  supposed  capable  of 
forming  a  correct  judgment  upon  it.  If 
it  were  so,  he  claimed  no  merit  to  himself 
because  it  was  so.  He  was  obliged  to  his 
noble  Friend  for  the  courtesy  he  had 
shewn  in  referring  to  his  conduct  upon 
that  occasion.  Whilst  he  remained  in  the 
government  of  Ireland,  he  should  continue 
to  act  according  to  the  best  of  his  judg- 
ment to  promote  the  general  welfare  of  the 
oountrr,  and  without  reference  to  any  pri- 
vate otgects  of  his  own.  His  endeavour 
would  always  be  to  do  the  best  in  his 
power,  not  for  himself,  but  for  the  country 
over  which  he  was  placed.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  people  of  that  country 
would  soon  begin  to  feel  that  he  had  no 
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private  objects  of  his  own.  As  soon  as  he 
ceased  to  give  satiafection  to  them  and  to 
the  sovereign  under  whom  he  held  his 
power,  he  should  hasten  to  retire. 

The  Marquess  of  Normmiby  was  satis- 
fied that  nothing  that  had  feilen  from  him 
could  have  led  to  the  necessity  of  such  a 
defence  as  his  noble  Friend  had  adopted. 
All  that  he  had  desired  to  do  was  to  ask 
justice  for  himself,  not  to  impute  anything 
to  his  noble  Friend. 

Motion  agreed  to* 

CoPTRiGHT.]  The  Lord  Chancellor 
wished  to  call  their  Lordship's  attention  to 
the  Copyright  Bill,  which  stood  for  the 
second  reading  on  the  following  day.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  same  course  should 
be  pursued  with  it  as  had  been  adopted  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  namely,  that  the 
second  reading  should  be  taken  without 
debate,  and  that  the  discussion  should 
take  place  on  the  motion  for  going  into 
committee. 

Lord  Brougham  entirely  concurred  in 
the  course  proposed.  All  who  took  any 
part  in  the  discussion  of  this  measure  were 
actuated  only  by  one  motive,  to  secure  to 
literary  men  as  much  advantage  from  their 
works  as  was  consistent  with  the  due  pro- 
tection of  the  rights  of  others. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  without 
discussion. 

MAOISTRATSSOrSuNDBELAHn.]  The 

Marquess  of  Normanby  had  now  to  re- 
quest their  Lordships*  attention  to  the 
subject  which  he  had  mentioned  just  before 
the  rising  of  the  House  on  Friday  last. 
But  before  he  put  the  question  to  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  he  begged 
to  say  one  word  as  to  the  order  of  their 
proceedings.  He  found  the  other  night 
that  a  disposition  was  shown  to  adhere 
suictly  to  a  rnle  of  the  House  to  which, 
on  previous  occasions,  he  had  not  observed 
that  much  regard  had  been  paid.  He  had 
no  objection  to  raise  upon  that  point,  pro- 
vided that  the  application  of  the  rule  were 
made  stringent  and  uniform^and  to  extend 
to  all  cases  without  exceptkm.  He  owned 
however,  that  he  had  felt  the  other  evening 
a  strong  feeling  of  disappointment,  mingled 
perhaps,  with  other  feelings,  when  he  found 
that  hon.  men  who  came  forward  at  the 
earliest  moment  to  repeal  unfounded  as- 
persions upon  their  character,  wera  pre- 
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the  bafikvndntts  of  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Maiqiiess  of  Londonderry)  their 
aeciner,  to  whom  with  a  generous  confi- 
dence thej  had  tmsted  to  make  their  de. 
fence  as  public  as  he  had  made  the  charge 
—he  regretted,  he  said,  to  find  that  men, 
■o  aspersed  and  so  anxious  to  defend 
thenselvet,  were  prevented  by  the  rules  of 
the  House,  and  by  the  noble  Marquess's 
hackwardnessj  from  entering  upon  the 
▼indication  of  their  character  and  reputa- 
tion at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  Acting 
under  that  feeling,  he  had  determined  to 
afford  to  those  gentlemen  an  opportu- 
nity  of  putting  their  vindication  before 
the  House  upon  record,  and  of  render- 
ing their  denial  of  the  charge  brought 
against  them,  as  public  as  the  charge  it- 
self. He  merely  mentioned  this,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  order  of  proceeding,  that  had 
been  adopted  on  a  previous  evening. 
Upon  the  present  occasion,  he  was  ready 
to  confine  himself,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  most  advisable,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marauess  of  Londonderry) 
ahould  also  confine  himself,  to  this  single 
and  simple  point,  *'  Does  the  noble  Mar- 
quess adhere  to,  or  is  he  inclined  to  re- 
tract, the  accusation  he  made  against  the 
magistrates  of  Sunderland  on  a  former 
evening  V  He  had  no  objection  to  enter 
again  into  the  general  question,  upon  the 
proper  occasion,  but  he  appealed  to  their 
Loraships  whether,  that  evening,  it  would 
sot  be  more  desirable,  that  they  should 
confine  themselves  to  the  specific  point  to 
which  he  had  adverted  ?  He  asked  this, 
because  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Londonderry)  had  intimated  an  inten- 
tion of  referring  to  some  other  points. 
He  certainly  thought  it  was  incumbent 
upon  the  noble  Marquess  to  prove  or  re- 
tract the  aspersions  he  had  already  thrown 
upon  the  character  and  reputation  of  a 
bodv  of  honourable  men,  before  he  pro- 
ceeded to  throw  out  any  more.  He  be- 
lievedt  that  there  would  be  no  dispute  as 
to  the  words  which  the  noble  Marquess 
bad  used  on  the  occasion.  His  recollec- 
tion exactly  confirmed  what  these  gentle«> 
men  alleged  the  noble  Marquess  haid  said 
of  them.  It  was  true,  that  he  was  not 
paying  much  attention  to  what  fell  from 
the  noble  Marquess,  but  all  the  reports  of 
the  newspapers  in  which  any  notice  was 
taken  of  the  noble  Marquess's  speech, 
were  aobstantiaUy  the  same ;  and,  indeed, 
he  understood,  the  other  evening,  that  the 
\  oC  the  noUe  Marquess  for  resisting 


the  appeal  which  was  made  to  him,  to 
vindicate  the  conduct  of  the  gentlemen  he 
had  accused,  was,  that  he  was  prepared  to 
maintain  the  truth  of  all  that  he  had 
asserted  against  them.  With  these  pre- 
liminary remarks,  be  would  proceea  to 
read,  as  part  of  his  own  statement,  and  as 
a  reason  for  venturing  to  put  the  questk)n 
with  which  he  should  conclude,  to  the 
noble  Marquess,  a  statement  which  had 
been  put  into  his  hands  as  the  defence  of 
the  magistrates  of  Sunderland  against  the 
charge  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
made  against  them.  It  was  in  these 
terms  >— 

«  Maiyor^t  Chamber,  Sunderland, 
"  May  4, 1842. 

"  At  a  meeting  of  magistrates  of  the  bo- 
rough of  Sunderland — Present,  Richard  Spoor 
in  the  chair  (in  the  absence  of  Sir  Hedworth 
WilliarosoD,  Bart,  the  mayor,  who  is  now  in 
London),  Andrew  White,  John  Lotherington, 
Joseph  Brown,  Joseph  Simpson,  Richard 
White,  Edward  Backhouse,  William  Bell, 
Walker  Featherstonhaugh ; 

''  An  extract  from  the  Morning  Chromde,  of 
the  30th  ult.  having  been  read,  in  which  the 
Marquess  of  Londonderry  is  represented  to 
say,  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  *  That  the  late 
Government  appointed  ten  ma|istrates  in 
Sunderland,  all  of  whom  were  Whigs,«  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  at  the  last  election  they 
refused  a  license  to  every  individual  who 
would  not  vote  in  accordance  with  their  (the 
magistrates')  Whig  principles  / 

**  Resolved  unanimously,—'  That  the  alle- 
gation made,  that  ^  the  late  Government  ap* 
pointed  ten  ma^strates  in  Sunderland,  all  of 
whom  were  Whigs,"  is  incorrect,  two  of  the 
gentlemen  alluded  to,  having  been,  at  the  time 
of  their  appointment,  and  still  continuing,  of 
Conservative  principles.' 

''Also resolved  unanimously, -«' That  the 
allegation  made,  that  "  the  magistrates  at  the 
last  election  refiised  a  licence  to  every  indivi- 
dual who  would  not  vote  in  accordance  with 
their  (the  magistrates')  Whig  principles*'  is 
totally  without  foundation,  the  following  being 
a  correct  statement  of  the  applications  made, 
and  the  decisions  come  to  on  the  occasion 
alluded  to,  and  when  not  less  than  four  Con« 
servative  gentlemen,  resident  in  the  borough 
and  in  the  commission  of  the  peace  (the 
justices  for  the  county  of  Durham  having  con- 
current jurisdiction  with  the  justices  of  the 
borough),  were  on  the  bench. 

** '  The  total  number  of  applicants  was  six- 
teen. To  five  of  these,  licences  were  gmnted . 
One  of  these  five  licences  was  granted  to  a 
clerk  of  one  of  the  most  strenuous  supporters 
of  the  Conservative  interest  in  Sunderland, 
both  master  and  clerk  voting  for  Mr.  Attwood  ; 
a  second  was  granted  in  the  same  vicinity, 
which  had  lately  become  most  densely  popn« 
Uted :  a  third  wm  granted  in  respect  of  a  very 
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house  eatablishmenty  which  had  lately  been 
erected  by  public  subscription,  near  the  sea- 
shore, for  the  accommodation  of  visitors;  a 
fourth  was  granted  to  a  widow  (without  poli» 
tical  interest);  and  the  fifth  was  granted  in 
lieu  of  an  old-established  licence  held  by  the 
applicant,  upon  condition  that  the  old  licence 
was  not  renewed,  which  condition  was  com- 
plied with. 

** '  With  regard  to  the  eleven  individuals, 
whose  applications  were  not  granted »  four 
voted  for  Lord  Howick,  two  for  Mr.  Attwood, 
and  the  remaining  five  were  not  voters.  One 
of  the  two  who  voted  for  Mr.  Attwood,  the 
Conservative  candidate,  had  previously  sup- 
ported and  voted  for  the  Whig  party,  but  in 
this  instance,  openly  declared  his  intention  to 
vote  for  Mr.  Attwood,  in  consequence  of  his 
previous  applications  for  a  licence  having  been 
rejected. 

^<'In  conclusion,  the  mac^istrates,  though 
sorry  to  have  occasion  to  assert  it,  have  ever 
acted  on  the  principle  of  discharging  all  their 
functions  on  the  bench,  whether  in  the  licens- 
ing [of  public-houses,  or  those  more  strictly 
judicial,  regardless  of  party  or  political  con- 
siderations, and  with  reference  merely  to  pub- 
lic duty  and  justice ;  and  in  this  course  they 
purpose  to  persevere/ 

<' Richard  Spoor, 

Chairman/' 

This  jitatement  of  the  magistrates,  satis- 
factory as  he  should  have  thought  it  must 
have  been  to  everybody,  was  accom- 
panied by  the  following  letter,  signed  by 
the  chairman  of  the  meeting  of  the 
magistrates,  Richard  Spoor,  and  addressed 
to  the  noble  Marquess  opposite,  repelling, 
in  the  roost  respectful  manner,  the  charges 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  made 
against  the  magistracy  of  the  borough. 
The  reason  assigned  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  other  evening,  for  not  acting  upon  this 
letter  was,  that  it  proceeded  from  some  six 
oreightWhigmagistrates.  Now  what  would 
be  thought  of  the  knowledge  of  the  noble 
Marquess  on  the  subject  of  the  magistracy 
of  the  county  over  which  he  presided  as 
Lord-lieutenant,  when  the  House  was  in- 
formed that  the  Mr.  Spoor  who  had  signed 
the  letter  to  the  noble  Marquess  was  a 
Conservative?  Mr.  Spoor's  letter  to  the 
noble  Marquess  was  in  these  terms : — 

<<  Mmfor^t  Chamber,  Sunderkmd, 
May  4, 1842. 

^'  My  Lord — ^As  chairman  of  a  meeting  of 
the  magistrates  of  this  borough  appointed  by 
her  Majesty's  late  Government,  I  have  the  ho- 
nour of  transmitting  to  your  Lordship  a  copy 
of  their  resolutions. 

**  By  these  your  Lordship  will  perceive  either 
that  the  newspaper  report  is  incorrect,  or  that 
your  Lordship  has  been  led  into  error.    In 


either  case  I  feel  convinced  that  your  Lordship 
will  be  anxious  to  correct,  in  your  place  in 
Parliament,  on  Friday  next,  any  erroneous  im- 
pression which  may  have  been  made  on  the 
public  mind  regarding  the  conduct  of  the 
Sunderland  magistracy. 
*^  I  have  the  honour  to  remain,  my  Lord, 
''  Your  Lordship's  most  humble 

and  obedient  servant, 
^  RicRARo  Spoor. 

*'  The  Moit  Noble  the  Marquess  of 
*'  Londonderry^  Holdemess  House,** 

[The  Marquess  of  Londonderry :  Read 
the  postscript.]  There  is  no  postscript. 
Was  it  possible,  he  would  appeal  to  their 
Lordships,  whether  a  more  proper,  more 
respectful,  more  gentlemanlike  address 
could  be  made  to  the  noble  Marquess  than 
that  of  Mr.  Spoor?  And  he  put  it  to 
any  one  of  their  Lordships,  if  they  had 
received  such  an  appeal  to  their  feelings, 
what  would  have  been  their  conduct? 
Was  there  any  one  of  their  Lordships  who 
would  have  sheltered  himself  under  the 
technical  plea  that  the  appeal  was  not 
made  to  him  by  his  Peer  in  Parliament, 
and  therefore  that  he  was  not  obliged  to 
do  justice  to  those  whom  he  had  aspersed. 
What,  after  all,  would  such  conduct 
amount  to  but  the  claiming,  as  a  Member 
of  that  House,  an  immunity  (which  the 
law  allowed  as  a  protection  for  the  exer- 
cise of  high  functions,  but  never  intended 
to  be  perverted  to  lower  and  less  worthy 
purposes)  from  all  legal  proceedings  which 
might  be  taken  against  any  individual  in 
any  other  place  who  might  venture  to 
speak  so  erroneously  and  so  injuriously 
against  the  character  of  an  upright  and 
an  unoffending  man.  He  was  one  of  the 
last  persons  who  would  question  the  value 
of  the  privileges  of  Parliament  when  ap- 
plied to  the  great  interests  of  the  country ; 
but  he  was  satisfied  that  it  would  soon  be 
held  by  the  country  to  be  an  intolerable 
and  an  unjustifiable  nuisance  if  persons 
were  enabled  to  avail  themselves  of  it  to 
refuse  to  render  justice  after  they  had 
committed  wrong.  What  was  required  of 
the  noble  Marquess  on  the  receipt  of  the 
letter  which  he  had  read?  The  noble 
Marquess  need  not  have  expressed  any 
opinion ;  but  he  was  bound,  on  receiving 
this  intimation  from  the  magistrates,  whose 
conduct  he  had  impugned,  to  make  their 
vindication  as  public  as  he  had  made  the 
accusation.  Could  any  of  their  Lordships 
believe  that  these  Gentlemen  were  not 
speaking  the  truth?  There  were  eight  of 
large  and  expensive  bathing  and   lodgings 
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them  auembled  together,  they  were  speak- 
ing of  the  acts  which  they  had  themselves 
committed,  and  they  signed  a  solemn  de- 
claration that  they  had  committed  no  such 
act  as  the  noble  Marquess  had  attributed 
to  them.  In  what  a  situation,  then,  would 
they  be  placing  themselves  if  they  were 
not  supported  by  a  perfect  consciousness 
of  the  truth  of  every  word  they  asserted. 
What  was  the  charge  which  the  noble 
Marquess  made  against  them  ?  That  they 
had  refused  a  licence  to  every  individual 
not  of  Whig  principles.  How  was  that 
charge  met  by  the  magistrates  ?  In  the 
dearest  and  completest  manner.  They 
expressly  resolved,  without  one  dissentient, 
that  the  charge  was  wholly  without  found- 
ation, and  they  disproved  it  by  a  reference 
to  facts.  He  believed  that  he  might  here 
very  safely  leave  the  question,  as  far  as 
related  to  the  magistrates  of  Sunderland  ; 
but  he  felt  bound  to  add  one  word  in  jus- 
tice to  one  individual,  named  in  the  paper 
to  which  he  had  called  their  Lordship's 
attention.  The  mayor  of  Sunderland  was 
Sir  Hedworth  Williamson,  the  late  Mem- 
ber for  the  northern  division  of  the  county, 
and  high  sheriff,  and  those  who  knew  him 
must  feel  that  there  never  existed  a  person 
in  the  world  less  likely  to  pervert  his  ju- 
dicial power  to  any  party  purpose.  He 
had  constantly  acted  as  chairman  at  the 
quarter  sessions,  and  had  authorised  him 
to  say  that  no  licenses  had  ever  been  re- 
fused on  the  ground  of  politics.  Besides 
Sir  Hedworth  Williamson  had  assured 
him  that  he  never  heard  of  such  a  thing 
discussed  as  the  granting  or  withholding 
licences  on  party  grounds.  When  he 
stated  this,  he  thought  he  was  strengthen- 
ing the  case  of  the  gentlemen  who  had 
been  so  unfairly  dealt  with  by  the  noble 
Marquess.  Who  was  it  that  made  this 
accusation  against  the  magistrates  of  Sun- 
derland? The  Lord-lieutenant  of  the 
county  whose  duty  it  was,  if  he  believed 
the  information  upon  which  he  acted  to 
be  true  to  make  such  representations  to 
the  Government  as  should  lead  to  the  in- 
stant dismissal  of  magistrates  who  had  so 
grossly  abused  their  power.  But  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  those  gentlemen,  in  re- 
pelling the  accusation  made  against  them, 
were  speaking  the  plain  and  simple  lan- 
guage of  truth.  If  they  were  doing  so, 
the  noble  Marquess  had  been  induced, 
by  the  most  extraordinary  credulity, 
and  upon  most  unworthy  information,  to 
make  an  accusation  which  had  no  fuunda* 
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tion  in  fact.  Nobody  doubted  that  the 
noble  Marquess  believed  what  he  staled 
to  be  true  ;  but  with  the  opportunity 
which  his  situation  of  Lord -lieutenant  of 
the  county  afforded  him  of  obtaining  the 
most  correct  information  upon  the  subject, 
his  credulity  was  doubly  blameable.  The 
conduct  of  the  noble  Marquess  in  this 
matter  confirmed  him,  in  the  opinion  that 
his  appointment  to  the  Lord-lieutenancy 
of  the  county  of  Durham  was  a  roost 
unfortunate  one.  What  were  the  qualities 
that  should  distinguish  a  Lord-lieutenant  P 
Perfect  fairness,  perfect  impartiality,  and 
above  all,  a  rigorous  and  careful  spirit  of 
inquiry  which  should  lead  to  the  perfect 
conviction  of  his  mind,  before  he  adopted 
any  particular  act.  There  had  been  in- 
stances in  which  the  expression  of  an  opi- 
nion of  Parliament  as  to  the  unfitness  of 
particular  individuals  to  fill  particular  si- 
tuations, although  followed  by  no  speciBc 
vote,  had  yet  had  an  effect,  and  been  fol- 
lowed by  consequences.  He  wished  to 
remind  her  Majesty's  Government  of  that 
fact.  He  said  that  this  act  of  the  noble 
Marquess  was,  of  all  others,  the  most  in- 
consistent with  the  due  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  a  Lord-lieutenant  ?  That  he,  who 
should  be  the  vindicator  of  the  character, 
the  supporter  of  the  rights  of  the  magis« 
tracy,  whilst  he  was  at  the  same  time  the 
careful  superintendent  of  all  their  acts — 
that  he,  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  should 
have  made  a  statement  against  the  magis- 
tracy which  they  at  once  found,  by  refer- 
ence to  documents,  to  be  utterly  unfounded 
—  that  he  should  have  done  this,  showed 
that  he  was  wholly  and  totally  unfit  for 
the  situation  to  which  her  Majesty  had 
been  advised  to  appoint  him.  Nothing 
could  prove  any  one  more  unfit  for  such 
an  office  than  a  determination,  in  spite  of 
all  proofs,  not  to  render  tardy  justice  to 
persons  who  felt  they  had  been  most  un- 
deservedly censured.  He  had  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  private  character  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  and  in  expressing  him- 
self  so  strongly  now,  he  confined  himself 
to  the  public  position  and  the  public  acts 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  and  would  con- 
clude by  putting  the  question  to  the  noble 
Marquess,  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
whether  he  was  disposed  to  retract  or  ad- 
here to  the  accusation  which  he  had  made 
against  the  magistrates  of  Sunderland  ? 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  had  lis- 
tened with  the  greatest  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess,  and  it  a^ 
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peared  to  him  that  the  noble  Marquess  de- 
tired  to  make  an  attack  upon  her  Majesty's 
Govemroeot ;  the  latter  part  of  the  speech 
certainly  seemed  pointed  against  the  ap- 
pointments of  that  Government — questions 
which  he  thought  ought  not  to  have  been 
mixed  up  in  the  statement  that  had  been 
made  by  tlie  noble  Marquess.  When  the 
noble  Marquess  had  brought  forward  all  his 
statements  on  the  subject  of  the  magistracy 
on  a  former  occasion,  he  had  been  met  by 
the  unanswerable  arguments  of  the  noble 
and  learned  I/ord  on  the  Woolsack ;  but  the 
noble  Marquess  had,  nevertheless,  armed 
himself  again  in  every  way  for  the  purpose 
of  coming  down  to  the  House  and  renewing 
a  determined  attack  upon  the  same  subject 
as  connected  with  the  humble  indiviaual 
who  then  addressed  their  Lordships.  Con- 
sidering the  ability  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
his  experience,  and  the  hi^h  situations  he 
had  filled,  what  fell  from  him  ought  to  have 
weight  and  authority,  but  before  he  sat 
down,  he  trusted  he  should  stand  excused 
before  their  Lordships,  and  be  entitled  to 
claim  their  verdict  of  acquittal  from  the 
charges  brought  against  him  by  the  noble 
Marquess.  He  must,  at  the  same  time 
declare,  that  he  had  felt  the  other  evening 
somewhat  hurt  at  the  want  of  courtesy  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Marquess ;  for  if  it 
had  been  the  intention  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  ask  the  questions  he  had  then  put, 
the  noble  Marquess  might  in  the  morning 
have  given  some  notice  to  him,  in  order 
that  he  might  have  come  down  prepared  to 
answer ;  and  he  was  the  more  disposed  to 
think  so,  because  in  a  postscript,  to  the 
communication  he  had  received  from  Sun- 
derland, was  an  intimation  that  copies  of 
the  resolution  of  the  magistrates  had  been 
sent  to  the  Marquess  of  Normanby  and 
Sir  H.  Williamson.  He  had  asked  the 
noble  Marquess  to  read  that  postscript. 
[The  Marquess  of  Normanby  :  There  was 
no  postscript  to  the  letter  I  got]  There 
was  one  in  mine,  which  said, 

''  A  copy  of  the  resolutions  has  been  for- 
warded  to  my  Lord  Normanby,  as  also  to  Sir 
Hedworth  Williamson,  who  is  now  in  town." 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby :  The  noble 
Marquess  must  see  that  such  a  postscript 
could  not  be  in  a  letter  addressed  to  me. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry:  Why 
not?  It  gave  information,  that  tne  reso- 
lutions were  sent  to  Sir  H.  Williamson  as 
well  as  you.  He  trusted,  now,  he  might 
be  allowed  to  state,  in  his  own  way, 
the  reasons  why  he  had  not  volun- 
teered ft  statement  on  this  suliject  on  the 


former  evening.  By  the  postscript  he  had 
alluded  to»  he  was  led  to  believe  that  either 
the  noble  Marquess  or  Sir  Hedworth  Wil. 
liamson  would  have  acquainted  him  in  the 
course  of  the  morning  of  the  receipt  of  such 
a  communication,  as  they  had  got,  and  he 
had  waited  at  home  in  such  expectation. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  did  not  con- 
ceive that  it  would  have  been  regular  in 
him,  upon  coming  down  to  the  House,  to 
presume  to  originate  any  proceedings  upon 
the  letter  and  resolutions  of  the  mayor 
and  council,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not 
take  the  initiative.  That,  he  appre- 
hended, was  the  proper  and  di^ified 
course  to  take.  On  tne  20th  April,  the 
subject  of  the  magistrates  had  been  un- 
der discussion,  and  on  that  occasion  he 
stated,  that  there  were  ten  Whig  magis- 
trates in  Sunderland.  On  the  23rd  of  the 
same  month,  he  received  a  letter  from  a 
respectable  resident  friend,  which  was  as 
follows : — 

<'  In  Whig  times,  there  was  only  one  Con- 
servative borough  magistrate  in  all  the  boroughs 
in  Durham,  and  in  Sunderland,  the  appoint- 
ments were  all  Whigs,  and  no  Conserrative* 
In  Sunderland,  the  Whigs  have  still  a  majority 
of  two,  and  in  Gateshead  the  Conservatives 
have  now  four,  and  much  they  were  needed, 
for  Gateshead  had  a  Radical  asitator  appointed 
by  the  Whigs,  whilst  all  the  Conservative  ap- 
pointments were  men  who  had  taken  no  pub- 
lic part;  and  Gateshead  has  now  only  its 
C roper  number  in  comparison  with  other 
oroughs.  In  the  county  I  find  the  Whigs 
have  a  majority  of  sixteen,  and  this  is  reckon- 
ing air  the  parsons,  who,  with  few  exceptions, 
never  act.  There  are  in  Sunderland  ten  ma- 
gistrates appointed  by  the  Whigs,  and  all 
Whigs— Sir  H.  Williamson,  Mr.  W.  Bell, 
Mr.  J.  Lotherington,  Dr.  Browne,  Mr.  J. 
Simpson,  Mr.  R.  Spoor,  Mr.  A.  White,  Mr. 
R.  White,  bnt  was  Conservative  before  his  ap- 
pointment ;  Mr.  £.  Backhouse,  and  Mr:  W: 
Featherstonhaugh  ,** 

The  magistrates  said,  there  were  two 
Conservatives,  but  they  did  not  name  the 
two ;  was  he  then  to  take  their  declara- 
tion, when  he  had  such  information  as  he 
would  read  in  the  letter  of  another  friend, 
on  whose  authority  he  could  rely  ?  One 
letter  stated  that  this  Mr.  Spoor  was  onlj 
a  pretended  Conservative.  [The  Marquess 
of  Normanby  :  Name  the  writer.^  He 
would  give  the  name  to  the  noble  Marquess 
if  it  were  the  pleasure  of  the  House.  The 
writer  of  the  letter  said,  that  if  Mr.  Spoor 
were  only  a  pretended  Conservative,  it 
was  very  laughable,  for  he  had  voted  for 
Chaytor  and  Lambton,  and  this  was  the 
Mr.  Spoor  who  rig.«d  U.e  ^^t^^g^^ 
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justi6ed  then  in  what  he  stated;  and 
was  it,  let  him  ask,  a  matter  for  which 
he  was  to  be  censured?  He  was  sure, 
that  with  such  information  as  he  possessed, 
the  noble  Marquess  would  have  acted  as  he 
did.  The  writer^  who  was  Mr.  Wright,  a 
most  respectable,  intelligent,  and  influential 
man,  said^  that  Mr.  Spoor  sometimes  voted 
forChaytorand  Lambton,  but  generally  he 
voted  for  Thompson,  and  pretended  some- 
rimea  to  be  a  Whig,  and  sometimes  a  Con* 
servative.  From  the  documents  which  he 
held  in  his  hand,  it  was  quite  clear  that  ever 
since  Mr.  Braddyirselection,  Mr.  Spoor  had 
voted  with  the  Whigs.  It  also  appeared 
upon  authority  equally  good,  that  Richard 
White  had  joined  the  Whig  party ;  his  cor- 
respondent observed,  that  Mr.  White  had 
been  considered  a  Conservative,  but  yet 
there  could  be  no  doubt  of  this,  that  he 
said  at  the  last  election  that  if  he  voted  for 
any  one,  he  should  vote  for  Lord  Howick. 
This^  as  his  correspondent  remarked,  was  a 
pretty  specimen  of  his  Conservatism.  If 
any  of  their  Lordships  would  take  the 
trouble  of  going  through  the  long  papers 
with  which  he  had  been  furnished  on  the 
mh^ect,  thev  would  see  that  the  state- 
ments which  he  had  made  were  fully 
liome  out  by  the  evidence.  They  would 
also  see  that  the  late  Government  had  ap- 
pointed none  but  Whigs  to  fill  the  office  of 
magistrate  in  Sunderland  and  in  Gates- 
bead.  Amonpst  the  accusations  brought 
against  him  by  the  noble  Marquess  was 
thi»^that  he  said  the  borough  magistrates 
of  Sunderland  granted  licenses  to  persons 
of  their  own  political  opinions^  and  refused 
them  to  those  who  held  Cooseuvative  opin« 
ionsi  or  supported  Conservative  candidates. 
The  observations  which  he  had  made  in 
that  House  on  the  subject  had  been,  as 
uifual,  reported  in  the  newspapers ;  but  it 
so  happened,  that  the  Mornins  Chronicle 
put  an  interpretation  upon  his  remarks 
which  did  not  accord  with  the  words  he 
used,  or  with  those  imputed  to  him  by  the 
other  journals.  He  did  not  carry  his 
charge  against  these  borough  magistrates 
to  the  extent  which  the  construction  put 
upon  bis  speech  by  the  Morning  Chronicle 
would  seem  to  warrant.  His  allegations 
were,  that  they  were  not  wholly  free  from 
the  influence  of  political  bias,  nay,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  they  might  have  been  very 
much  influenced  by  their  political  feelings; 
but  he  did  not  go  the  length  of  saying,  as 
he  had  been  represented  to  have  said,  that 
they  had  in  everv  case  refused  licences  to 
Conservatives^  ana  granted  Ihem  to  their 


own  supporters— that  they,  in  fact,  refused 
licences  to  all  who  did  not  vote  at  the  last 
election  in  favour  of  the  Liberal  candidate. 
He  might  have  said,  that  the  magistrates, 
being  all  Whigs,  and  having  the  power 
of  licensing  given  them,  possessed  an  un- 
due and  improper  influence,  which  he 
had  lieard  and  believed  they  might  have 
abused.  But  they  never  could  have  been 
so  absurd  as  to  profess  they  would 
not  give  licences  to  Conservatives.  To 
him  it  appeared  singular,  that  the  Mom' 
itig  Chronicle  should  have  been  the  only 
paper  which  appeared  to  misapprehend' 
the  purport  of  his  remarks,  and  put 
a  construction  on  them  which  he  did 
not  think  they  warranted,  and  he  thought 
also  that  he  had  a  right  to  complain  of  the 
want  of  candour  with  which  he  was  treated 
in  that  journal.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  allow  him  to  read  an  extract 
from  a  letter  which  he  had  received  from 
Sunderland,  and  which  he  thought  was 
well  calculated  to  throw  light  upon  the 
present  inquiry :«-« 

"  There  was  a  quarterly  meeting  of  our  cor- 
poration  yesterday,  at  which  I  was  present. 
After  the  business  was  disposed  of,  and  there 
had  been  long  discussions  on  various  matters, 
the  parties  present  got  up  to  go  away,  when 
the  town^clerk.  said  there  was  some  other 
matter  to  be  transacted,  and  began  to  rend 
some  papers  relating  to  the  borough-]:atey 
which  1  fancied  was  some  matter  of  form  as  to 
laying  on  the  rate,  and  therefore,  having  an- 
other aopointmenty  I  came  away.  I  have  since 
learnea,  that  after  I  had  left  the  connciUroom, 
a  political  Quaker  of  the  name  of  Hill,  a  shop- 
keeper, set  on,  I  have  no  doubt,  by  some  of 
our  Whig  justices,  produced  a  Morning  Chro- 
nicle newspaper,  and  called  the  attention  of  the 
corporation  to  your  Lordship's  speech  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  which  you  are  reported  to 
have  said,  that  since  the  last  election,  the  ten 
Whig  justices  refused  to  grant  any  license  to 
anybody,  unless  he  were  of  their  own  party, 
and  the  Quaker  urged  upon  the  council,  that 
as  they  had  recommended  these  ten  Whig 
justices  to  the  late  Government  for  appoint- 
ment, the  corporation  were  bound  to  vindicate 
the  justices  from  such  an  unfounded  attack. 
Upon  this  I  understand  a  discussion  ensued, 
the  two  or  three  Conservatives  who  happened 
to  have  remained  (nearly  all  the  Conservatives 
having  left)  contending  that  the  report  was  in- 
correct, that  it  was  different  in  other  papers, 
that  the  corporation  had  no  business  in  the 
matter,  and  that  it  was  ridiculous  for  the  coun- 
cil to  permit  the  malignant  party  feelings  of 
the  Quaker  to  be  tolerated  at  that  board.  It 
ended  by  the  Quaker  carrying  a  motion  that 
the  meeting  should  be  adjourned  for  a  fort« 
night,  and  that  in  the  meantime,  the  town-clerk 
should  make  inquiry,  and  ascertain  whether 
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your  Lordship  had  made  such  a  charge  against 
the  Whig  justices,  or  not.  So  the  affair  stands. 
I  wish  much  I  had  been  present,  but  I  had  no 
idea  that  the  matter  would  have  been  brought 
on,  or,  indeed,  that  any  further  business  be- 
yond matters  of  form  about  the  rate  was  to  be 
transacted.  I  have  no  doubt  they  laid  off 
until  they  saw  I  had  gone,  and  in  fact  until 
nearly  all  the  Conservatives  had  left  the  room. 
I  have  no  doubt  your  Lordship  did  not  say 
what  the  Aloming  Chronicle  represents,  but 
that  all  that  your  Lordship  would  say  would 
be,  that  as  these  Whi%  magistrates  had  the 
power  of  granting  licenses,  it  gave  them  an 
undue  influence  at  elections,  but  withoui 
bringing  any  charge  that  they  avowedly  re- 
fused licenses  to  any  except  their  own  party/' 


There  had  been  an  explanation  at- 
tempted of  these  matters,  but  he  was 
informed,  that  the  meeting  at  which 
that  explanation  had  been  proposed  was 
a  secret  meeting,  where  none  but  those 
who  belonged  to  one  party  attended. 
They  got  the  meeting  up  after  an  adjourn- 
ment of  the  first  meeting  and  that  of  course 
prevented  a  fair  examination  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  explanation  given  at  that  meet- 
ing set  forth  that  sixteen  licenses  were  ap- 
plied for,  that  ^ve  were  granted,  and  that 
one  of  them  was  granted  to  the  clerk  of 
one  of  the  most  strenuous  supporters  of  the 
Conservative  candidate  (Mr.  Attwood), 
but  thev  did  not  state  who  that  clerk  was, 
or  how  he  himself  voted.  Thev  stated  that 
oQ(y  five  licenses  were  granted.  It  might 
be  so ;  but  they  took  care  not  to  tell  the 
public  to  whom  those  five  licences  were 
granted— no  information  as  to  whether  the 
parties  who  got  them  were  Whigs  or  Con- 
servatives. What  was  the  inference? 
Why*  that  every  one  of  them  belonged  to 
the  same  party  as  the  magistrates  who 
granted  those  licenses.  If  the  noble  Mar. 
quess  wished  to  convince  himself  and  the 
House  that  he  had  been  in  error,  and  that 
the  statement  of  the  Whig  magistrates  was 
the  only  statement  to  be  relied  on,  then  the 
noble  Marquess  had  better  move  for  a 
return  of  all  the  licenses  granted  in  Sun- 
derland firom  1836  till  1842,  distinguish- 
ing by  the  poll-book  the  politics  of  the 
publican,  shewing  whether  he  voted  for 
Whig  or  for  Conservative.  He  had  stated 
to  their  Lordships  the  substance  of  the 
communications  which  he  had  received, 
and  he  had  read  some  documents  to  them 
at  length,  but  the  information  which 
reached  him  was  not  derived  from  one 
source  alone.  His  information  was  sus- 
tained by  testimony  from  different  quarters, 
some  of  which,  with  the  permission  of.  the 
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House^  he  would  read.    It  was  k  letter 
from  a  person  in  Sunderland  :— 

I  trust  your  Lordship  will  excuse  the  li- 
berty of  this  letter,  but  a  charge  has  been 
brought  against  me  which  is  destitute  of  truth, 
and  although  it  has  been  published  only  in  a  low 
and  obscure  newspaper  (the  Suntiarland  Herald) 
it  may  possibly  meet  your  Lordship's  notice, 
and  therefore  I  beg  permission  to  set  myself 
right  without  loss  of  time.  At  the  close  of  the 
quarterly  meeting  of  our  town-council,  held  on 
Wednesday  last,  after  Mr.  Wright  and  several 
members  had  left,  and  the  whole  were  on  the 
point  of  leaving  the  room,  amidst  much  con- 
fusion, Mr.  Jamt^s  Hill,  a  Radical  Quaker, 
called  the  attention  of  the  few  remaining  mem- 
bers of  the  board  to  a  newspaper  report  of 
your  Lordship's  speech  in  the  House  or  Lords 
on  the  conduct  of  the  Liberal  magistrates  of 
this  borough.  Some  very  improper  remarks 
upon  your  Lordship  were  made,  and  I  took  my 
part  in  repelling  them,  by  stating  in  substance 
and  I  believe  very  distinctly,  that  Lord  Lon- 
donderry was  incapable  of  making  a  false 
statement,  and  if  the  question  was  put  even  to 
that  meeting,  I  was  satisfied  it  would  be  so 
decided  ;  and  further,  that  I  was  quite  sure  no 
one  present  believed  the  charge  brought  against 
Lord  Londonderry,  and,  therefore,  the  shortest 
plan  was  to  submit  that  question  to  the  meeting. 
The  Herald  party,  to  answer  their  own  vile 

Eurposes,  and  to  make  an  attack  upon  your 
ord ship,  gave  a  very  different  reading  of  the 
matter,  and  made  me    the  defender  of  the 


Whig  magistrates,  instead  of  your  Lordship, 
my  remarks  being  thus  reported. — ^'Certam 
charges  are  alleged  to  have  been  made  against 
the  magistrates,  why  not  take  the  sense  of  the 
meeting  whether  they  are  true  or  not  V  The 
charge  here  is  by  substituting  the  magistrates  for 
Lord  Londonderry.  Again — '  There  is  no  one 
here  believes  the  charge,  and  what  can  yoa  do  ?* 
The  perversion  in  the  first  extract  makes  the 
disbelief  in  the  second  to  apply  to  Lord  Lon- 
donderry;  whereas,  had  the  first  been  correctly 
given,  the  disbelief  would  have  been  that  Lord 
Londerry  would  have  acted  improperly.  Again, 
'  If  the  Marquess  ever  made  the  charge,  I  am 
sure  no  person  believes  it.'  Whilst  I  said,  *  I 
was  sure  no  person  believed  the  charge  made 
against  the  Marquess.'  And  thus  by  a  very 
slight,  but  a  most  wicked,  transposition  of  my 
words,  I  am  reported  to  have  given  utterance 
to  sentiments  the  very  reverse  of  what  I  really 
said." 

He  trusted  that  he  had  now  succeeded 
in  giving  to  the  noble  Marquess  a  sufficient 
reply.  If  the  noble  Marquess  would  move 
for  the  return  to  which  he  referred  it  would 
then  be  dearly  seen  by  the  House  whether 
he  were  right  or  whether  he  were  wrong. 
As  to  the  noble  Marquess's  allusions  to  the 
unfitness  for  the  appointment  of  Lord- 
lieutenant;  whatever  might  be  the  good 
taste  and  propriety  of  his  r^Knariss.  or  hy 
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whatever  motives  instigated,  he  assured 
the  noble  Marquess  that  he  cared  not  for 
any  appointment^  only  so  far  as  he  could 
in  holding  it,  promote  the  public  interest, 
or  render  himself  useful  in  the  public  ser- 
vice, but  he  thought  it  was  hardly  worthy 
of  the  noble  Marquess  to  get  up  an  attack 
upon  him  for  the  purpose,  as  he  vainly 
imagined,  of  *'  flooring  him."  He  ought 
rather  to  direct  his  attacks  against  more 
distinguished  Members  of  the  Conservative 
party— against  those  with  whom  he  would 
be  more  equally  matched,  and  again  ex- 
hibit the  same  spectacle  which  he  did  the 
other  night.  Ue  confessed,  too,  that 
he  noticed  with  regret  the  animosity  with 
which  the  attack  was  carried  on.  He  had 
seen  a  good  deal  of  the  noble  Marquess 
formerly  in  Durham,  and  he  thought 
that  kindlier  feelings  might  have  been 
shown ;  but  of  this  he  should  at  pre- 
Kot  say  no  more.  He  should  merely  ob- 
serve, that  the  noble  Marquess's  proceed- 
ings appeared  to  have  been  carried  on  as  if  it 
were  supposed  that  he  would  fall  a  weak 
and  easy  victim  to  the  first  assault  Perhaps, 
also,  the  circumstance  of  his  being  selected 
might  be  accounted  for  by  his  having  been 
the  first  to  raise  the  standard  of  Conserva- 
tism against  Whig  domination  in  the  county 
of  Durham.  It  was  well  known  that  he 
was  the  first  to  endeavour  to  stem  the  po- 
litical influence  which  by  a  dexterous 
management  of  the  Reform  Bill  was 
creat^  in  that  county  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Whigs.  Before  he  sat  down  there  was 
a  point  to  which  he  wished  to  refer.  It 
had  been  supposed  by  an  hon.  Gentleman 
in  another  place,  that  he  attempted  to  cast 
reflections  upon  the  character  and  conduct 
of  the  noble  Duke  who  preceded^him  in  the 
office  of  I^rd-lieutenaut  of  the 'county  of 
Durham.  He  never  did  any  such  thing 
nor  anything  like  it ;  he  stated  to  the 
House  the  position  and  circumstances  in 
which  he  found  the  county  magistracy; 
but  he  never  said  one  word  against  his 
predecessor.  However  he  might,  when 
living,  have  dififered  with  him  in  politics, 
the  more  especially  as  the  power  of  re- 
commendation wus  not  altogether  vested 
in  him,  but  had  been  exercised  by  Bishops 
of  Durham,  at  all  events  he  had  been 
silent  on  the  subject.  In  another  in- 
stance, also,  there  appeared  to  have  been 
a  great  misconception  with  respect  to 
something  that  had  been  said  in  another 
place,  in  alluding  to  Gateshead,  and 
the  revolutionary  feeling  which  prevailed 
ia  that  town,  he  made  no  mention  what- 
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ever  of   the    present    Member   for    that 
borough;    all   that  he  stated  was,   that 
the  former  Member  for  Gateshead  was  in 
the  habit  of  annually   bringing  forward 
a    motion  to  exclude   Bishops  from  the 
House  of  Lords;   and  that  circumstance 
showed,  as  he  thought,  a  strong  revolu* 
tionary  tendency  in  those  who  seat  him  to 
Parliament.     Now  this,  it  appeared,  had 
brought  on  him  a  most  undeserved  attack, 
it  was  said,  that  he  employed  his  princely 
fortune  and  used  his  political  influence  in  a 
manner  that  alienated  from  him  the  respect 
of  the  county  in  which  he  resided.  Of  course, 
it  was  the  right  of  any  one  to  attach  or 
withhold  respect  as  he  pleased ;  but  it  was 
too  much  for  any  individual  to  take  upon 
himself  to  be  the  organ  of  a  great  county. 
That  gentleman   had    been  but  recently 
transferred  from  Hull  to  Gateshead.     He 
had  been    recently    introduced  into   the 
county,  and  it  was  difficult   to  discover 
from  what  sources  besides  his  own  party 
feelings   he  derived   his   information.     If 
sentiments  such  as  those  had  been  delivered 
by  a  great  and  dignified  character,  such  as 
his  noble  Friend  behind  him,  or  even  of 
any  distinguished  statesmen  over  against 
him,  they  would  sink  very  deep  in  his  mind; 
but  considering   the   quarter  from  which 
they  really  came,  he  utterly  disregarded 
them,  and  he  would  pay  no  attention  to 
anything  which  came  from  one  who  was  in 
the  habit  of  bandying  about  such  terms  as 
''calumniator'    and  ''liar."    He   should 
only  say,  that  such  accusations  from  such 
a  quarter  not  onlv  passed  by  him  as  the 
idle  wind,  which  he  regarded  not,  but  he 
considered  that  the  expression  of  them  re- 
flected honour,  and  not  disgrace. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  observed, 
that  the  noble  Marquess  bad  not  stated 
the  names  of  the  parties  from  whom  he 
had  received  his  information  :  he  addressed 
the  House  at  considerable  length,  and  left 
that  out  altogether.  He  had  not  told  the 
House  who  it  was  who  informed  him  that 
the  magistrates  of  Sunderland  had  used 
their  functions  for  party  purposes. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  recom- 
mended the  noble  Marquess  to  move  for 
the  return  which  he  had  suggested. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby :  Will  the 
noble  Marquess  adhere  to  his  charge?  The 
words  may  be  diflferent  but  the  charge  was, 
that  the  magistrates  had  used  their  magis- 
terial functions  for  party  purposes  in 
granting  licences.  The  noble  Marquess  has 
given  no  explanation.  I  pause  to  give  him 
an  opportunity  of  doinj^^^yi^ooglC 
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The  Marqueu  of  Londonderry:  I 
think  I  have  ^iven  the  noble  Marquess 
every  possible  loformatioo.  My  impres- 
sion, from  what  was  within  my  own  know- 
ledge and  from  information  I  received, 
was,  that  they,  like  other  magistrates  in 
many  other  counties,  used  their  power  of 
granting  licences  for  purposes  of  political 
partisanship. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanhy :  Now, 
there  can  be  no  longer  anv  dispute  about 
the  words,  for  the  noble  Marquess  has  re- 
peated the  substance  of  the  charge—- that 
these  magistrates,  as  well  as  others,  have 
used  their  magisterial  functions  for  poli* 
tical  purposes.  On  the  part  of  the  magis- 
trates  of  Sunderland  I  repudiate  the 
charge,  and  I  have  stated  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  do  so,  and  I  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  had  any  other  authority 
than  his  own  impression,  when  he  made 
the  charge  against  these  magistrates,  that 
they  so  used  their  magisterial  power  ?  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  the  magistrates 
l^ot  up  a  hole-and-corner  meeting.  There 
IS  a  strange  confusion  in  the  mind  of  the 
noble  Marquess.  The  meeting  consisted 
of  all  the  magistrates  against  whom  the 
noble  Lord  made  his  accusation,  and  they 
have  stated  the  grounds  upon  which  they 
deny  the  accusation.  1  am  surprised  that 
the  noble  Marquess  can  think  that  such 
an  explanation  as  he  has  given  to  your 
Lordships  could,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
be  satisfactory.  I  must  say  that  there  has 
been  a  complete  misapprehension  with  re- 
spect to  the  former  Lord -lieutenant  of  the 
county^-the  Duke  of  Cleveland.  The 
number  of  county  magistrates  appointed 
in  his  time  was  twenty,  of  whom  twelve 
were  Whigs  and  eight  Tories.  And, 
with  respect  to  the  noble  Marquess's 
allusion  to  the  manner  in  which  a  Gentle- 
man, a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  come  into  the  county,  I  must 
say  that  that  Gentleman  came  into  the 
county,  I  believe,  in  the  same  manner  in 
which  the  noble  Marquess  came  into  it, 
namely,  by  marriage. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  would  not  pro- 
long an  irregular  discussion;  he  should  only 
trouble  their  Lordships  by  remarking,  that 
he  thought  one  of  the  topics  of  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Normanby) 
might  as  well  have  been  omitted,  namely, 
a  reflection  on  the  Government  for  having 
appointed  his  noble  Friend  Lord-lieutenant 
of  the  county  of  Durham.  Now,  his  noble 
Friend  was  the  head  of  one  of  the  greateat 
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properties  in  the  county ;  he  had  rendered 
services  to  the  county  of  Durham ;  he  had 
liberally  expended  a  large  sum  of  money  in 
making  a  harbour  in  that  county ;  and  he 
did  think,  that  the  attack  of  the  noble 
Marquess  upon  the  Government  for  select- 
ing his  noble  Friend  to  fill  this  office  in 
the  county  of  Durham,  which  was  vacant 
-^founding  his  attack  upon  this,  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  thought  proper  to  re- 
sign the  office  of  Ambassador  to  St.  Peters* 
burgh  because  he  had  not  the  confidence 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  that  office — 
was  not  quite  fair  and  proper.  He  should 
make  only  one  more  observation.  He 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  that  he  was 
quite  right  in  not  volunteering  to  come 
forward  on  the  subject  of  the  letter,  when 
he  received  it,  had  he  reason  to  believe 
that  he  would  have  heard  from  the  noble 
Marquess  or  some  other  noble  Lord  on  the 
subject.  He  knew  well  that  It  was  the 
practice  of  some  most  respectable  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  not  to  explain  in  Par- 
liament words  which  might  have  fallen 
from  them  either  in  the  heat  of  debate  or 
otherwise,  when  thev  mi^ht  be  questioned 
about  them  out  of  doors.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  that  course  was  inva- 
riable, and  that  it  might  not  be  departed 
from  with  great  propriety  on  many  occa- 
sions, and,  in  the  event  of  any  injustice 
being  done,  that  the  party  doing  it  might 
not  think  it  his  duty  at  once  to  atone  for 
it  in  the  House.  But  it  was  not  the  prac- 
tice for  Members  of  either  House  of  Par- 
liament to  come  forward  to  explain  at  the 
moment  when  persons  out  of  doors  might 
think  proper  to  require  it^  and  if  his  noble 
Friend  had  so  come  forward,  he  would 
have  made  himself  instrumental  to  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House. 
He  would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  fur- 
ther than  to  express  his  belief  that,  in  all 
the  county  of  Durham  there  was  not  an 
individual  upon  whom  the  appointment 
could  have  been  more  properly  conferred 
than  his  noble  Friend. 
House  adjourned. 

HOUS£   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday^  May  9^  1842. 

MiHOTSs.]    BiLu.    P^ihtk^^f'    DottbteCMt. 
R^fortof.— Property  Tax^  EcriwiMticBl  ReiidaicH. 
Private,— \*-    CaNs'g  Estate. 

2*^'  BostoD  Harbour  (No.  3) ;  London  Bridfc  Approachea 
and  Royal  fixehai^c  Avenuci  t  Market  Haiborough  and 
Brampton  Road:  MctrapoUtan  Patent  Wood  Pavi^ 
Company  (No.  S)  {  London  and  Greenwlcb  Railway  (Na 
i)%  York  CattNdnlt  Impotiel  Bmk  of  Eoglaad;  firiti 
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«ril  ladoiBRS  BtUttt  Nttuialitttioiit  Ely  Plaoe  Iiii« 
pKnmBmti  Ckrkeaweil  Impiotenient. 
Jtqporifl^— FkryiUe^sNaturaluaaon;  Bcnecke's  Natun- 
ItadoDi  FCRy-tridgeaod  Borough-bridge  Road;  Wark- 
worth  HnlKHir ;  Stockton  and  Hartlepool  Railway. 
Parmwra  PKmtaanwD,  By  Mr.  Turner*  and  Mr.  Leader, 
flmn  TraiD.  Foifitunhirc,  Ptymoutb,  and  St.  Pancraa^ 
^aiMk  the  Property  Tax  BilL— By  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr. 
Hinly,  Mr.  Pfaunptre,  and  Sir  R.  IngUs,  from  Alnwiek, 
WakiU.  Ramigate,  and  Kaningland,  agalwt  any  further 
Giant  to  Maynooth  College.— By  Lord  Ebrington,  Lord 
MalMB,  Lotd  Jooelyn,  Mr.  PHimptre,  Lord  Adiley,  Sir 
H.  Dongki.  attd  Mr.  Wttnad,  ftom  OMOtt.  Hoibeek, 
Hmkt,  Leeds,  MMeld,  Bii«ley,  Harden,  Shipley, 
Undky,  RoHary,  SittingbouTne»  Annley,  Wodehouse, 
Kci^hkry.  and  Mnndn,  for  ftirther  Limiting  the 
Houn  at  Labour  at  Yoong  Penona  in  FactorieB.*By 
Mr.  G.  Banket,  and  Mr.  C.  Bruoe,  ftrom  Sturminster, 
and  Forfhnhiie,  againet  the  Importation  of  Foreign  Cat- 
tl^^By  Mr.  P.  Howard,  from  Pnlllngttn,  HecUnon- 
drwyke.  Wigtan,  aad  Hinckley,  tat  BcpiaUty  of  CivU 
Kigbte  to  Roman  CathpUcfc—By  Mr.  VUlters,  firom  Ken- 
dal, Daitfbrd,  Bridgeton,  and  Nantwich,  for  the  Repeal 
of  the  Cora-lawa— >By  Mr.  T.  Dunoombe,  fkom  Penton- 
Tille.faraiyrtanof  RaUgioua  Education  to  the  Poor) 
and  from  Wait  Fifediire,  praying  the  Houie  to  pay  more 
Attention  to  Petitions  presented  fhim  the  Peopla— By 
Mr.  Rksardo.  ftom  Lambeth,  and  New  Cross,  for  the 
Abolitian  of  die  Tolls  on  Waterloo*  Soutbwark,  and 
VauzhaU  Biidge8.-*By  Sir  E.  Filmer,  from  Maidstone, 
Ibr  Alteration  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Aet— By  Mr. 
G.  Pahner.  from  parties  ecemeeted  with  the  Leather 
Tmde  in  Esmx,  gainst  the  proposed  Reduction  of  the 
Duty  on  the  Importation  of  Leather.— By  Mr.  Sander- 
son, from  the  Attumies  and  Solieiton  of  Colchester,  and 
WuniBitBi,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  CertUloate  Duty.— By  Mr. 
Roebudct  flnm  Nottingham,  for  an  Inquiry  into  the 
Withdrawal  of  the  Nottingham  Election  Petition.^From 
Tewkesbury,  for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— 
Ftam  Leedi,  to  empower  Town.eottneils  to  appoint  Loeal 
Rales  Oommittees  Annually  to  superintend  the  Levying 
and  CoUectiiv  Local  Rates.->From  Southampton,  for 
tte  SuBpcnsk»  of  the  Election  Writ— From  Kettle,  for 
Usrivetaal  SuAngc— From  Ckmmel,  i^pOnst  the  Fisheries 
(beiand)  Bill.— From  Dundee,  in  fiivour  of  the  proposed 
Commercial  Reforms. — From  Ardeany,  Annaduff,  and 
and  other  plnoes,  for  Alteration  of  the  present  system  of 
Eduolion  (Inland).— Ftom  Worcester,  Kendal,  and 
other  plaeea,  against  the  Turnpike  Roads  BiU.— From 
Reading,  for  Inquiry  hito  the  Withdrawal  of  the  Read- 
i^EtattottPetilkik 

Timber  Taade*]  An  hon.  Member 
iDquired  of  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  could  give 
him  Bttch  information  as  would  set  at 
rest  the  nimour  afloat  with  regard  to  the 
new  timber  duties — namely,  that  timber 
imported  before  the  10th  of  October  next 
would  be  liable  to  the  present  duty?  As 
such  a  rumour  was  calculated  to  prejudice 
the  trade  in  timber,  he  should  b^  glad  to 
know  whether  timber  imported  before  that 
time  would  pay  the  old  or  the  new  duty  ? 

Th6  Chancdhr  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
no  previous  application  had  been  made  to 
him  for  information  upon  this  point ;  but 
he  believed  he  might  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  timber  imported  previous  to  the 
lOth  of  October  and  in  bond  would  pay 
the  duty  in  force  at  the  time  of  its  being 
taken  out  of  bond,  but  that  which  was 
takeo  out  of  bond  before  that  period  would 
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be  liable  to  the  duty  in  force  at  the  time 
of  its  importation. 

The  hon.  Member  said,  he  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  it  would  put  an 
end  to  the  rumour. 

Magistracy  (Ireland) — Mr.  Bid- 
DULPH.]  Mr.  Sheil,  seeing  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  his  place, 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  asking 
him  a  question  respecting  a  matter  to 
which  he  bad  claimed  the  noble  Lord's 
attention  on  a  former  occasion.  It  ap^ 
peared  that  Mr.  Biddulph,  one  of  the 
magistrates  of  King's  county,  a  gentleman 
of  considerable  respectability,  was  fired  at 
some  time  ago,  and  two  persons,  named 
Doherty  and  Calvert,  had  been  tried  for 
firing  at  him  with  intent  to  kill.  No  less 
than  three  trials  had  taken  place;  two 
under  the  late  Government.  In  another 
place  a  complaint  was  made  by  Lord 
Charleville  respecting  the  constitution  of 
the  first  jury,  who,  it  appeared,  could  not 
agree  in  their  verdict^  and  at  the  second 
trial  one  of  the  jurymen  was  taken  ill. 
At  the  late  spring  assizes  of  the  King's 
county  those  two  persons  were  acquitted, 
the  jury  being  unanimous.  It  appeared 
that  a  counsel  of  great  eminence,  Mr. 
Keating,  was  sent  down  to  conduct  the 
prosecution,  to  which  much  importance 
was  attached ;  and  upon  the  examination 
of  Mr.  Biddulph,he,  the  prosecutor  and  a 
magistrate,  admitted  that  he  had  con- 
veyed advice  to  the  prisoners,  who  were 
charged  with  the  felony,  to  fly  the  country 
and  escape  from  justice.  Mr.  Murphy, 
the  counsel  who  cross-examined  the  pro- 
secutor, said — 

"  I  leave  you  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
Attorney-General.'' 

And  that  was  said  in  the  hearing  of 
Mr.  Keating,  who  appeared  there  as  the 
deputy  of  the  Attorney-general.  It  was 
also  stated,  that  the  steward  of  the  prose- 
cutor, a  person  named  Castles,  was  sent 
by  him  to  the  prisoners,  to  tell  them  to 
fly  the  country.  Now,  he  bad  understood 
that  Mr.  Biddulph  had  since  been  dis- 
missed ;  and  he  wished  to  know  on  what 
day  the  trial  took  place,  and  what  was 
the  date  of  the  supersedeas  more  espe- 
cially ? 

Lord  Eliot  believed,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  accurately  stated 
the  facts  of  the  case,  but  at  that  moment 
he  was  not  able  to  state  thecUtes^eomr^ 
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by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  he 
would,  however,  prepare  himself  with  the 
necessary  information.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, after  investigating  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  had  dismissed  Mr. 
Biddulph  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace  in  the  King's  County.  The  first 
information  which  had  reached  the  Go- 
vernment was  through  the  question  which 
had  been  put  by  a  noble  person  in  another 
place,  no  representation  of  the  circum- 
stances having  been  made  to  himself  by 
the  Attorney-general. 

Election  Compromises  —  Adjourned 
Debate.]  Mr.  Roebuck^  having  moved 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  be  read,  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  alleged  cases  of  Breaches 
of  the  Privileges  of  the  House  mentioned 
by  him  on  Friday,  said,  he  had  a  petition 
to  present  on  the  subject  from  the  borough 
of  Reading,  signed  by  eighty  electors  of 
that  borough.  The  petitioners  referred  to 
the  circumstances  related  by  him  to  the 
House  on  Friday,  respecting  the  Reading 
election  petition,  and  they  declared,  that 
they  believed  the  charges  contained  in  such 
petition  were  all  and  severally  true,  and 
that  the  object  of  making  the  arrangement 
respecting  the  seats  for  that  borough  was 
to  prevent  the  disclosure  of  the  corrupt 
practices  by  which  the  return  of  Lord 
Chelsea  and  Mr.  Russell  had  been  effected. 
The  petitioners  concluded,  by  praying  the 
House  to  appoint  a  committee  to  prosecute 
an  inquiry  into  the  proceedings,  of  which 
the  parties  to  the  election  petition  com- 
plained. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Order  of  the  Day  read. 

Major  Beresford  said,  that  it  had  been  his 
intention  on  Friday  night  to  have  addressed 
the  House,  after  the  very  personal  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  been  attacked,  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Roebuck),  but  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  had  prevented  nis  so  doing.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  now  b^  with 
him  patiently,  (more  especially  as  he  was 
not  in  the  habit  of  obtruding  himself  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  as  the 
present  case  was  one  of  so  peculiar  a  nature,) 
while  he  addressed  to  them  a  few  observa- 
tions in  consequence  of  the  pointed  man- 
ner in  which  he  had  been  alluded  to»  and 
it  being  a  Ciise,  aUo,  in  which  his  personal 
honour  was  so  much  concerned.  He  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  appealing  to  the  Housei 


{COMMONS}  CDm^prwniM--  Hn 

to  acquiesce  in  the  motion,  as  far  as  his 
humble  voice  might  go  to  insure  its  adop- 
tion, in  order  that  the  committee  asked 
for  might  be  appointed.  If  it  should  be 
appointed,  he  hoped  it  would  be  a  search- 
ing one,  and  one,  before  which,  others 
might  be  willing,  as  fairly  and  honestly  as 
he  was  ready  to  do,  to  redeem  the  pleage 
he  gave  the  House,  when  he  was  asked 
those  unparliamentanr  questions  which 
were  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath.  The  question  put  to 
him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was 
altogether  a  novel  one,  and  one  which 
manv  persons  entertained  strong  doubts  as 
to  whether  the  hon.  and  learnt  Gentle- 
man had  a  right  to  put  at  all.  He  de- 
clined answering  the  question  so  put  to 
him,  and  if  it  were  repeated,  he  should 
again  decline  answering  it ;  but  he  begged 
at  the  same  time  to  say,  that  he  never  had 
declined,  nor  ever  should  decline,  answer- 
ing that  or  any  other  question  which  might 
be  put  to  him  by  those  who  had  authority 
to  do  so.  He  did  not,  therefore,  object  to 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man for  a  committee,  but  he  did  object, 
and  with  reason,  to  the  manner  in  which 
he  asked  for  it,  and  to  the  matters  which 
he  brought  forward  in  support  of  it,  and 
to  the  tone  and  gesture  with  which  he 
enforced  it.  On  the  subject  of  the  com- 
mittee, then,  he  fiilly  concurred  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman;  but 
with  respect  to  the  grounds  on  which  it 
was  asked,  he  did  not.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  charged  him  person- 
ally, with  bribery  and  corruption,  but  what 
were  his  proofs?  Did  he  bring  forward 
any?  No;  all  that  he  stated  was,  that 
rumours  were  abroad:  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  almost  proverbially,  surely 
had  forgotten  that  rumour  had  been  called 
a  lying  jade.  Tlie  Roman  poet  might  have 
reminded  him  of  it— 

'<Tam  falsi  pravique  tenax  qu^m  nunciaveri.** 

Rumours  were  abroad  !  exclaimed  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  Yes !  ru« 
mours  were  abroad.  He,  too,  had  heard 
of  rumours,  perhaps  as  well  founded  as 
those  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  heard.  He  had  heard,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  been  re- 
turned to  that  House  without  a  qualifica« 
tion,  and  that  on  the  very  day  that  a 
qualification  was  executed  for  him  in 
London,  he  swore  at  Bath,  that  he  had  it. 
That  was  one  rumour,  about  as  well 
founded,  perhaps,  ..t^ujl^gg^j,^ 
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hoD.  and  learned  Member  had  based  his 
charge  against  him.  Rumours !  yes^  there 
were  rumours.  He  had  heard  another 
rumour^  too,  of  late.  He  had  heard,  that 
it  was  not  patriotism  alone,  but  that  an 
evil  feeling  of  personal  hostility,  also,  had 
excited  the  hon.  Member  to  his  pre- 
sent course.  Perhaps  that  was  untrue 
also.  But  he  came  not  down  to  point 
the  finger  of  scorn  and  malevolence  at 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite, 
but  thb  he  must  say,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  establishing  a  dan- 
gerous precedent,  and  one  which  [ought 
not  to  be  tolerated.  Though  he  might 
be  justified  in  pointing  the  finger  of  scorn 
at  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  he 
had  pointed  it  so  conspicuously  at  him ; 
he  would  abstain.  It  was  better,  that 
they  should  go  before  a  committee  regu- 
larly and  foirly  appointed  before  an 
honest  and  impartial  tribunal,  where  these 
rumours  might  be  dispersed,  and  the  cha- 
racters of  those  who  had  been  impeached, 
might  be  vindicated — than  to  be  called  on 
to  do  so  in  that  House,  the  arena  of  politi- 
cal discussion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  stated,  that  he  had  told  him, 
that  he  was  at  liberty  to  draw  what  con- 
clusions he  pleased.  He  did  not  state  so ; 
because  if  it  answered  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  purpose,  he  might  draw  from 
bis  conduct  false  conclusions  ;  and  he 
would  always  so  do,  as  long  as  he  argued 
from  false  premises.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth  (Mr.  Aglionby)  had  also 
made  a  remark  whicli  he  could  not  assent 
to.  That  hon.  Member,  while  congratu- 
lating certain  hon.  Members  who  had  got 
up  and  made  solemn  protestations,  that 
thev  were  not  |:uilly  of  the  charges  brought 
against  them,  mferred,  that  those  who  had 
not  so  protested,  had  refrained  from  a  con- 
sciousness of  guilt.  Now,  he  most  strongly 
protested  against  such  an  inference.  Be- 
cause a  man  did  not  think  proper  to  get 
up  and  make  an  appeal  to  his  God  and  his 
country*  was  he  to  be  judged  guilty  of  the 
diarges  made  against  him  ?  There  were 
mamy  circumstances  which  wouldnot  justify 
an  innocent  man  in  making  such  appeals ; 
and  he  did,  therefore,  protest  against  any 
such  conclusions  being  drawn.  He  trusted, 
that  the  House  would  grant  the  committee. 
Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  that  having 
moved  that  the  debate  on  this  question 
diould  be  adjourned,  for  the  purpose  of 
affording  time  for  the  House  to  consider 
more  deliberately  and  wisely  what  course 
tbey  oogbt  to  punue,  it  might  be  ex- 


pected that  he  should  state  what  the  effect 
of  that  consideration  had  been  upon  his 
mind.  That  was  the  only  excuse  he  had 
for  obtruding  himself  upon  the  attention 
of  the  House,  at  this  early  period  of  the 
debate.  The  motion  whidi  was  now 
before  the  House  appeared  to  him  to  be  of 
too  general  and  undefined  a  nature.  There 
was  nothing  at  present  upon  the  journals 
of  the  House  to  be  inquired  into.  The 
usual  practice  had  been  to  enter  upon  the 
journals  certain  charges  affecting  certain 
parties,  but  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  instance  of  appointing  a  committee, 
having,  as  it  were,  the  character  of  a 
fishing  committee.  The  circumstances 
which  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  very  different 
with  respect  to  the  different  seats  which 
were  the  subject  of  the  petitions.  There 
had  been  one  case  mentioned  in  which  it 
had  been  stated  that  a  bond  had  been 
given  with  a  conditional  penalty  to  be 
enforced  on  the  withdrawal  of  the  petition, 
if  the  Member  did  not  resign  nis  seat 
within  a  certain  time.  In  another  in- 
stance it  had  been  stated  that  a  sum  of 
money  had  been  laid  down.  If  a  corrupt 
contract  could  be  established,  no  doubt 
that  would  be  a  case  of  breach  of  privilege. 
But  there  might  be  a  case  in  which  a 
person  not  being  able  to  support  the  ex- 
pense of  defending  his  seat  and  not  wishing 
an  investigation  to  go  forward  affecting 
his  character  during  his  absence,  might 
say  to  his  opponent,  *'  If  you  wish  merely 
to  get  a  new  election,  you  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  going  to  one,  for  I  will 
resign  my  seat."  That  was  not  a  com- 
pact that  could  be  construed  into  a  breach 
of  privilege.  Another  case  stated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  one  which 
it  seemed  to  him  the  House  had  no  reason 
to  complain  of.  It  was  the  case  of  an 
hon.  Member  who  had  petitioned  against  a 
return,  and  had  sufficiently  established  his 
case  to  prevent  the  sitting  Member  de- 
fending his  seat  The  Member  petitioning 
obtained  his  seat,  and  therefore  did  not 
think  he  was  bound  to  prosecute  the  case 
any  farther  at  his  own  expense,  he  having 
obtained  the  object  for  which  he  petitioned. 
Of  that  the  House  certainly  had  no  right 
to  complain.  He  thought  the  regular 
course  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  pursue  was,  to  bring  forward  a  separate 
charge  in  each  case,  and  upon  that  charge 
the  House  would  determine  what  course 
it  should  adopt  in  each  special  case.  In 
each  case  the  &qts  and  charg| 
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taken  down  as  the  ground  upon  which  the 
House  acted,  and  it  would  then  he  entered 
on  the  journals  as  the  evidence  of  that 
ground.  He  had  studiously  abstained  from 
entering  into  the  merits  of  the  cases  that 
had  been  referred  to,  but  he  thousht  that 
the  adoption  of  the  course  he  had  pro- 
posed would  be  consistent  with  justice,  as 
It  would  be  clear  to  every  hon.  Member 
that  it  would  be  much  better  that  each 
esse  should  be  disposed  of  according  to  its 
own  merits,  than  that  fishing  or  roving 
committees  should  be  appointed. 

Mr.  Ward  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed  his  seat, 
that  nothing  was  further  from  the  desire 
of  any  person  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House,  or  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  had  instituted  this  inquiry, 
than  to  seek  from  the  House  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  very  correctly 
termed  a  "  fishing,"  or  **rovinff,"  committee. 
They  did  not  want  to  generalise,  but  there 
were  certain  allegations  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  made,  and  which,  he 
believed,  could  be  examined  and  proved. 
They  at  present  rested  upon  certain  facts 
which  had  common  fame  for  their  autho* 
ritv,  but  common  fame,  in  this  instance, 
fell  far  short  of  the  truth.  He  believed 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  stu- 
diously understated  his  case,  and  that  he 
was  prepared  to  prove  that  more  corrupt 
things  had  been  done  by  the  parties  impli- 
cated, than  what  he  bad  described  to  the 
House.  But  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  • 
admitted  at  once,  that  there  might  be  some 
difficulty  as  to  the  mode  of  proceeding, 
and  unlets  the  allegations,  in  which  he 
had  the  most  perfect  fiuth,  were  consi. 
dercd  to  be  confirmed  in  a  great  measure 
by  certain  acts  of  hon.  Members  of  which 
tne  House  was  now  cogniaant,  they  would 
have  a  fair  reason  for  not  granting  the" 
committee.  He  would  mention  the  case 
of  Nottingham,  and  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther it  was  not  true  that,  so  dear  was 
the  evidence  of  the  malpractices  that  were 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  at  that  elec- 
tion, that  the  sitting  Members  found  it 
impossible  to  defend  their  seats?  Was  it 
probable,  was  it  conceivable,  that  one  of 
those  sitting  Members,  on  the  very  even- 
ing of  the  davj  on  which  a  Committee  of 
that  House  bad  affirmed  his  right  to  his 
seat  by  its  report,  would,  if  he  had  been 
able  to  have  maintained  it,  have  accepted 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds?  The  object  of 
that  hon.  Gentleman's  ambition  was  to 
hare  a  seat  in  that  House.    He  had  stood 


two  contests  for  Nottingham,  and  there 
was  no  small  proof  of  sincerity.  Why  had 
he  withdrawn?  His  withdrawal  was  it- 
self, under  the  circumstances,  all  the  con- 
firmation the  House  could  require  as  a 
ground  for  investigating  the  facts,  which 
were  perfectly  notorious,  which  he  believed 
were  perfectly  capable  of  being  proved. 
With  regard  to  the  gallant  Major  who  had 
just  ad«&e8sed  the  House,  no  one  could 
suppose^  after  what  he  had  stated,  that  be 
was  cognisant  of  what  had  taken  place  at 
Harwidi;  but  still,  as  the  reports  were 
rife,  it  was  necessary  that  tne  matter 
should  undergo  investigation.  They  had 
heard  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bath,  something  about  a  Parliamentary 
Napoleon  going  down  to  Nottingham  ;  but 
it  appear^  that  there  was  also  a  Par- 
liamentary CsBsar,  who  had  gone  down 
to  Harwich,  and  feirly  beaten  the  older 
candidates  out  of  the  field.  This  Finit- 
vidt^vici  Gentleman  had  swept  everything 
before  him  by  the  mere  strength  of  his 
purse.  In  that  town  eighty-three  objec- 
tions had  been  served  on  one  side,  and 
sixty-four  on  the  other,  making  147  per- 
sons objected  to  as  bribed  in  a  Consti- 
tuency consisting  of  181.  He  did  not 
say  tney  had  all  been  bribed ;  but  they 
bad  been  charged  with  being  bribed.  There 
was  a  strong  primd  facie  case  made  out 
against  them.  That  case  was  to  have  been 
investigated  before  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee, when,  all  of  a  sudden,  the  three 
Petitions  were  withdrawn,  and,  as  they 
were  informed,  the  gallant  Gentleman  who 
hud  Just  addressed  the  House  was  about 
to  withdraw  also.  He  could  not  say  the 
day^  whether  the  1st  of  July,  which  would 
be  a  fatal  day  to  an  hon.  Friend  of  his,  or 
the  last  day  of  the  Session,  which  would 
be  an  equally  fatal  day  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite ;  or,  for  the  sake  of  variety,  the 
month  of  August;  but  he  believed  that 
proof  could  be  adduced  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  fact,  that  in  the  course  of 
two  or  three  months  the  House  would  be 
deprived  4>f  the  gallant  Gentleman's  ser- 
vices, without  any  other  possible  plea  for  his 
withdrawal  except  the  extreme  inconve- 
nience of  allowing  the  allegations  of  the 
Petition  to  be  examined  into  before  the 
Committee.  He  firmly  believed  that  a 
compromise  had  been  entered  into  upon 
that  ground,  and  however  small  a  share 
the  gallant  Gentleman  himself  might  have 
had  in  it,  it  was  dear  that  there  was 
another  Gentleman   who  bad  taken  care 


to  effiBCt  a  compromise   , 
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terms.  He  thought  that  such  charees 
as  these  ought  not  to  be  made  in  that 
House  without  being  thoroughly  inves- 
tigated. The  House  must  go  into  them. 
Thej  had  been  told>  and  he  believed  it 
most  firmly  to  be  the  fact,  that  there 
was  at  that  moment  a  bond  in  exist- 
ence^ providing  that  a  penalty  of  9>000/. 
should  be  paid^  unless  the  Constituenc?  of 
a  certain  borough  were  dealt  with  in  a 
particular  manner,  and  that  one  of  the 
sitting  Members  retired,  and  allowed  an- 
other man  to  walk  over  the  course  with- 
out opposition.  These  things  required 
the  most  searching  investigation ;  and  he 
believed  that  they  were  susceptible  of 
proof  before  a  committee.  This  Com. 
mittee  could  not  be  called  a  fishing  com- 
mission. It  was  a  committee,  of  which 
the  inquiries  would  be  confined,  and  li« 
mited  to  the  questions,  which  had  been 
put  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
certain  Members  of  that  House,  and  the 
allegations  implied  by  which  he  pledged 
himself  to  establish.  He  would  entreat 
the  House,  after  all  that  had  passed,  to 
pause  before  they  refused  this  inquiry. 
He  could  not  conceive  that  anybody, 
having  regard  for  the  character  of  that 
House,  could  refuse  his  assent  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee.  Let  them 
give  such  a  Committee  the  adequate  powers 
and  authority.  Let  them  have  a  bill  of 
indemnity  for  the  witnesses,  and  they 
might  depend  upon  it  that  tho6e,5who 
wj^ed  to  stop  the  rapid  progress^  in  this 
country,  of  bribery,  and  corruption,  at  elec* 
tions,  would  find  that  they  never  had  had 
so  good  an  opportunity  of  effecting  their 
desires.  He  had  no  party  or  personal 
feeling  in  this  matter.  He  wished  to 
see  t£e  axe  laid  to  the  root  of  a  system, 
which  was  undermining  the  morality  of 
the  land.  Let  them  look  at  the  boroughs 
that  were  now  open  to  the  highest  bidder, 
to  men  who  had  no  connection  with  the 
nlace>  and  of  whose  character  Constituents 
liad  no  previous  knowledge.  Money,  ready 
money,  was  the  only  test  of  merit  It 
was  a  scandal  and  disgrace  for  any  man  to 
reprssent  such  a  borough.  He>  therefore, 
called  upon  the  House  to  avail  itself  of  the 
present  opportunity  to  put  an  end  to  such 
a  system.  They  could  proceed  with  per- 
fect impartiality,  for  both  sides  of  the 
HoQso  were  equally  implicated,  and  con- 
nected «dth  transections  which  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  were  a  gross  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  the  House.  Money  had 
passed  froai  hand  to  band^and  negotiations 


had  been  openly  carried  on,  in  which  the 
very  character  of  their  own  tribunals  had 
been  intermixed;  for  it  was  not  merely 
with  the  malpractices  of  the  constituencies 
that  they  had  now  to  deal*^not  that  those 
malpractices  were  sanctioned  by  the  Com- 
mittees, for  the  committees  baa  no  power 
to  go  on  with  the  linvestigation  when  the 
Petitions  were  withdrawn ;  but  they, 
were^  nevertheless,  mal-practices  in  which 
Committees  of  the  House  were  mixed  up 
in  a  way  most  dangerous  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  House.  He  trusted,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  would  not  throw  any  ob- 
stacle in  the  way  of  the  inquiry  now 
sought  for,  and  which  inquiry  it  was  as 
much  his  interest,  as  that  of  the  House  at 
large,  to  promote.  He  hoped  that  all  due 
powers  would  be  given  to  the  Committee, 
and  that  they  would  be  authorised  to  ob- 
tain the  best  evidence  for  the  nurpose  of 
investigating  the  six  cases  whicn  had  been 
adduced,  and  of  bringing  the  just  censure 
of  the  House  upon  those,  who  might  be 
proved  to  have  infringed  upon  its  privi* 
leges,  and  to  have  compromised  its  cha- 
racter. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  said,  it  was  very  true  that 
the  present  could  not,  in  the  common 
sense  of  the  word,  be  called  a  party  ques- 
tion, inasmuch  as  the  allegations  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
affected  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  nume- 
rically as  many  Members  had  been  ques- 
tioned by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
on  the  one  side  as  the  other.  He  regretted 
that  he  had  not  been  present  on  Friday,  in 
order  that  the  question  should  not  have 
been  put  without  opposition,  at  least  from 
one  individual  Member.  He  should  have 
endeavoured  to  resist  such  an  inquiry, 
supported,  as  it  had  been,  by  the  eloquence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  and  by  the 
gallantry  of  others  whom  he  had  almost 
compelled  to  court  investigation.  If  the 
House  should,  by  anv  chance,  feel  disposed 
to  yield  the  point,  lie  begged  to  aM,  by 
what  course  of  proceeding  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  proposed  to 
arrive  at  the  result  he  so  confidently  anti* 
cipated  ?  Did  he  mean  to  make  mdivi-* 
duals  criminate  themselves  ?  If  he  did,  he 
hoped  that  the  committee  would  be  the  only 
tribunal  in  the  country  which  would  con- 
sent to  such  a  course.  Did  he  mean  to 
take  the  evidence  of  informers— of  parties 
implicated  ?  If  he  did,  the  hon.  Member 
might  so  fiir  follow  the  Old  Bailey  prac- 
tke^  but  the  hon.  Member  could  not  carij^ 
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it  furtlier^  either  to  the  conviction  or 
the  punishment  of  the  parties.  He  (Sir 
Robert  Inglis)  had  been  unjustly  accused 
of  a  wish  to  disparage  the  authority  of 
the  House ;  he  did  not  wish  to  disparage 
its  authority  either  in  its  entire  capacity 
or  in  its  delegated  committees  :  but  he 
might  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  in 
what  way  he  intended  to  summon  his 
witnesses  ?  The  answer  might  be^  by  the 
authority  of  the  House ;  but  he  had  re- 
ferred distinctly  to  two  hon.  Members 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House^  whose 
silence  he  said  was  most  convincing,  and 
to  one  on  the  opposite  side.  Suppose 
either  of  those  Members  should  refuse  to 
answer^  who  was  to  compel  them  ?  He 
submitted  these  points^  because  they  were 
practical  matters  on  which  the  House  must 
decide,  before  it  appointed  a  committee. 
True  it  #as  that  the  House  had  shown  but 
little  scruple  in  sending  witnesses  into 
custody,  but  would  it  send  its  own  mem* 
bers  into  custody  ?  Suppose  a  Member^ 
sitting  on  the  committee,  or  summoned 
before  it,  refused  to  answer,  on  the  com- 
mon law  ground  that  he  was  not  bound  to 
criminate  himself,  the  House  had  but  one 
of  two  alternatives— either  to  permit  all 
the  objects  of  the  inquiry  to  be  frustrated, 
or  to  violate  a  most  important  principle 
by  compelling  a  man  to  criminate  himself. 
The  House  ought  to  consider  that  there 
was  a  great  difference  between  a  committee 
constituted  like  that  proposed,  and  an  elec- 
tion committee.  An  election  committee  was 
constituted  by  a  known  statute,  it  could 
summon  witnesses,  whether  strangers  or 
members;  but  the  proposed  committee 
could  not  be  invested  with  any  such  powers. 
[Mr.  Roebuck :  The  House  can  give  the 
requisite  power.]]  He  appealed  to  the 
Speaker,  nay,  he  appealed  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself,  whether  the 
House,  without  an  act  of  Parliament, 
could  give  the  power,  and  he  entreated  it 
not  to  stultify  itself  by  appointing  a  com- 
mittee, which  could  enter  into  no  investi- 
gation, unless  it  were  prepared  to  take 
some  course  which  would  compel  witnesses 
to  criminate  themselves^-to  resign  that 
protection  which  elsewhere  they  never 
claimed  in  vain.  The  true  course  would 
have  been  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to  have  induced  parties  to  prosecute 
their  petitions  before  election  committees, 
and  upon  the  evidence  thus  obtained,  he 
might  have  proceeded  by  bill,  and  have 
obtained  powers  which  could  be  given  in 
no  other  way.    Did  the  bou.  Member 
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mean  to  say,  that  a  bill  would  be  the  re- 
sult of  his  committee?  He  begged  to 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  he  would  not 
obtain  even  the  raw  material  of  legislation. 
He  might  obtain  allegations  on  one  side, 
and  contradictions  on  the  other,  but  no 
evidence  which  would  warrant  the  House 
in  adopting  any  ulterior  measures.  For 
these  reasons,  he  could  not  concur  in  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  R.  Yorke  did  not  rise  to  reply  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  experienced 
Baronet,  but  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  had  fallen  on  a  former  oc- 
casion from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  her  Majesty's  Government  on  the 
subject  of  the  bribery  so  extensively  prac- 
tised. The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  related 
that  some  of  the  worst  cases  of  bribery,  in 
the  opinion  of  tlie  right  hon.  Baronet,  had 
occurred  in  large  towns;  aud  nothing 
would  give  the  right  hon.  Baronet  greater 
satisfaction  than  to  see  the  exposure  of  the 
practice  in  those  towns  taken  up  by  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Viscount  PabnersUm:  I  cannot  allow 
this  question  to  come  to  a  division  without 
stating  the  grounds  on  which  I  mean  to 
give  my  vote.  But  in  the  first  place,  I 
must  express  my  surprise  at  the  silence 
of  the  Members  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment On  a  question  so  deeply  interest- 
ing to  this  House  and  to  the  country, 
it  might  reasonably  have  been  expected 
that  they  should  express  their  opinions. 
1  should  have  supposed  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  been  anxious  to  state 
the  course  he  meant  to  pursue,  and  the 
reasons  on  which  he  adopted  that  course, 
and  to  have  explained  what  he  thought  was 
the  fit  proceeding  with  reference  to  the 
important  matter  which  was  the  subject 
of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath.  But  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  Colleagues  have  thought 
fit  to  remain  silent :  no  doubt  they  have 
their  reasons  for  so  doing ;  but  I  shall  not 
shrink  from  stating  what  are  my  opinions 
and  intentions.  Whether  my  opinions 
be^  or  be  not  in  conformity  with  those 
of  the  majority  of  the  House  is  to  me  a 
matter  of  much  smaller  moment  than  that 
I  should  state  my  strong  convictions  and 
explain  the  vote  I  mean  to  give.  I  cannot 
vote  for  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath.  I  understand  that 
motion  to  be  for  a  committee  not  to  in  - 
quire  into  the  extent  to  which  bribery  has 
taken  place  during  the  recent  general 
election,   but   to   examine   into  certaiu 
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compromiflM,  which  he  alleges  have  been 
made  before  election  committees,  and 
by  virtue  of  which  some  parties  have 
dropped  their  petitions,  and  some  Members 
have  accepted  the  Chiltern  Hundreds.  I 
apprehend  that  the  grounds  on  which  this 
House  ought  to  be  allied  upon  to  appoint 
such  a  committee  are,  either  that  the 
compromises  complained  of  are  against 
statute  law,  or  that  they  are  breaches  of 
the  privilege  of  this  House.  That  they 
are  against  statute  law  I  am  certainly 
not  of  opinion,  because  I  see  in  the  act 
constituting  election  committees  a  clause 
which  allows  parties  presenting  petitions 
to  withdraw  those  petitions  at  any  time 
thev  think  proper.  It  is  manifest  that 
such  a  power  ought  to  be  given,  be* 
cause  the  proceeding  is  at  the  expense  of 
private  parties,  who  seek  to  establish  or 
to  disprove  a  private  right,  claimed  on 
the  one  side,  and  disputed  on  the  other. 
It  would  be  manifest  injustice,  if  these 
parties,  who  are  prosecuting  a  private 
claim  at  their  own  expence,  were  not  to  be 
permitted  to  abandon  their  petitions  when 
they  think  fit.  Then  comes  the  second  ques- 
tion :— Are  these  compromises  breaches  of 
privilege  ?  As  at  present  informed,  I  am  not 
aware  that  they  are.  If  it  be  thought  that 
they  are,  that  is  a  question  of  sufficient 
importance  to  merit  a  separate  considera- 
tion by  the  House ;  let  that  question  be 
distinctly  argued,  and  let  us  decide  it. 
Assuming,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  are  correct,  let  the 
House  argue  and  decide  whether  such 
transactions  are  or  are  not  breaches  of  its 
privil^;e.  A  and  B  are  returned  for  a 
particular  place;  C  and  D  petition,  and 
charse  theur  opponents  with  bribery.  A 
and  B  are  told,  when  their  case  is  examined 
by  their  lesal  advisers,  that  though  they 
are  themselves  guiltless,  yet  their  agents 
have  abused  their  confidence ;  and  that  mat- 
ters can  be  brought  forward,  which,  if  sub- 
stantiated, will  i^ect  their  seats.  The  par- 
ties so  adrised,  naturally  wish  to  avoid  the 
annoyance  and  expense  of  a  trial  which 
must  end  in  their  defeat.  The  other  par- 
ties are,  perhaps,  equally  uncertain  as  to 
the  result,  though  tney^hope  for  success; 
and  they  may  be  willing  to  come  to  that 
sort  of  compromise  which  is  common  in 
all  our  courts,  where  civil  rights  are  tried. 
The  compromise  takes  place,  another  elec- 
tion is  the  consequence,  and  the  voters  are 
again  called  upon  to  exercise  their  right  of 
choice.      What  is  there  in  this  which 


can  be  called  a  breach  of  the  pririleges  of 
this  House  ?  But  if  any  man  think  other- 
wise, let  that  question  be  argued  and  de- 
termined. I  am  quite  ready  to  listen  to 
argument,  and,  if  convinced,  I  will  vote, 
that  it  is  a  breach  of  privilege.  But,  as 
the  matter  stands,  though  these  compro- 
mises may  have  taken  place,  it  would 
be  the  greatest  hypocrisy  to  say,  that  they 
have  now  for  the  first  time  been  made,  and 
that  the  practice  has  not  been  generally 
and  notoriously  prevalent;  and  if,  as  it 
seems  to  me^  they  are  neither  violations  of 
the  law,  nor  breaches  of  .privilege,  an  in* 
quiry  into  them,  cannot  possibly  end  in 
any  punishment  of  the  parties  concerned  in 
them.  It  cannot,  therefore,  be  for  that 
purpose  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
moves  for  his  committee.  But  there  is 
another  purpose,  and  a  legitimate  one, 
for  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
may  move  for  a  committee.  He  may  wish 
to  lay  the  ^oundwork  for  an  act  of  Par- 
liament, which  may  render  such  compro- 
mises, for  the  future,  impossible.  But  I 
do  not  require  investigation  by  a  com- 
mittee, to  lead  me  at  once  to  such  an 
enactment  I  am  prepared  to  take  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  granted.  I  am  prepared  to  take 
public  notoriety  as  the  groundwork  of  an 
act  of  Parliament,  and  at  once  to  vote 
for  the  measure  which  was  brought  for- 
ward by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  John 
Russell)  in  the  year  1840.  I  am  ready  to 
support  a  bill  which  shall  not  only  give 
leave  to  committees,  but  shall  make  it, 
if  you  will,  even  imperative  upon  them, 
to  pursue  an  investigation  into  cases  of 
bribery,  although  the  parties  in  the  case 
shall  have  dropped  their  petition.  The 
proceeding,  however,  in  such  a  case,  being 
for  the  public  interest,  must  be  at  the 
public  expense ;  but  such  an  expense  would 
be  well  incurred  if  it  enabled  the  House  to 
put  down  the  malpractices  out  of  which 
these  compromises  arise,  by  visiting  such 
malpractices  with  unvaryin|^  and  certain 
punishment.  For  any  legitimate  purpose, 
I  am  prepared  to  go  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  to  vote  in  favour  of 
giving  election  committees  such  additional 
power  as  would  render  inquiry  into  bribery 
not  only  imperative,  but  effectual.  To  that 
I  would  aad  another  clause,  which  was 
contained  in  the  bill  of  my  noble  Friend « 
which  was  thrown  out  in  another  place— I 
mean  the  clause  indemnifying  witnesses 
from  any  consequences  resulting  from  their 
own  eviaence.    I  may  te.  toj|  <th|jt)^j(^ 
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all  Tery  well,  but  that  we  have  no  security^ 
that  such  a  measure  would  pass  into  a 
law.  Certainly,  if  it  did  pass,  it  would  tend 
most  materially  to  piit  an  end  to  corrupt 
and  disgraceful  proceedings  at  elections, 
and  for  a  proposition  of  that  sort,  I  should 
claim  the  support  of  her  Majesty's  Go?ern- 
ment,  not  ooly  in  this  House>  but  elsewhere. 
I  am  perfectly  persuaded,  that  if  such  a  mea- 
sure were  proposed  by  Ministers— and  it 
would  do  them  honour — or  if  being  pro- 
posed by  others,  it  were  cordially  and 
unanimously  supported  by  Ministers,  it 
would  pass  into  law,  and  would,  ere  long, 
put  an  end  to  the  present  wholesale  sys- 
tem of  bribery  and  corruption  which  has 
been  even  more  extensive,  than  it  has 
been  hitherto  shown  to  be,  in  the  course 
of  any  of  our  debates.  We  are  told  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that 
common  report  is  a  sufficient  ground  for  a 
Parliamentary  proceeding.  True  j  but, 
does  common  reiwrt  confine  itself  to  half- 
a-dozen  particular  boroughs.  I  speak  it 
with  shame  and  grief,  but  I  verilv  believe, 
that  the  extent  to  which  bribery  was 
carried  at  the  last  election,  has  exceeded 
anything  that  has  yet  been  stated  within 
these  walls.  I  do  not  wonder  at  it.  Two 
political  parties  were  contending  for  a 
great  prize,  and  that  prize  was  no  less 
than  the  Government  of  the  country.  That 

frize  has  been  won  by  the  party  opposite, 
will  not  take  upon  me  to  say  whether 
these  improper  practices  were  most  resorted 
to  by  those  who  attacked  or  by  those  who 
defended;  but  that  they  were  most  exten- 
sively employed,  no  man  can  possibly  doubt. 
What  passea  in  another  place  on  the  mea« 
sure  proposed  last  vear  by  my  noble 
Friend,  was  well  calculated  to  lead  to 
these  consequences.  A  bill  was  sent  up 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  which  would 
hare  given  to  election  committees  more 
extensive  powers  for  the  detection  of  bri. 
bery,  aud  it  was  sent  down  to  us  again 
shorn  and  mutilated  in  some  of  its  most 
essential  provisions.  And  when  was  this 
done?  On  the  eve  of  a  general  electioa^ 
I  say  that  those  who  so  mutilated  that  bill» 
are  deeply  responsible  for  the  disgraceful 
extent  to  which  corrupt  practices  were  car- 
ried at  the  last  general  election.  Upon 
these  grounds,  I  feel  myself  obliged  to  vote 
against  the  motion.  I  think  it  unnecessary 
as  a  groundwork  for  that  amendment  of  the 
law,  which  the  House,  in  my  opinion,  is 
bound  to  enactr*  which  the  House  may,  pos- 
sibly, now  decline  to  enact,  but  which,  i  am 
confident^  before  tbe  end  of  this  Session^ 


both  this  House  and  the  other  will  add  to 
the  statutes  of  the  realm.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  I  am  opposed  to  any  partial 
investigation  of  the  cases  of  half-a-dozen 
individuals  to  be  selected  from  the  herd  in 
order  to  be  held  up  to  undeserved  obloquy, 
though  they  have  done  Bothing  illegal  in  the 
compromises  they  have  made,  and  nothing 
offensive  to  the  privileges  of  this  House. 
These  individuals  are  only  a  few  out  of 
many,  and  they  cannot,  without  ^oss  in- 
justice, be  singled  out ;  the  evil  is  far 
more  extensive,  and  if  the  inquiry  be  not 
as  extensive  as  the  evil,  it  had  better  not 
take  place  at  all.  These  corrupt  practices, 
I  hold  to  be  one  of  the  most  oangerous 
symptoms  of  the  times,  tending  more  than 
anything  else,  to  sap  the  foundations  of  so- 
cittl  order,  and  to  undermine  the  constitu- 
tion, and  I  hold,  also,  that  it  is  the  bounden 
duty  of  Parliament  to  provide  an  immedi- 
ate remedy  for  the  evil.  One  remedy  has, 
indeed,  been  suggested,  for  which  I  should 
be  roost  reluctant  to  vote,  because  even  if  it 
checked  bribery,  which  I  doubt,  it  would 
produce  infinitely  greater  evils  of  another 
kind-*I  mean  the  vote  by  ballot.  But  if 
anything  could  induce  me  to  vote  for 
ballot,  it  would  be  the  refusal  of  Govern- 
ment to  give  its  cordial  support  to  that  other 
remedy,  which  I  think  would  be  a  correc- 
tive of  the  evil  of  which  we  complain.  If 
ever  I  should  be  induced,  whidi  I  do  not 
believe  likely,  to  vote  for  a  measure  which, 
on  principle,  I  do  not  approve,  it  would  be 
the  refusal  of  Ministers  to  do  that  which  I 
am  persuaded  is  necessary  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  such  scenes  as  disgraced  the 
last  general  election. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  I  was  not  aware  that  this 
was  considered  a  question  of  that  party 
nature  which  made  it  desirable  that  a 
person  in  my  situation  should  indicate  at 
the  commencement  of  the  debate  the 
course  he  means  to  pursue.  I  thought 
that  this  was  a  question  on  which  indi- 
vidual Members  might  be  safely  left  to 
form  their  own  judgment,  and  to  vote 
without  reference  to  the  obligations  of 
party.  1  did  not  expect  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  would  rise 
to  conclude  the  debate,  and  I  was  per- 
fectly ready  to  state  in  tbe  course  of  it 
what  opinions  in  my  own  individual  ca- 
pacity 1  had  formed.  If  the  noble  Lord, 
who  has  just  sat  down,  thinks  the  ballot 
objectionable  in  principle,  and  that  it  will 
only  aggravate  the  evil  of  bribery,  the 
refusal  of  Government  to  bring  in  or  to 
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support  any  parlrcular  bill,  would  surely 
be  DO  justification  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
voting  for  the  ballot.  I  agree  with  him 
that  the  FOte  by  ballot  would  tend  to  pro- 
mote concealment,  and  to  increase  cor- 
ruption, and  when  the  question  is  brought 
forward  and  discussed  I  shall  vote  on  its 
abstract  merits;  my  decision  for  it  of 
against  it  will  not  at  all  depend  upon  any 
course  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  other  hon. 
Member,  may  pursue  upon  this  question. 
If  I  think  the  ballot  will  aggravate  the 
evil — if  I  think  it  will  be  injurious  to  the 
country,  whether  the  noble  Lord  be  either 
in  or  out  of  office,  it  will  not  have  the 
slightest  effect  upon  me.  If,  indeed,  the 
noble  Lord  contemplates  a  retreat  from 
his  opinions  upon  that  subject,  he  must 
rely  upon  some  better  justification  than 
an  attempt  to  make  me  and  my  Col- 
leagues responsible  for  his  inconsistency. 
With  respect  to  the  bill  for  the  more 
effectual  prevention  of  bribery — for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  inquiry  into  bribery 
— I  can  only  say  that  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London,  received 
from  me  a  cordial  and  unhesitating  sup- 
port. I  gave  him  my  support  when  his 
measure  was  under  discussion  in  this 
House;  there  might  be  some  defects  in 
the  details  of  the  enactments,  but  I  did 
regret,  particularly  on  the  eve  of  a  general 
election,  that  some  attempt  was  not  made 
to  render  the  enactment  effective,  rather 
than  allow  the  country  to  be  involved  in 
the  bustle  and  excitement  of  a  general 
election  with  no  such  corrective  in  ope* 
ration.  I  was  no  party  to  the  objections 
to  the  measure,  and  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
will  confirm  my  statement,  that  when  the 
bill  was  in  this  House  it  received  my  cor- 
dial support.  As  to  the  particular  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
my  opinion  is  that  the  charges  it  contains 
are  not  sufficiently  definite  to  authorise 
the  appointment  of  a  committee.  It  is  said 
that  **  certain  charges  were  made  of  cor. 
rapt  practices  on  the  trial  of  certain  elec- 
tion petitions."  To  leave  those  words  on 
the  journals  as  a  ground  for  instituting  an 
inqairy  would,  as  it  seems  to  me,  be 
utterly  unsatisfactory*  On  the  subject 
geoerally,  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  I  admit 
the  iict  of  these  compromises  having 
hetn  made*  I  believe  it  impossible  to 
deny  that  there  existed  some  considerable 
formption.  The  impression  of  Members 
4MI  all  sides  of  the  House  I  apprehend  is, 
Xbat  det;tioB  petitions  contract  no  other 


responsibility  than  that  of  defending  indi- 
vidual rights;  the  parties  are  not  bound 
to  maintain  any  public  principle.  Such 
was  the  uniform  opinion  under  the  Oren- 
ville  Act,  and  such  it  remains  in  the  present 
state  of  the  law.  I  cannot  divest  myself 
of  the  belief  that  compromises  are  soroe« 
times  made  in  order  to  avoid  exposure ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  parties  have  long 
possessed  the  power  of  making  compro- 
mises, and  many  have  been  effected  which 
involved  those  engaged  in  no  charge  or 
suspicion  of  criminality.  Such  compro- 
mises have  taken  place  both  in  recent 
and  in  earlier  times ;  but  it  is  plain  that 
the  moral  quality  of  a  compromise  must 
depend  upon  the  mode  and  object  of  the 
transaction.  A  Member  not  possessed  of 
large  pecuniary  means  may  find  that  the 
defence  of  his  seat  would  involve  him  i  n 
ruinous  expenses:  no  subscription  has  been 
raised,  and  he  may  not  choose  to  injure 
his  family,  by  the  cost  of  employing  coun- 
sel and  maintaining  witnesses.  These 
expenses  are  borne  by  the  individual,  not 
by  the  public,  and  I  can  readily  believe 
that  an  individual,  however  innocent, 
might  prefer  a  compromise  to  ruin.  If  you 
make  it  optional  for  individuals  to  prose- 
cute an  election  petition,  what  right  have 
you  to  find  fault  with  the  exercise  of  their 
discretion?  Therefore,  I  say  that  com* 
promises  have  been,  and  may  be  made, 
without  exposing  the  parties  to  any  just 
charge  of  criminality.  At  the  same  time, 
we  all  know  that  compromises  of  a  very 
different  nature  may  be  made ;  but,  with 
reference  to  these,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  ought 
to  place  distinctly  upon  record  the  nature 
of  the  charge  he  prefers.  If  a  distinct 
charge  be  placed  upon  record,  whether  it 
be  or  be  not  a  brea^^h  of  privilege,  it  seems 
to  me  that  it  is  for  the  character  and 
honour  of  this  House,  as  well  as  for  the 
public  interest,  that  that  charge  should 
undergo  investigation.  I  took  this  course 
when  an  accusation  was  brought  against 
an  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Cork.  Complaints 
had  been  laid  before  an  election  com« 
mittee  which  related  to  a  pecuniary  trans- 
action supposed  to  be  corrupt,  and  an 
inquiry  was  sought.  A  petition  was  pre- 
sented from  the  electors,  praying  the 
House  to  institute  an  investigation.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  the  transaction  was  of 
a  doubtful  nature,  I  consented  to  the 
inquiry,  and  the  Ho««  b^^a kr^-f^j^r^^ 
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confirmed  the  propriety  of  my  opinion. 
I  did  not  rest  upon  the  fact  that  an  election 
committee  had  been  or  might  have  been 
appointed;  but  a  charge  l]^ing  made  of 
corrupt  conduct  and  breach  of  privilege, 
I  thought  that  this  House  did  not  part 
with  its  right  to  examine  into  the  subject, 
because  it  had  appointed  a  tribunal  to  try 
a  controverted  election,  and  to  determine 
upon  individual  rights.  The  constitution 
of  such  a  delegated  body  did  not,  in  my 
judgment,  divest  this  House  of  the  general 
power,  inherent  in  its  constitution,  to  in- 
stitute a  separate  inquiry  into  an  alleged 
breach  of  privilege.  To  charge  corruption 
in  a  distinct  form  was  to  impose  upon  the 
House,  in  the  discharge  of  its  duty  to  the 
public,  the  necessity  of  ascertaining  its 
truth  or  falsehood.  The  case  to  which  I 
refer  was  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork  and  Mr.  Raphael  in 
relation  to  the  borough  of  Carlow,  and  I 
did  not  then  allege  that  the  House  had 
not  the  power  to  administer  a  remedy. 
The  House  has  that  power  whenever  a 
case  of  public  abuse  is  brought  forward, 
and  it  is  fit  that  it  should  in  this  way 
exercise  its  constitutional  functions.  In 
the  present  instance  I  find  that  there 
are  petitions  from  certain  electors— > peti- 
tions from  Nottingham  and  Reading ;  and 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  reduces 
the  charge  to  a  definite  shape  —  if  he 
shows  us  that  there  is  such  a  prbnd  facie 
case  of  suspicion  as  to  afford  a  fair  pre- 
sumption of  a  breach  of  privilege,  I  for 
one  say,  painful  as  it  may  be  to  me  to  come 
to  that  conclusion,  that  it  is  not  for  the 
credit  of  the  House  to  refuse  altogether  to 
to  enter  into  the  question.  The  powers  of 
the  House  for  conducting  such  an  inquiry 
are  probably  sufficient,  and  I  may  reserve 
the  question  whether  I  will  compel  parties 
to  criminate  themselves — whether  I  will 
deprive  them  of  that  right  which  every 
roan  enjoys  by  the  laws  of  England. 
Considering  the  cases  to  be  analogous,  I 
am  prepared  to  take  the  course  on  this 
occasion  which  I  took  when  a  charge  of 
corruption  was  preferred  against  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Cork.  I  then 
thought  that  it  was  due  to  the  honour  of 
the  House  to  investigate  such  an  accusa- 
tion, and  I  think  so  still,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  can  reduce  these  several 
charges  to  a  tangible  form.  I  speak  only 
(br  myself  individually,  for  this  is  a  ques- 
tion rather  of  a  judicial  than  of  a  party 
nature.    I  am  prepared,  on  the  present 


occasion,  to  take  the  course  I  took  in  the 
case  of  Carlow,  and  to  vote  for  a  com- 
mittee armed  with  the  ordinary  constitu- 
tional powers,  to  enable  it  successfully  to 
conduct  the  investigation. 

Lord  J.  Russell:  Sir,  I  certainly  bad 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would,  early  in  the  discussion,  before  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  rose  to  reply » 
have  stated  the  course  which  he  meant  to 
pursue ;  because  reserving  to  myself  the 
power  of  acting  as  I  shall  think  fit  upon 
the  substantive  motion  which  has  been 
made.  I  own  it  does  appear  to  me  that 
the  remedy  which  the  electors  of  Notting- 
ham require,  which  the  electors  of  Reading 
require,  and  that  which  the  public  interest 
demands,  is  that  these  general  charges  of 
bribery  should  no  longer  be  matter  of 
compromise.  That  they  are  so  at  present 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  my  noble 
Friend  both  fully  admit — that  they  are  so 
no  one  can  deny ;  and  indeed  it  was  upon 
that  very  ground  that  in  the  year  1840  I 
proposed  a  measure  by  which  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted.  I  then  said,  what  I 
am  ready  to  maintain  now,  that  the  con- 
sequence of  the  Grenville  Act,  and  of  other 
acts  which  have  followed  it  of  the  same 
kind,  is  this,  that  the  possession  of  a  seat 
is  treated,  as  it  were,  like  a  question  of 
property;  that  two  individuals,  having 
spent  large  sums  of  money  at  an  election, 
are  afterwards  called  upon  to  spend  other 
large  sums  in  the  prosecution  of  a  petition 
or  in  defence  of  their  seats  against  such 
petition,  and  that  they  naturally  and  un- 
avoidably, in  the  prosecution  of  those 
cases,  look  to  the  possession  of  the  seats 
for  themselves,  and  not  to  the  public  in- 
terest, which  demands  protection.  I  think 
it  would  be  the  most  unreasonable  thing 
in  the  world  that  when  a  person,  whether 
he  be  a  petitioner  or  the  sitting  Member, 
has  obtained  a  seat,  or  when  an  offer  is 
made  to  him  of  a  seat,  he  should  then  be 
required  to  go  to  the  expense  of  3,000/.  or 
4,000/.  in  addition  to  the  other  expenses 
incurred,  in  order  to  establish  a  case  by 
which  a  borough  may  be  disfranchised 
or  by  which  bribery  and  corruption  may 
be  generally  exposed.  I  do  not  think  you 
could  expect  it,  and  you  have  not  obtained 
it.  It  has  always  been  my  opinion  that  that 
is  the  consequence  of  your  laws.  Why,  Sir, 
a  very  remarkable  case  occurred  in  the 
last  Parliament  —  the  case  of  Norwich. 
Every  Gentleman  who  read  the  Norwich 
newspaper,  at  that  time^^^g|^ber 
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that  there  hgrdW  ever  was  so  gross  a  case  I  the  result  \ 
of  bribery    and    corraption    as    that  of   disclosures 
Norwich.    After    the    statement  that  a 
Bomber  of  the  electors  had  been  bribed ; 
that  after  some  of  the  electors  had  re- 
ceived twenty  guineas  from  one  party  they 
took  twenty-five  from  the  other;    that  a 
number  of  persons  were  sent  away  alto- 
gether; and  that  the  practices  were  so 
disgraceful  that  they  almost  affected  the 
whole  county  of  Norfolk — after  al],  the 
seat  in  this  House  was  settled  by  com- 
promise*    And  so  with  respect  to  two  or 
three  other  cases  in  the  last  Parliament. 
In  the  present  Parliament  it  is  notorious 
that  a  much  greater  number  of  those  cases 
have  been  compromised.    If  that  is  the 
case  I  think  your  remedy  should  be — your 
most  important  remedy  at  least  should  be 
—-some  law  by  which  you  can  in  future 
investigate  these  cases,  whether  the  indi- 
vidual petitioning  or  the  individual  holding 
the  seat  consent  to  it  or  not — that  when 
there  are  petitions  presented  complaining 
of  bribery  and  corruption  in  any  borough 
there  should  be  some  means  of  investi- 
gating it  upon  oath  and  at  the  public  ez- 
pense,  with  the  view  of  discountenancing 
bribery  and  corruption.    I  was  in  hopes 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
held  out  some  prospect  to  the  House  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  introduce  a  measure 
on  the  subject.    He  says  very  truly  that 
he  gave  me  good  support  on  the  former 
occasiooy   when   I    brought  forward   my 
measure.    He  was  not  on  that  occasion 
bound  to  do  more  than  he  did.  But,  permit 
me  to  say,  on  this  occasion  I  have  a  right 
to  expect  more.     When  I  introduced  my 
measure  in  1834,  and  in  1 841 ,  and  sent  it  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  I  did  not  expect  that 
the  majority  in  the  House  of  Lords  would 
be  influenced  by  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
sent  np  from  this  House ;  and,  perhaps, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whatever  opinion 
be  might  have  expressed,  woiild  not  have 
had    sufficient    influence    to  induce  his 
Friends  there  to  concur  with  the  views 
expressed  in  this  House.     I  therefore  do 
not  find  any  fault  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  these  bills  were  either  altered 
or  defeated  in  the  House  (of  Lords.    But, 
at  present,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in 
the  name  of  the  Government,  were  to  in- 
troduce a  similar  measure,  that  bill  would 
of  course  be  supported  by  his  Colleagues 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  and,  so  supported 
by  the  Government,  I  cannot  doubt  it 
would  become  law.    That  appears  to  me 
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which  we  could  draw  from  these 
and  these  imputations.  With 
respect  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  now  before  the  House, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  it  was  too 
general  and  indefinite.  My  noble  Friend 
made  a  similar  objection,  and  I  must  say 
that  I  entirely  agree  in  it.  If  the  House 
should  appoint  a  committee  on  the  present 


proposition  I  cannot  tell    whether  great 
doubt  might  not  arise  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  charges  which  ought  to  be  inquired 
into;  and  whether  charges  of  which  the 
House  has  no  knowledge  might  not  be 
stated  to  be  part  of  the  charges  to   in- 
vestigate which   the  committee  was  ap- 
pointed.   Therefore  I  cannot  consent  to  the 
motion  on  these  terms.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet says  if  there  are  specific  charges — if 
they  are  stated  in  such  a  manner  as  that 
they  can  be  entered  on  the  journals,  and 
if  they  amount  to  a  breach  of  privilege — 
he  will  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
committee.    I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  if  such  a  statement  is  made, 
and  a  breach  of  privilege  is  involved,  it  is 
most  desirable  that  a  committee  should  be 
appointed.     I  agreed  in  the  appointment 
in  the  case  of  Carlow.     I  thought  it  far 
better  that  the  committee  should  be  ap- 
pointed, and  the  facts  stated  before  the 
committee  very  much  altered  the  com- 
plexion of  the  transaction  from  what  it  ap- 
peared when  before  the  House.  Until  I  hear 
the  statements  more  fully  developed  I  do 
not  know  that  I  can  assent  to  the  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Wynn).  Agreeing  as  I  do  that  these  com- 
promises are  exceedingly  injurious  to  the 
constitution  of  Parliament,  that  they  tend 
to  suppress  evidence  of  bribery,   which 
would  otherwise  be  brought  out,  I  know 
not  in  what  respect  the  entering  into  a 
bond  can  make  such    a  transaction    a 
breach  of  privilege.    My  opinion  is  that 
the  great  benefit  to  be  derived  from  these 
exposures  is  some  measure  which  would 
prevent  these  compromises  and  arrange- 
ments for  the  future.     I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  will  undertake  to  bring  in 
such  a  bill.  If  he  will  not,  although  I  fear 
1  should  be  doing  it  under  a  great  disad- 
vantage, yet  if  he  will  give  me  the  benefit 
of  his  opinion,  and  with  respect  to  the 
measure  itself,  if  he  will  give  it  not  only 
his  individual  support  but  the  support  of 
the  Government  to  which  he  belongs,  I 
will  undertake  to  introduce  such  a  mea- 
sure.    But  I  woui 
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hoD.  Baronet  take  it  into  his  own  hands, 
because  he  would  then  be  better  able  to 
consult  his  Colleagues  as  to  its  particular 
provisions.  I  should  state  with  regard  to 
the  measure  which  I  introduced  in  1834, 
I  was  ready  if  there  had  been  snfiicient 
time  to  agree  to  considerable  modifications. 
In  whatever  shape  the  measure  may  be 
introduced,  I  trust  it  will  cause  a  thorough 
investigation  to  take  place  into  those 
charges  of  bribery  and  corruption  which 
may  be  preferred,  and  that  these  compro- 
mises will  be  put  an  end  to. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'ConneUsmif  he  had  heard 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
with  great  astonishment.  He  stated  that 
in  the  case  of  the  Carlow  election  he 
voted  in  the  majority  for  the  appointment 
of  the  committee.  Any  one  who  did  not 
recollect  the  transaction  would  be  led  to 
imagine  from  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
county  of  Cork,  or  some  one  on  his  be- 
half, opposed  the  appointment  of  a  com* 
mittee  in  reference  to  the  transaction  in 
which  his  conduct  was  impeached.  It 
really  sounded  so  strange  to  him  that  he 
almost  doubted  the  accuracy  of  his  recol- 
lection ;  but  on  referring  to  the  necessary 
documents  he  found  that  not  only  was 
there  no  division^  but  that  only  a  very 
short  debate  took  place.  In  spite  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  many  repetitions 
of  the  calumny  had  been  made  against  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ;  and  he 
was  afraid,  if  he  had  not  risen  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  that  at  the  next  operative 
conservative  dinner  it  would  be  stated 
that  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
opposed  the  motion  on  that  occasion, 
whilst  the  right  hon.  Baronet  assented 
to  it.  With  respect  to  the  present  mo- 
tion, the  principal  objections  seemed  to  be 
against  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
worded  ;  but  thinking  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  fully  established  a 
case  for  inquiry  he  should  certainly  vote 
for  the  motion. 

Siri^,  Peel:  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  completely  misunderstood  me.  My 
reference  to  the  Carlow  case  was  not  af- 
fected by  the  consideration  whether  it 
were  opposed  or  not.  The  House  was 
deciding  on  the  principle  whether  or  not 
it  would  institute  an  inquiry,  and  the 
House  assented  to  the  inquiry.  I  threw 
no  imputation  whatever  on  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.      Whether  he 
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opposed  it  or  not  is  a  matter  of  entire  in- 
diflference.  There  was  the  allegation  of  a 
breach  of  privilege,  and  I  supported  the 
inquiry,  to  which  the  House  assented.  I 
do  not  know  if  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject justifies  me  in  saying  a  word  with 
respect  to  the  introduction  of  the  bill  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  alluded.  I 
think  I  have  sufficient  justi6cation  for  not 
having  undertaken  to  bring  in  such  a  bill ; 
but  it  is  a  matter  to  which  I  am  ready  to 
give  every  attention.  The  noble  Lord  has 
more  leisure  than  I  have.  I  am  ready  to 
co-operate  with  him,  as  I  did  before.  I 
feel  the  great  importance  of  the  subject, 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  will  undertake  it,  I 
shall  be  quite  ready  to  lend  him  what  as- 
sistance I  can.  At  the  same  time  the  sub- 
ject requires  a  great  deal  of  consideration, 
and  you  must  take  care  that  you  do  not 
now  create  a  new  impediment  to  receiving 
complaints  on  the  subject  of  bribery.  If 
the  noble  Lord  will  undertake  a  measure 
of  this  description,  I  will  zealously,  not-* 
withstanding  our  political  differences^  en- 
deavour to  co-operate  with  him. 

Mr.  Hume  being  of  opinion  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bath  had  done  himself  honour  and  the 
country  great  benefit  by  his  motion,  was 
sorry  to  find  so  many  objections  raised 
against  it,  because  the  cases  were  so  nu- 
merous. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, and  the  noble  Lord  near  him, 
said,  whv  not  bring  in  a  bill?  and  if  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  brought  in  a 
bill,  they  would  have  said,  why  do  you 
not  inquire  before  you  legislate?  The 
question  was,  how  far  they  were  bound  to 
inquire.  After  the  masterly  manner  in 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  brought  for- 
ward the  motion,  they  were  bound  to  in- 
quire what  was  the  state  of  that  House, 
and  how  individuals  found  their  road  into 
it.  When  the  noble  Lord  who  had  been 
for  twenty  years  a  member  of  a  Govern- 
ment had  said  that  no  one  had  ever 
thought  of  bringing  on  an  inquiry,  the 
House  and  the  country  ought  to  be  the 
more  obliged  to  his  hon.  Friend  for  the 
present  motion.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  must 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  made 
a  fair  speech.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
admitted  that  an  inquirv  ought  to  be  en- 
tered upon,  and  was  almost  prepared  to 
support  a  motion  for  it,  but  that  techni- 
cally the  cases  relied  on  ought  to  be  stated 
at  large.  He  believed  that  the  custom  of 
Parliament  was  not  in  accordance  with 
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Ibe  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion ;  he 
believ^  that  the  general  accusation  of 
bribery  was  sufficient,  and  it  did  not  re- 
quire any  statement  of  particulars.  *  They 
bad  heard  statements  from  bis  bon. 
Friend,  which  his  hon.  Friend  said  he 
was  prepared  to  prove;  the  two  noble 
Lords  admitted  that  these  practices 
were  extensive;  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  deny  them ;  then  why  not 
let  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  have 
a  committee  to  inquire,  and  thus  lay  the 
ground  for  a  further  reform  ?  Improper 
doings  prevailed  to  a  large  extent,  the 
scandal  was  openly  avowed,  and  noble 
Lords  said  it  bad  been  common  for  a  long 
time;  be  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House 
would  waive  any  technical  objection,  and 
allow  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  pro- 
ceed, and  permit  the  facts  to  be  brought 
to  light,  even  if  bis  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  not  assent  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  alter  the 
form  of  his  motion. 

Mr.  Lindsey  said,  that  as  it  was  his 
intention  to  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bath,  be  did  not  like  to  give  a  silent  vote. 
He  would  not  set  up  his  own  opinion 
against  the  high  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the  county  of 
Montgomery,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government ;  but  for  a 
mere  technical  difficulty,  the  motion  might 
be  postponed  or  brought  forward  again. 
By  bis  vote  for  the  motion,  be  expressed 
merely  bis  wish  that  they  should  mquire 
into  practices  which  existed.  He  believed 
that  no  Member,  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  would  deny  them.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  character  of  the  House 
was  committed  before  the  country,  and 
that  it  would  suffer  before  the  country  if 
they  did  not  fairly  sift  this  corruption  to 
the  bottom.  He  had  heard  it  said,  they 
were  all  guilty,  and  let  him  who  was  inno- 
cent fling  the  first  stone,  and  he  maintained 
that  very  few  could  lay  their  bands  on 
their  breasts,  and  say  they  were  innocent; 
and  he  believed  that  there  were  many  de- 
linquents who  would  be  delighted  if  these 
practices  were  more  easily  proved  and 
prevented. 

Mr.  Muntz  would  vote  for  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
for  the  same  reason  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  considered 
the  character  of  the  House  to  be  at  stake. 
The  poMie  looked  on  the  House  with  great 
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suspicion.  They  suspected,  that  whenever 
bribery  and  corruption  were  found  out, 
every  means  was  resorted  to  in  order  to 
conceal  it  and  screen  the  guilty  parties 
from  punishment.  He  sincerely  wished 
the  House  would  decide  in  favour  of  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Plumptre  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  that  this  ought  not  to  be 
considered  as  a  party  question.  It  was  a 
question  on  which  every  individual  ought 
to  vote  according  to  his  own  views  ;  and 
feeling  that  this  was  a  case  which  would 
affect  the  character  of  the  House  most 
grievously,  he  was  decidedly  in  favour  of 
the  appointment  of  the  committee  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  bad  pro- 
posed. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  as  to  the 
impolicy  and  impropriety  of  offering  any 
resistance  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  if  the  intention  of  such 
opposition  be  to  throw  any  shield  over  the 
corrupt  practices  at  elections.  But  the  ob- 
jection taken  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  not  at  all  the  objec- 
tion which  appears  to  have  struck  my  hon. 
friend;  but  this  was  the  allegation — that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  proposed 
to  appoint  a  committee  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  certain  corrupt  practices  al- 
leged to  have  taken  place  before  certain 
election  committees,  and  which  are  charged 
as  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House, 
and  that  without. stating  the  elections  to 
which  he  referred,  what  were  the  practices 
of  which  he  complained,  and  assuming  on 
the  part  of  the  House  that  certain  trans- 
actions, not  specified,  before  certain  com- 
mittees, not  named,  were,  in  point  of  fact, 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House. 
The  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman appears  not  to  be  clearly  understood 
by  my  hon.  Friend  and  those  who  imme- 
diately preceded  him.  It  is  not  an  inquiry 
into  the  general  prevalence  of  bribery  at 
elections — ^no  such  motion  is  contemplated. 
Therefore,  in  opposing  the  motion  in  its 
present  form,  no  resistance  is  offered  to  an 
inquiry  into  the  eeneral  system  of  bribery. 
But  this  is  the  allegation  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  certain  transac- 
tions have  taken  place— that  certain  com- 
promises have  been  entered  into,  which  are 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House ; 
and  it  is  not  into  the  corrupt  transactions 
themselves— not  into  the  bribery,  but  into 
the  course  taken  before  the  e 
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xnittees  for  the  purpose  of  ftvoidinff  their 
decision  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle, 
man  proposes  to  inquire.  I  say  that  each 
of  these  transactions  must  stand  on  its  own 
particular  merits.  There  may  he  some 
which  are  perfectly  legitimate  and  fair.  In 
the  case  of  the  Lewes  committee,  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  there 
is  no  iruspicion  of  improper  dealing  on  one 
side  or  on  the  other.  A  petition  is  pre- 
sented for  the  unseating  of  the  two  Mem- 
bers. One  of  the  petitioners  succeeds,  and, 
after  a  certain  time,  he  finds  it  doubtful 
whether,  at  the  expense  of  great  pecuniary 
sacrifices  and  great  loss  of  time  in  the  pro- 
tracted struggle  which  must  ensue,  the 
other  candidate  will  likewise  be  successful ; 
and  he,  having  obtained  the  verdict  of  the 
committee  in  his  behalf,  takes  the  seat 
which  the  committee  awaid  him,  and  agrees 
to  abandon  the  inquiry.  I  understand  that 
to  have  been  the  case.  I  understand  the 
case  to  be,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lewes, 
together  with  a  noble  Viscount,  not  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  who  were  petitioners  to 
this  House,  having  succeeded  in  placing 
themselves  in  a  majority,  though  the  noble 
Viscount  was,  from  a  technical  objection, 
unable  to  vindicate  his  claim,  one  of  the 
members  retired,  and  the  hon.  Member 
took  the  seat  that  belonged  to  him.  As 
far  as  the  case  of  Lewes  has  come  before 
me,  in  my  judgment  I  see  nothing  ques- 
tionable in  the  transaction.  Other  cases 
are  stated  of  much  more  doubt  and  diffi- 
culty, but  this  case  of  a  compromise,  by  the 
withdrawal  of  a  prosecution,  doubtful  in 
its  success  and  expensive  in  its  operation,  is 
no  new  principle — ^is  not  unknown  to  the 
House — ^has  never  hitherto  been  considered 
as  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House, 
and  has  never  hitherto  been  considered  as 
deserving  of  the  censure  of  the  House.  In 
two  or  three  cases  stated  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman there  is  this  novelty-— that  the 
committee  having  come  to  a  resolution 
seating  the  Members,  those  Members  have 
themselves  made  a  compromise  that,  not- 
withstanding the  verdict  of  the  committee, 
it  should  be  set  aside,  and  they  would  re* 
tire  from  the  seat.  There  is  a  further  alle- 
gation in  some  of  the  cases,  that  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  performance  of  this 
understanding  and  promise,  by  which  the 
proceedings  of  the  committee  are  to  be 
rendered  nugatory,  a  penal  bond  has  been 
entered  into,  and  a  sum  of  money  paid 
down  j  the  effect  of  which  is  not  only  to 
secure  the  agreement  of  Parliament,  but  to 
secure  further,  as  I  hear,  the  allegation 


made^  that  there  shall  be  no  contest  on  the 
part  of  those  who  agree  in  principle  with 
the  retiring  party  against  the  party  who  is 
to  be  seated.  I  Imow  nothing  of  these 
cases,  except  that  which  has  been  stated, 
but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  if  that 
case  can  be  substantiated,  it  is  a  more  se- 
rious case  than  that  of  retiring  to  enable 
another  person  to  retain  his  seat,  or  abstain- 
ing from  prosecuting  an  inquiry.  There  is 
a  further  case  still,  us  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says,  there  are  cases  in  which 
all  these  arrangements  are  entered  into  to 
prevent  the  exposure  of  general  bribery 
and  corruption.  It  may  be  so,  but  before 
I  agree  to  the  motion  for  inquiiy  into 
allegations  of  this  description  I  must  have 
something  more  than  mere  rumour.  1 
must  have  distinct  allegations  laid  down 
and  founded  on  certain  evidence,  some 
tangible  fact  alleged,  and  upon  evidence 
into  which  the  committee  is  to  inquire,  and 
to  which  the  investigations  of  the  com- 
mittee are  to  be  directed ;  and  I  object  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  motion  because  it 
does  not  lay  down  any  preliminary  ground, 
in  the  first  instance,  for  the  allegations, 
and  because  the  allegations  themselves  are 
so  vague  and  so  general  that  it  will  appear 
upon  the  joum^,  when  the  committee 
comes  to  make  their  investigations,  that 
they  are  ordered  to  inquire  into  certain  mal- 
practices at  certain  election  committees, 
which  are  charged  to  have  taken  place. 
Under  the  order  of  reference,  no  Members 
of  the  committee  could  know  what  they 
were  about  to  inquire  into,  and  in  appoint- 
ing the  Members  of  the  committee,  we 
know  not  for  what  we  are  voting,  or  what 
we  are  to  inquire  into.  The  question,  as  I 
said  before,  is  not  as  to  the  mode  of  pre- 
venting bribery  or  corruption,  or  into  the 
methods  of  screening  investigation,  but  the 
object  is  to  inquire  closely  into  these  alle- 
gations. Beyond  mere  rumour  we  have 
not  any  ground  for  proceeding.  To-night 
we  have  had  two  petitions,  and  I  certainly 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
done  much  better  if  he  had  altered  the 
form  of  his  motion;  and  if,  instead  of 
presenting  petitions  from  Nottingham  and 
Reading,  complaining  of  the  facts,  he  had 
asked  the  House  of  Commons  to  appoint 
a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  allegations 
of  those  petitions.  This  case  bears  a  pre- 
cise analogy  to  the  ca.se  of  Carlo w,  and  as 
has  been  truly  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montgomery,  the  committee  is  likely, 
from  its  uncertainty,  to  lead  to  no  practical 
result  and  no  practical  conclusion.     I  will 
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mj  one  word  as  to  tbe  case  noticed  by  the 
noble  Lord.  No  man  deplores  more  deeply, 
or  is  prepared  to  censure  more  strongly 
than  I  am,  the  bribery  and  corruption  in 
large  towns  and  in  small  towns^  and  there 
18  no  Member  of  this  House  who  will  be 
prepared  togo  further,  in  applying,  if  he  can 
appiy>  an  efi^ual  remedy;  but  for  that  pur- 
pose it  is  dear  that  an  act  of  Parliament, 
and  not  the  appointment  of  a  committee, 
is  requisite,  and  great  caution  is  required, 
lest,  in  investigating  cases  of  bribery,  you 
Aould  mix  up  two  subject^  in  themselves 
perfectly  distinct  and  separate,  the  prose- 
cution  of  individual  rights,  and  the  vin* 
dication  of  the  character  of  the  House. 
The  question  of  the  propriety  of  disfran- 
chisine  a  borough,  or  the  general  corruption 
prevailing  in  a  borough  on  both  sides,  is  a 
question  entirely  separate  from  that  which 
18  the  proper  subject  of  inquiry  before  an 
election  committee — ^viz.,  whether  A  or  B 
is  entitled  to  the  seat  which  A  contends  is 
hisy  and  which  B  defends.  If  you  were  to 
lay  down  this  rule,  that  wherever  there  is 
an  allegation  of  bribery,  the  charge  is  not 
to  be  ^rown  on  A,  who  is  seeking,  or  on 
B  who  is  endeavouring  to  defend  the  seat, 
but  the  charge  on  both  sides  is  to  be  thrown 
on  the  public,  and  the  public  is  in  all  cases 
to  take  on  themselves  the  conduct  of  elec- 
tion committees — ^I  say  you  would  come  to 
this  result,  that  every  disappointed  can- 
didate would  take  the  chance,  at  the  public 
expense,  of  canying  on  the  inquiry  to 
injure  his  political  opponents,  or  to  avenge 
hnnself  in  some  way  on  the  borough  which 
rejected  him,  by  the  disclosure  of  cases 
which  might  not  be  disgraceful  in  them- 
selves, but  equally  a  ground  for  disfran- 
chinng  the  borough.  You  would  multiply 
the  number  of  petitions  indefinitely ;  you 
would  enormously  increase  the  expense  to 
which  the  public  would  be  put ;  you  would 
enable  each  person  to  prosecute  his  own 
private  wrongs  at  the  expense  of  the  public, 
and  the  extent  to  which  the  investigation 
would  be  carried  would  be  almost  unli- 
mited. I  do  not  by  any  means  pretend  to 
say  that  where  a  strong  primd  facte  case 
of  mupicion  exists,  and  where  gross  crime 
has  occurred  in  any  borough,  that  an  in- 
vestigation may  not  rightly  and  properly 
be  ordered  by  the  House  into  the  circum- 
stances  affecting  bribery  ;  but  it  is  desurable 
not  to  mix  up  the  question  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  contested  right  to  a  seat  between 
A  and  B^-not  to  mix  it  up  with  the  private 
interests  of  the  parties  seeking  or  defending 
the  seat^  and  therefore  I  thuk  that  great 


caution  should  be  observed  in  introducing 
a  measure  authorising  election  committees 
to  go  beyond  their  proper  functions  (which 
are  to  decide  on  the  validity  of  the  claims 
to  a  seat),  and  thus  making  the  candidates 
seeking  a  seat  public  prosecutors,  or  en- 
gaging the  public  in  every  case  where  the 
candidate  might  say  that  it  was  the  in- 
terest of  the  public  to  interfere.  That  is 
my  objection  to  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  is  not  an  objection  to  in- 
quiry;  but  I  wish  that,  previous  to  inquiry, 
we  should  have  definite  allegations,  founded 
on  parliamentary  grounds,  on  which  to 
proceed,  and  that  the  investigation,  how- 
ever carried  on  by  the  committee,  however 
constituted,  should  be  limited  to  those  alle- 
gations, which,  being  once  known  to  the 
House,  the  committee  would  know  how  to 
solve  the  difficulty. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  the  matter  under  dis- 
cussion was  curtailed  to  a  very  simple 
question.  It  appeared  to  be  the  almost 
universal  feeling  of  the  House,  that  pro- 
vided the  inquiry  were  properly  conducted, 
and  fit  matter  for  consideration  were 
brought  forward,  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
House  to  order  the  inquiry  to  go  on. 
Every  body  admitted  that  a  very  great 
evil  existed;  and  where  a  great  evil 
existed,  they  should  take  care  that  the 
remedy  should  be  efficient ;  at  the  same 
time  they  should  not  be  too  scrupulous 
with  respect  to  its  application.  He  did 
say,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had 
not  been  specific  in  his  allegations,  (and  if 
he  might  use  the  phrase)  in  his  indictment 
he  had  not  sufficiently  laid  his  charges. 
That  was  the  suggestion  of  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  But  let  them 
take  care  that  any  contest  about  the  dis- 
tinctness of  the  speech  and  the  indistinct- 
ness of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  should  not  prevent  them  losing 
sight  of  the  main  object,  namely,  as- 
certaining the  real  facu.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  been  told,  that  if  he 
stated  in  that  House  what  amounted  to  a 
breach  of  privilege,  he  would  then  have  a 
right  to  make  a  motion  for  a  committee  of 
inquiry,  founded  on  his  own  allegation. 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  last  spoken  said 
he  did  not  think  sufficient  grounds  for  such 
a  motion  had  been  laid.  [Lord  Stanley : 
C  complained  that  I  did  not  know  what 
we  were  going  to  inquire  into.]  Then 
the  noble  Lord  could  not  have  attended 
to  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  with  that  atteDt^o|,igh(ci,(^g^ 
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and  learned  Friend  deserved.  He  ad- 
mittedy  at  once,  that  there  was  a  want  of 
dutinctnesa  and  speoifio  grounds  of  in-r 
quiry.  But  if  the  hon«  and  learned  Mem- 
ber changed  the  form  of  hia  motion  and 
stated  distinctly  what  facts  he  wished  to 
have  inquired  into,  at  once  the  committee 
would  be  granted.  And  with  respect  to 
the  evidence  of  these  allegationa,  let  this 
be  marked,  that  a  statement  had  been 
made  by  a  Member  of  that  House  that 
he  would  bring  forward  evidence  to  prove 
theae  allegations*  Some  Gentlemen  had 
denied  the  accusations  which  had  been 
made,  others  had  remained  silent.  It  wae 
in  their  discretion  to  remain  silent ;  but, 
surely  there  was  now  a  pHrndfade  case 
before  the  House,  and  there  were  sufficient 
grounds — sufficient  facta  for  going  on 
with  the  inquiry.  Therefore,  now  they 
were  only  disputing  on  a  matter  of  form — 
on  the  phraseology  of  the  motion— in  what 
way  it  ought  to  be  framed.  Why  did  he 
wish  for  an  inquiry?  His  object  was  not 
a  bad  anxiety,  to  give  pain  to  individuals. 
By  the  inquiry  they  were  charging  indivi- 
duals with  doing  that  of  which  many  were 
notoriously  guilty.  Thtir  object  was  not 
to  abuse  individuab,  or  hold  them  up  be- 
fore the  country.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  said 

"  Our  object  is  not  to  strike  at  individuals, 
but  to  get  at  facts,  and  illustrate  the  universal 
system  of  bribery  and  corruption  which  exists, 
and  force  the  Legislature  to  adopt  some 
remedy.'* 

He  wanted  (acts ;  he  wanted  something 
more  than  charges.  Let  witnesses  be 
examined  and  evidence  taken  down,  and 
let  them  have  such  a  body  of  evidence  on 
the  subject  that  there  should  be  no  doubt 
about  it.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Tiverton  had  alluded  to  the  bill  on  this 
subject  which  had  been  brought  into 
the  House  of  Lords.  Let  them  then 
get  at  such  facts  by  a  committee  should 
go  before  the  House  of  Lords,  and  before 
the  country,  and  set  all  doubts  on  the 
question  at  rest. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  if  he  had  understood 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  rSir  R.  Peel),  he 
should  not  have  troubled  the  House  with 
more  than  one  or  two  words  in  answer  to 
his  statement ;  but  as  he  did  not  quite 
understand  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
was  absent  whilst  the  right  hon.  Baronet*8 
proposition  had  been  made  to  the  House, 
he  might  be  pardoned  if  he  went  through 
the  view  be  had  taken  of  this  subject 
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somewhat  more  at  length,  and  stated  the 
way  in  which  he  wished  it  to  be  left  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country.  On  last 
Friday  he  had  stated,  that  certain  rumours 
had  come  to  his  ears  respecting  certain 
specified  individuals.  Those  persons  were 
named,  and  the  allegations  be  made  dis- 
tinctly without  circumlocution— for  cir- 
cumlocution, whatever  other  bad  habits 
he  might  have^  he  did  not  think  belonged 
to  him.  He  had  stated  them  broadly, 
clearly,  and  unequivocally,  and  with  all 
their  requiaite  distinctness.  He  had 
guarded  himself  against  the  whole  of 
the  argumentation  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire.  He 
had  said  there  was  an  argument  which 
pressed  upon  him  strongly,  and  he  was 
prepared  to  evade  that  argument  by  the 
facts  which  he  had  laid  it  down.  He  said, 
he  should  suppose  a  compromise  being 
made  precisely  under  the  circumstances  he 
had  stated ;  but  the  caaes  which  he  was 
about  to  lay  before  the  House  were  not  of 
that  deacription.  First,  there  was  the  case 
of  Nottingham,  in  which  money  had  been 
paid  down  to  avoid  the  investigation  of 
the  committee  respecting  the  bribery  al- 
leged to  have  taken  place.  Then  there 
was  the  case  of  Reading,  where  a  bond 
was  entered  into,  that  one  of  the  candi- 
dates  should  vacate  his  seat  after  the  de- 
termination of  the  committee.  Then  there 
were  the  cases  of  Lewes,  and  of  Penryn, 
and  of  Harwich,  where  arrangements  had 
been  entered  into  to  avoid  investigation  as 
to  the  bribery  said  to  have  prevailed. 
There  was  the  case  of  Lewes,  in  which  he 
had  put  it  to  his  friend  distinctly,  whether 
the  investigation  had  not  been  withdrawn 
from  the  committee  under  the  strict  know- 
ledge that  if  the  investigation  went  on 
bribery  would  have  been  proved.  That 
was  his  charge;— that  had  been  his 
indictment.  In  the  charges  which  he 
had  brought  forward  he  had  been  ex- 
tremely deairous  of  giving  no  man  pain,  bat 
the  system  he  desired  to  brand  as  deeply 
as  he  could.  He  would  now,  with  M  due 
respect  for  the  objections  of  the  nobh 
Lord  (Stanley)  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Montgomeryshire,  call  their  attention 
to  the  case  of  the  Shepherds.  They  bad 
been  charged  with  bribery.  The  noUe 
Lord  was  fearful  lest  there  should  appear 
on  the  journals  a  vague  charge.  What 
appeared  in  the  jonrnais  of  the  House  on 
the  13th  of  February,  1700  :— 
^  The  House  being  informed  that  Samuel 
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Shepherd,  Esq.,  hath  been  guilty  of  bribery  at 
several  elections,  in  order  to  procure  Members 
to  be  elected  for  Parliament^  on  vrhicb  Mr, 
Shepherd  being  heard  in  his  place«  persisting 
in  his  innocency — resolved,  that  the  matter  of 
the  charge  be  heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House." 

TbcD,  what  bad  he  stated  ?  What  was 
bit  charge?  What  would  appear?  He 
would  now  make  another  distioctiop.  The 
right  hoD.  Member  for  Montgomeryshire 
was  aware  of  the  dietinction  betweenor  al 
and  written  charges  in  that  House  A 
Member  in  his  place  in  that  House  might 
make  charges  orally.  He  had  done  so. 
It  WM  not  his  business  to  have  it  taken 
down.  He  bad  made  the  charge,  and  on 
that  charge  he  had  moved  for  a  committee 
of  privilege.  He  said  that  it  was  precisely 
within  the  proceedings,  the  declared  pro- 
ceedings, of  that  House.  All  he  wished 
was  to  guard  himself  from  the  imputation 
of  having  rushed  hastily  into  a  proceeding 
sot  10  accordance  with  the  regular  pro- 
ceedings of  that  House.  He  was  per- 
fectly ready  to  adopt  any  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding which  should  give  him  what  he 
asked ;  and  be  asked  the  right  hoo.  Ba- 
ronet if  he  would  grant  him  this,  if  he 
moved  a  resolution — 

**  To  inquire  into  a  charge  of  corruption 
respeettog  the  boroughs  of  Reading,  Notting- 
ham, Lewes,  Falmouth,  and  Harwich,  if  it 
were  brought," 

Alleging  the  natnre  of  the  charge,  which 
was  this — that  in  each  and  all  of  those 
boroughs  there  had  been  a  corrupt  com- 
promise  to  prevent  an  investigation  into 
the  bribery  practised  at  the  elections. 
They  would  mark  the  definition  of  that. 
He  fixed  the  parties — he  fixed  the  charge 
and  the  nature  of  it-— he  fixed  the  places ; 
there  could  be  no  doubt  about  this.  He 
did  not  wish  to  name  any  party,  for  then 
it  might  appear  that  he  was  influenced  by 
penonal  motives.  He  wanted  to  avoid  all 
appearance  of  personal  investigation ;  he 
wanted  to  brand  the  system.  Could  he 
get  that?  Was  that  what  the  right  hon. 
Baronet'  would  admit  ?  He  distinctly 
stated  the  places  into  the  elections  for 
which  be  wished  to  investigate,  and  the 
charge  which  he  brought  forward  was  that 
a  eompiomise  had  been  made  by  which 
charges  of  bribery  had  been  corruptly 
withdrawn  from  the  consideration  of  the 
several  committees  appointed  to  inquire 
into  them.  He  wanted  to  know  if  that 
was  what  was  wanted?  He  wanted  to 
kflow  what  fiirther  he  could  do?    The 


noble  Lord  said,  **  I  must  have  some 
evidence."  Evidence!  the  evidence  was 
given  on  the  trial.  Was  he  to  try  the 
matter  first  in  his  own  person  and  then  go 
before  the  committee?  What  could  he 
do  but  make  the  charge  ?  He  had  given 
the  whole  charge ;  surely  words  definitely 
spoken  could  not  be  misunderstood.  The 
places  he  wished  to  be  inquired  into  he 
named,  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  would, 
after  that,  alter  his  motion,  or  allow  him 
now  to  make  that  amendment  in  his  own 
motion,  he  was  quite  ready  to  make  it. 
[CheeraJl  He  hoped  that  that  cheer  meant 
assent ;  for  he  must  say  that  he  was  startled 
by  some  of  the  things  which  he  had 
heard  that  evening.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Palmerston)  said  that  his  charge  was  too 
narrow—- that  it  ought  to  sweep  the  whole 
wide  range  of  this  marvellous  corruption. 
Hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  said,  that  a  committee  so  appointed 
by  his  motion  would  have  a  roving  com- 
mission. There  was  no  pleasing  them. 
He  was  in  the  unfortunate  position  of  one 
man  whipping  another — hit  them  where 
he  would  he  could  not  please  them.  He 
wanted  to  steer  clear  of  both  objections. 
He  did  not  want  a  roving  commission,  for 
he  named  places.  He  did  not  want  to 
scatter  charges  indiscriminately  for  be 
named  circumstances.  He  asked,  then, 
for  the  unanimous  consent  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  his  motion.  But  let  him  not  be 
misunderstood ;  for  the  well-working  of 
the  committee  it  must  have  full  powers 
and  a  bill  of  indemnity  for  that  purpose 
should  be  immediately  passed.  For  that 
bill  of  indemnity  he  should  move  in  that 
House.  They  could  not  stir  a  step  with- 
out it.  Any  lawyer  knew  how  to  draw 
that  bill.  He  would,  if  necessary,  propose 
it  to-morrow ;  it  could  be  passed  in  three 
days,  and  be  sent  up  to  the  Lords,  and 
become  law  in  a  week.  But  without  these 
powers  they  could  do  nothing ;  they  gave 
nim  an  instrument  which  he  could  not 
use.  He  thought  he  knew  something  of 
this  House,  and  he  was  not  going  to  work 
this  committee  to  his  own  shame.  He 
knew  that  the  whole  world  was  looking 
on  at  the  whole  of  these  proceedings,  and 
he  was  not  to  be  frightened  out  of  bis 
task ;  and  that  being  so,  he  said  it  was 
clearly  understood  that  such  were  the  in- 
tentions of  the  House  (if  it  be  the  desire 
of  the  House  to  probe  to  the  bottom  this 
festering  wound)  to  put  that  probe  into 
his  hands,  and  to  the  bottom  of  its  nasti* 
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ness  would  he  drive  it.  With  the  consent 
of  the  House  he  would  withdraw  the  pre- 
sent motion,  and  alter,  and  state  in  terms 
the  cases  into  which  he  begged  leave  to 
have  the  inquiry  directed.  He  would  state 
the  charges  in  the  terms  he  had  already 
mentioned;  and,  having  done  so,  he 
hoped  to  have  the  unanimous  support  of 
the  House. 

Sir  T,  D.  Acland  said,  he  would  not 
detain  the  House  one  moment,  but  with 
reference  to  the  alteration  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  about  to  make 
in  his  motion,  in  order  to  specify  more 
distinctly  the  cases  which  he  and  others 
thought  fit  subjects  for  solemn  investi- 
gation, he  desired  to  except  one  which 
appeared  to  him  to  rest  upon  entirely  dif- 
ferent grounds  from  the  others— he  meant 
the  case  of  Lewes.    In  that  case  the  party 
before  the  proper  tribunal,  being  the  best 
judge,  both  of  the  force  of  the  attack,  and 
of  his  own  means  of  defence,  had  come  to 
the  conclusion,  that  he  could  no  longer 
maintain  the  contest,  and  having  there- 
fore allowed  the  judgment  of  the  com- 
mittee to  be  given  against  him,  had  not  at- 
tempted to  vitiate  that  judgment.     He  did 
not  understand  that  any  charge  was  made 
against  the  petitioner  in  the  Lewes  case, 
or  that  the  unsuccessful  sitting  Member 
had  any  intention  of  not  abiding  by  the 
judgment  of  the  tribunal  to  which  the 
matter  had  been  referred.     But  in  the 
other  cases  to  which  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  reference 
he  believed  the  parties  came  to  the  tri- 
bunal and  asked  its  judgment,  but  in  the 
mean  time  had  entered  into  and  accepted 
an  agreement  by  which  it  was  arranged 
that  the  judgment  to  be  given  should  not 
be  executed.      This  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  mode  of  dealing  with  a  court  of  jus- 
tice, which  any  court  would  do  well,  if  it 
had  the  means  to  inquire  into,  and  re- 
dress.  He  repeated,  that  he  thought  there 
was  a  distinction  between  the  Lewes  case 
and  the  rest.      In  one  of  the  cases  he 
alluded  to — Nottingham — the  agreement 
had  already  taken  effect,  and  the  sentence 
passed  by  the  committee  in  the  morning 
had  been  upset  by  the  parties  the  same 
night.      A    similar  condition  had   been 
made  in  the  Falmouth   and  two   other 
cases,  for  though  the  charge  had  neither 
been  admitted  or  denied,  yet  it  was  un- 
derstood that  the  same  sort  of  arrange- 
ment had  been  made,  and  agreed  to.    The 
effect  of  those  arreDgementf,WM  not  merely 
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to  conceal  that  which  he  feared  the  House 
had  taken  but  very  ineffectual  means  of 
inquiring  into,  viz.,  bribery,  but  to  say  that 
the  judgments  which  have  been  granted 
shall  not  take  effect.  He  thought  those 
cases  fair  subjects  for  inquiry;  but  he 
suggested  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  leave  out  of  his  category 
the  case  of  Lewes,  which  stood  upon  en- 
tirely different  grounds. 

Original  motion  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Roebuck  moved  the  following  reso- 
lution :— 

*'  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  in  the  case  of  the  election  pe- 
titions presented  to  the  House  from  R^ing, 
Nottingham,  Harwich,  Lewes,  and  Falmouth, 
there  have  not  been  corrupt  compromises  en- 
tered into  for  the  purpose  of  withdrawing 
from  the  investigation  of  the  committees  ap- 
pointed to  try  the  merits  of  those  several  peti- 
tions, the  gross  bribery  practised  at  those 
elections  r 

Sir  G,  Qrey  suggested  that  in  point  of 
form  it  would  be  well,  and  certainly  more 
regular^  to  set  forth  in  the  terms  of  the 
resolution  that  it  having  been  stated  by 
an  hon.  Member  that  he  had  heard  these 
compromises  alleged  and  so  forth.  There 
was  another  suggestion  also  he  had  to 
make  in  consequence  of  no  committee 
having,  in  fact,  been  appointed  to  try  the 
merits  of  the  petition  from  that  place,  and, 
therefore,  the  terms  of  the  motion,  as  it 
stood,  would  not  reach  that  case. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said^  he  had  drawn  up 
the  motion  in  a  hurry,  as  the  House  had 
seen,  and  therefore  be  hoped  to  be  excused 
for  any  oversight.  He  had  no  objection 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  with  respect  to 
the  addition  of  the  words,  ''  it  having 
been  stated  by  an  hon«  Member  in  his 
place  that  certain  corrupt  practices  had 
come  to  his  ears  and  so  on  ;**  neither  had 
he  any  objection  to  add  further,  that  be 
believed  that  statement.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  drew  up  an  amended  re- 
solution and  withdrew  the  former  motion. 

The  Speaker  then  put  the  second  amend- 
ed resolution  as  follows : 

**  That  the  House  having  been  informed  by 
an  hon.  Member,  that  he  has  heard  and  be- 
lieved that  in  the  cases  of  the  election  peti- 
tions presented  to  the  House  from  Harwich, 
Nottingham,  Reading,  Lewes,  and  Falmouth, 
certain  corrupt  compromises  had  been  entered 
into  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  investigation 
of  the  bribery  alleged  to  have  been  practised 
at  the  elections  for  the  said  towns,  a  select 
cofflmittee  be  appointed  to  inquire  whethe? 
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such  compromises  had  been  entered  into,  and 
whether  sach  bribery  had  taken  place  in  the 
aforesaid  towns  ?'' 

Sir  72.  Peel  soggested  one  alteration  in 
the  terms  of  the  motion —the  words  ought 
to  be  "  charges  of  bribery." 

Mr*  Roebuck  said,  the  adoption  of  the 
word  '*  charges"  would  prevent  him  (as 
the  charges  of  bribery  were  all  one  side— 
that  of  the  petitioners  in  each  case)  from 
having  the  inquiry  as  wide  as  he  desired. 
His  plan  was  to  cover  both  sides. 

Mr.  Neeld  said,  that  as  a  Member  of 
the  Lewes  committee,  he  rose  to  request 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  to 
exclude  the  case  of  Lewes  from  his  mo- 
tion. The  House  would  perhaps  allow 
him  to  give  his  reasons  for  making  that 
request.  On  the  hearing  of  that  petition, 
no  evidence  had  been  brought  before  the 
committee,  either  of  bribery  or  any  other 
corrupt  act,  and  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee had  merely  been  directed  to  a 
scratiny,  and  upon  that  Mr.  Harford, 
who  had  been  in  a  majority  was,  after 
several  days  investigation,  reduced  to  a 
minority,  and  then  had  withdrawn  from 
the  contest.  Upon  that  the  committee 
reported  Mr.  Fitzroy  to  have  been  duly 
elected,  and  upon  that  report  Mr.  Fitzroy 
bad  taken  his  seat  in  that  House.  There 
bad  been  no  allegation  of  bribery  before 
the  committee^  and  he  owned  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  had  not  made  out  any  case  why 
Lewes  should  be  included  in  the  proposed 
inquiry.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  would  withdraw 
Lewes. 

Mr.  Labauchere  was  sure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chippenham  could  not  have  been 
piesent  when  this  subject  was  before  under 
discussion,  or  he  would  scarcely  need  to 
be  reminded  how  unjust  and  improper  it 
would  be  to  exclude  the  case  of  Lewes 
from  the  inquiry  proposed*  On  a  former 
occasion,  one  of  the  sitting  Members  for 
that  borough — his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
near  him-^stated  in  his  place,  that  his 
belief  was  that  the  compromise  with  r^ard 
to  Lewes  was  merely  caused  by  the  cir- 
cumstance that  if  the  inquiry  before  the 
election  committee  had  been  proceeded 
with,  it  must  have  led  to  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  that  borough,  so  flagrant  and 
gross  had  been  the  bribery  which  pre- 
vailed there  at  the  last  election.  Now,  he 
thought  that  the  House  having  agreed  to 
the  principle  that  aa  inquiry  into  those 
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cases  enumerated  in  the  motion  ought  to 
be  instituted,  it  appeared  to  him  that  to 
exclude  Lewes  (which  was  really  the 
strongest  case)  would  be  to  do  a  great 
injustice.  He  should  only  say  further, 
that  he  was  extremely  glad  the  motion 
was  now  in  such  a  form  that  he  was  able 
to  give  it  his  support.  He  had  felt  with 
his  noble  friends  the  Member  for  Tiverton 
(Lord  Palmerston)  and  the  Member  for 
London  (Lord  J.  Russell),  that  the  mo- 
tion in  the  first  instance  was  objectionable 
in  point  of  form,  and  though  he,  in  com- 
mon with  his  noble  Friends,  was  little  de- 
sirous of  shielding  any  party,  still,  the 
objection  in  point  of  form  was  so  strong 
that  he  would  have  subjected  himself  to 
any  misrepresentation  rather  than  have 
voted  for  the  motion  as  originally  pro- 
posed. The  present  motion  had  removed 
his  objections,  and  he  should  give  it  his 
cordial  support. 

Mr.  Serjeant  Murphy  said,  with  regard 
to  Lewes,  be  was  utterly  indifferent  whe- 
ther it  was  or  was  not  included  in  the 
inquiry,  but  at  the  same  time  he  thought, 
after  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on 
his  side  of  the  House  had  challenged  in« 
quiry,  the  House  was  bound  in  fairness  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself 
to  include  Lewes  in  the  investigation. 
The  House  was  still  more  bound  to  do  so 
after  the  statements  made  by  the  hon. 
Member's  Colleague,  that  within  his  own 
knowledge  bribery  had  prevailed  at  the 
last  election.  He  would  therefore  press 
upon  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bath  not  to  withdraw  the 
case  of  Lewes. 

Sir  7.  Poland  begged  to  observe,  that 
the  statement  made  the  other  evening 
with  respect  to  Lewes  had  entirely  es- 
caped his  mind;  still  he  thought  that 
there  was  a  strong  distinction  between 
Lewes  and  the  other  cases. 

Sir  J.  Walsh  said,  if  he  understood  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath,  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  brought  forward  these  charges  against 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  in  a  great 
degree  upon  the  notoriety  which  common 
report  had  given  to  the  matter,  and  that 
in  all  the  cases  he  was  not  in  possession 
of  specific  and  correct  information.  It 
seemed  there  was  a  general  and  current 
report,  which  had  been  substantiated  to  a 
certain  extent,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  that,  if  properly  armedj 
be  would  probe  the  festering  wound  t^ 
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the  boUom.  And  he  thought,  ftlto,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qendeman  had 
stated  he  disclaimed  all  party  feeling,  all 
party  views  in  the  measure  he  had  brought 
forward,  and  therefore  he  conceived  the 
hon.  and  learned  |  Gentleman  must  be 
anxious  to  include  all  cases,  from  what- 
ever side  of  the  House  ihey  might  happen 
to  come,  and  whoever  they  might  happen 
to  implicate.  Now,  he  begged  to  call  to 
the  recollection  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  one  case  which  had  excited 
very  great  attention  at  the  close  of  last 
year,  and  in  which  it  was  surmised  that 
some  compromise  of  this  kind  bad  taken 
place.  He  dlluded  to  the  case  of  Brid- 
port  He  was  the  last  man  to  bring  for- 
ward charges  against  any  individual,  but 
it  did  appear  lo  him  that,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  the  case  of  Bridport  last 
year  ought  to  be  included  in  the  proposed 
in?estigation.  It  stood  on  precisely  the 
same  grounds  as  many  of  the  others. 
.  Mr.  C.  Buller  thought  that  those  in- 
quiries would  be  incomplete  if  so  notori- 
ous a  case  as  Bridport  was  omitted.  As 
a  personal  friend  of  the  only  gentleman 
who  had  lost  by  this  arrangement,  and 
whose  loss  in  the  House  they  all  deplored, 
he  begged  that  Bridport  might  be  in- 
cluded among  the  others. 

Sir  K  Peel  thought,  that  motions  of 
this  nature  ought  not  to  be  made  without 
previous  notice  being  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  wished  to  bring  anv  specific 
case  before  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  given  due  notice 
of  his  motion  for  inquiry,  and,  therefore, 
the  House  was  competent  to  discuss  the 
question  of  inquiry  into  the  specific  cases 
which  bad  been  named.  If  they  were  to 
take  any  case  that  any  hon.  Member 
might  think  fit  to  bring  forward  without 
notice,  an  indefinite  number  of  places 
might  be  suggested,  and  thus  the  com- 
mittee would  be  overloaded.  The  words 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  mo 
tion  havin|;  now  been  altered,  he  would 
say,  that  his  obfeetion  to  the  motion  had 
been  a  inrnd  /de,  and,  he  thought  it,  a 
valid  one.  It  did  seem  to  him,  tbat  a  re- 
ference  to  the  hon.  and  lewned  Gentle- 
man's speech,  as  an  historicai  docnment, 
was  not  sufficient,  and  that  it  ought  to 
appear  on  the  journals  of  the  House  what 
were  the  grounds  on  which  the  House 
had  rttMdved  to  institute  this  inquiry.  He 
WAS  quite  ready  to  abide  by  the  case  of 
"£hepiiod/'  which  had  been  cited  by 


the  hoo.  and  learned  Gentleman.  With 
respect  to  the  question  of  omitting  the 
case  of  Lewes,  he  thought  that  the  motion 
was  now  sufficiently  definite ;  that  corrupt 
practices  had  been  charged,  it  was  true, 
was  not  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
House;  the  House  could  not  determine 
which  was  true,  but  they  took  them,  in 
respect  of  all  the  cases,  on  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  but 
if  they  omitted  any  one  of  the  cases  they 
would  be  judging.  They  now  took  the 
whole  on  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  They  ought,  there, 
fore,  to  take  them  all  without  exception, 
and  he  had  only  to  say,  that  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  adopted  his  sug- 
gestion, he  was  quite  ready  to  assent  to 
the  motion.  Still  he  was  not  quite  sure 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  say  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
heard,  that  in  the  case  of  the  Nottingham 
election,  bribery  and  corruption  had  taken 
place ;  be  was  not  sure  whether  the  same 
imputation  extended  to  Harwich.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knew  what 
he  heard  better,  of  course,  than  he  did. 
He  only  wished  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  taken  more  time  to  frame 
the  motion ;  but  as  it  stood  he  should  not 
oppose  it. 

Mr.  C.  Wood^  as  chairman  of  both  the 
committees  in  which  oompromises  had 
been  avowed  to  have  been  made,  wished 
to  observe,  that  in  one  case  the  evidence 
seemed  to  have  been  suddenly  stopped 
short  just  when  it  was  beginning  to  tell. 
Both  in  the  cases  of  Lewes  and  Penryn 
he  must  say  that,  judging  by  the  evidence 
which  came  before  them,  and  by  that 
alone,  the  committee  could  only  come  to 
one  conclusion,  and  that  they  had 
adopted. 

Sir  jB.£r.  Inglis  predicted  that  this 
inquiry,  if  successful,  would  be  the  death- 
blow  of  the  whole  system  which  had 
grown  np  under  the  several  acts  brought 
respectively  in  by  the  right  hoo.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Montgomeryshire 
(Mr.  Williams  Wynn),  and  &f  the  late 
Mr.  Grenville.  He  was  glad  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  adopted 
the  suggestkm  that  he  had  made  to  him. 
He  had  told  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  he  could  do  nothing  without 
a  bill,  and  now  the  bon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, he  was  glad  to  find^  said  he 
would  move  Cor  a  bilL 
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Qaettkm  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  that  a  select  committee  be 
appointed. 

Incoiie-Tax.1  The  Order  of  the  Day 
for  bnogtng  up  the  report  on  the  Income- 
tax  Bill  having  been  read,  the  report  waa 
brought  op  and  further  coDaidereu. 

Mr.  B.  Wood  begged  to  move  the  elauie 
of  which  he  had  given  notice.  His  object 
wasy  to  protect  persons  from  a  charge  of 
Income-tax  upon  a  larger  snm  than  the 
net  amount  of  their  real  income.  His 
objection  to  the  bill  id  its  present  shape 
was,  that  persons  would  be  taxed  for 
incomes  which  thev  did  not,  in  fact,  enjoy. 
No  objection  could  be  urged  to  his  propo- 
sition except  one,  that  frauds  might  be 
committed.  As  far  as  he  could  judge,  it 
would  be  impossible  under  his  proposal 
that  any  frauds  could  be  effected.  He 
threw  the  whole  responsibility  on  the 
commissioners,  and  if  there  was  an  al- 
leged kws,  it  would  be  for  them  to  ascer- 
tain the  loss.  It  surely  would  not  be 
the  object  of  the  Government  to  tax  a 
man's  losses  instead  of  his  income.  He 
did  hope,  then,  that  the  Government 
would  take  up  this  clause,  and  do  some- 
thing with  it,  as  he  was  himself  no  law- 
yer, and  confessed  himself  nnable  to  do 
justice  to  so  important  a  part  of  the 
subject  as  that  before  the  House.  He 
wished  to  provide  that  the  account  of  all 
income  shall  be  made  out  and  ascertained 
on  the  followbg  plan,  as  the  case  may 
apply,  viz.  :— 

locome  derived  under 
Schedule  A.  on  lands,  fcc,  ascertained 

and  confirmed  by  commissioners ....  £lOO 

B.  on  oocupatioD  of  lands,  do.    100 

■    G.  on  annaities.  Sec.  ditto.    . .     100 
-— —    E.  on  pablic  office,  8cc.  ditto.    100 


Dednet  loss  sustained  under 

Sdiedole  D.  on  trade,  Ice.,  ascertained 

and  eonfinaed  by  commissioneis  .... 


£400 


100 


Real  income £300 

He  moved — 

''  That  nothing  in  this  act  contained  shall  be 
ooostroed  to  restrain  any  person  carrying  on  a 
concern  in  the  nature  of  trade,  the  profits 
wh^ieof  are  chargeable  under  Schedule  (D). 
from  deducting  any  loss  sustained  therein 
tiwok  the  aggregate  iocome  for  which  he  shall 
he  dMfged  in  other  soheduks  of  this  act.'' 

Clause  lead  a  first  time.  On  the  ques. 
tioD,  (hat  the  claasu  be  read  a  second 


The  ChanceUaroftke  Exchequer  ^M, 
that  if  he  opposed  its  adoption  it  was  not 
from  any  objection  to  the  wording  of  it, 
because,  if  so,  he  would  have  been  happy 
to  have  lent  his  assistance  to  amend  it  in 
that  respect.  But  he  was  opposed  to^t 
because  he  apprehended  its  adoption  in 
the  bill  would,  in  the  first  place,  make 
necessary  a  total  alteration  of  its  pro- 
visions ;  and,  in  the  next,  because  if  the 
bill  were  so  altered  the  object  of  the 
measure,  which  waa  to  raise  a  certain 
amount  of  revenue,  would  be  altogether 
defeated.  If  the  clause  were  adopted 
fraud  would  be  impossible.  As  to  that 
being  its  effect,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
whatever.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
every  man  should  contribute  according  to 
the  amount  of  his  joint  income,  and  not 
according  to  the  income  he  might  possess 
under  the  different  schedules  of  the  bilL 
Now  such  a  provision  was  adopted  under 
the  first  Income-tax,  in  1798,  for  a  limited 
time,  but,  in  1803,  it  was  abandoned. 
The  object  of  the  bill  in  its  present  shape 
was,  as  far  as  was  possible,  tb  tax  property 
in  the  first  hands  to  which  it  belonged, 
and  to  keep  out  of  sight  the  real  available 
income  of  the  party,  and,  that  being  the 
case,  it  would  be  impossible,  without  an 
entire  alteration  of  the  form  of  the  bill, 
to  adopt  the  proposed  provision.  It  was 
abandoned  in  1803,  because,  under  the 
Income-tax  under  which  the  power  the 
proposed  clause  contained  was  given,  it 
was  found  that  it  led  to  an  evasion  of  tiie 
tax  to  a  degree  almost  beyond  belief.  For 
instance,  in  1801,  three  years  after  the 
original  Income-tax  had  been  in  operation, 
which  contained  the  principle  of  the  hon. 
Member's  proposal,  though  the  rate  of 
the  tax  waa  at  10  per  cent.,  the  revenue 
produced  by  it  waa  only  4,600,OOOZ.,  and 
the  frauds  committed  under  it,  and  the 
openings  for  evasion  that  existed,  were  so 
great  as  to  form  the  subject  of  very 
general  complaint,  both  .on  the  part  of 
Uie  press  and  the  public.  In  1803,  the 
Income-tax  was  proposed,  on  the  principle 
of  the  present  measure,  when,  each  class 
of  income  being  called  on  to  Aimish  ita 
quota,  the  revenue  produced,  in  the  very 
first  year  of  the  change  from  the  former 
system,  and  under  a  rate  of  taxatwn  of 
only  5  per  cent,  was  3,600,000/.  The 
hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  one  case  of 
great  hardship  caused  bv  this  principle, 
but  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 
after  having  made  many  inquiiisa  ufo£ 
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the  subject,  had  not  been  able  to  find 
that  there  was  any  such  general  complaints 
with  reference  to  the  losses  which  it  was 
alleged  it  would  cause,  as  to  induce  him 
to  run  the  risk  of  adopting  that  of  the 
hdn.  Member,  or,  which  was  the  same 
thing,  to  revert  to  the  tax  of  1798.  It 
was  an  essential  object  of  the  tax,  as  at 
present  proposed,  that  it  should  produce 
the  requisite  amount  to  meet  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  country,  and,  as  he  was  con- 
yinced  that  that  object  would  be  defeated 
by  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
resist  it. 

Mr.  Ward  supported  the  clause.  It 
would  not  aifect  the  structure  of  the  bill 
at  all,  and  its  only  effect  would  be  to 
enable  an  individual  to  claim  exemption 
in  the  case  of  that  which  was  only  a 
nominal  income,  and  from  which  he  did 
not  derive  any  profit  whatever. 

The  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  re- 
peated his  objections  to  the  proposition 
on  the  ground  of  the  fraud  and  evasion  to 
which  it  would  give  rise. 

Mr.  B»  Wood  said,  he  really  did  not 
see  how  his  proposal  could  interfere  with 
any  part  of  the  bill.  The  course  which 
would  be  taken  would  be  simply  this : 
supposing  a  man  to  have  three  sorts  of 
property;  one  in  land,  another  in  the 
funds,  and  a  third  in  trade.  His  property 
in  the  funds  would  be  taxed  in  one  way, 
the  land  in  another,  and  then  he  would 
say  to  the  commissioners  that  he  had 
losses  by  his  trade.  They  would  investi- 
gate this  matter,  if  they  disbelieved  his 
statement;  and,  having  satisfied  them 
that  he  had  stated  the  truth,  and  that  he 
had  had  losses  under  his  trade,  he  would 
naturally  say  that  as  he  had  already  paid 
the  Income-tax  upon  his  landed  and  upon 
his  funded  property,  he  required  some  of 
that  money  back  again  to  set  against  that 
loss  in  trade.  What  possible  fraud  could 
there  be  in  that  ?  Was  a  man  to  be  taxed 
upon  a  mere  nominal  income  ?  Was  he 
to  be  taxed  when,  upon  a  comparison  of 
the  different  kinds  of  property  from  which 
his  income  was  said  to  be  derivable^  he 
showed  that  he  derived  no  income  at  all  ? 

Sir  R.  Pee/ said,  it  had  been  found 
necessary,  in  the  course  of  the  former 
Income-tax,  after  trying  a  different  course, 
which  failed,  to  divide  property  into  differ- 
ent heads,  and  to  make  each  description 
contribute  to  the  exigencies  of  the  State. 
jfo  doubt  u  exception  had  been  made  in 


favour  of  persons  carrying  on  two  trades, 
in  which  case  the  individual  was  entitled 
to  set  off  the  loss  upon  one  year  against 
the  profit  of  the  other ;  but  to  carry  out 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  principle  he  ought 
to  contend  that  every  man  should  be  taxed 
according  to  his  income,  and  if  he  proposed 
that  he  would  make  a  more  extensive 
change  in  the  act  than  he  imagined 
the  hon.  Gentleman  meant.  Suppose 
the  case  of  a  man  deriving  10,000/.  a 
year  from  land,  but  choosing  to  employ 
1,000/.  a-year  upon  a  farm  of  his  own. 
If  he  lost  that  1,000/.  that  would  be  a 
clear  deduction  from  the  rents  paid  by  his 
tenants ;  but  would  it  be  contended  that 
an  allowance  should  be  made  on  account  of 
his  entering  into  a  commercial  speculation 
for  which  he  was  ill  qualified.  If  the  hon. 
Grentleroan's  principle  were  adopted,  the 
inquisition  would  be  ten  times  more  severe 
than  under  the  present  bill,  for  the  inqui- 
sition under  schedule  D  must  be  extended 
to  schedules  A  and  B.  The  Legislature 
had  been  formerly  obliged  to  substitute  for 
the  course  originally  proposed  a  different 
course,  on  account  of  the  fraud  and  eva- 
sion to  which  the  first  had  given  rise,  and 
the  result  of  the  change  had  been,  that 
with  one-half  the  tax  under  the  new  sys- 
tem they  derived  nearly  an  equal  amount 
of  revenue.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
House  would  pause  before  it  adopted  a 
course  which  would  break  down  the  whole 
efficiency  of  the  measure. 

Viscount  Hotoick  said,  that  all  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark  wished  was,  to 
extend  a  principle  contained  in  this  bill  a 
little  further,  and  he  must  say,  that  he 
considered  the  demand  perfectly  reason- 
able and  just.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said,  that  it  would  be  difficult  for  the  com- 
missioners, under  such  a  clause  as  was 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark, to  ascertain  profit  and  loss  in  any 
case  where  the  income  was  derived  from 
different  sources;  but  was  not  the  prin- 
pie  of  this  bill  to  ascertain  profit  and 
loss  in  all  cases,  so  as  to  strike  the 
balance  on  which  the  tax  was  to  be  paid. 
By  this  bill,  if  a  party  had  two  mines  or 
two  manufactories,  he  would  be  at  liberty 
to  set  off  the  loss  of  one  mine  or  one  ma- 
nufactory against  the  gains  of  the  other; 
but  where  he  had  one  mine  and  one  manu- 
factory a  different  principle  was  applied. 
In  the  case  of  a  mine  and  manufactory 
there  could  be  no  set  off,  that  is,  the  lost 
I  of  the  one  could  not  be  set  off  against  the 
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gain  of  the  other,  with  a  view  to  aicertain 
the  real  income,  and  for  no  better  reason 
than  because  the  one  stood  in  schedule  £, 
and  the  other  in  schedule  D.  Tbey  should 
recollect  that  the  placing  the  two  subjects 
in  different  schedules  was  a  matter  of 
mere  convenience  to  the  Government,  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  refusal 
to  allow  a  set  off  in  such  a  case  was  not 
only  contrary  to  common  sense,  but  in  the 
highest  degree  unressonable.  As  to  the 
case  of  the  farmer,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  referred,  the  rule  laid  down 
there  was  arbitrary,  and  adopted  merely 
because  it  was  said,  that  keeping  no  books, 
farmers  would  be  unable  to  return  any 
account  of  their  income.  He  (Viscount 
Howick)  had  protested  against  this  rule, 
and  his  belief  was,  that  in  the  parts  of  the 
country  with  which  he  was  acquainted,  it 
would  operate  unfairly.  They  had,  how- 
ever, laid  down  the  rule,  but  in  the  present 
instance  all  that  was  wanted  was  an  exten- 
sion of  the  principle  applicable  to  two  pur- 
suits falling  within  the  same  schedule. 
The  proposition  was,  in  his  judgment,  per- 
fectly just,  and  he  should  therefore  vote 
for  it. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
tended, that  there  was  no  injustice  in  the 
case,  and  to  show  this  he  had  only  to  re- 
fer to  the  fact,  that  this  measure  went  to 
charge  every  person  in  this  country  who 
derived  their  incomes  from  foreign  pos- 
sessions. Now,  take  the  case  of  a  man 
working  gold  mines  in  Mexico,  or  culti- 
vating plantations  in  the  West  Indies, 
would  it  be  right  to  allow  such  a  party  to 
deduct  from  his  income  derived  from  the 
funds  losses  occasioned  by  his  speculations 
in  either  Mexico  or  the  West  Indies  ?  If 
such  a  principle  were  admitted,  the  result 
would  be  evasions  of  the  law,  which  would 
go,  if  not  to  defeat  it  altogether,  at  least 
to  render  its  pressure  unfair  and  partial. 

Viscount  Howick^  in  explanation,  said, 
that  although  it  might  not  be  right  to  al- 
low deductions  on  account  of  foreign  losses, 
still  that  was  a  different  case  from  the 
present. 

Alderman  Humphery  said,  that  the 
principle  contended  for  by  his  hon.  Friend 
was  admitted  on  a  small  scale,  and  he 
could  not  understand  why  it  should  not  be 
on  a  larger.  Where  a  party  eng:aged  in 
trade  had  150/.  a-year  from  the  funds,  he 
was  allowed  a  deduction  for  losses  in 
trade,  and  he  thought  the  same  principle 
should  be  followed  where  a  trader  had 


1,0001.  a-year  from  the  funds,  and  sus« 
tained  a  loss  of  1,000/.  by  his  business. 
In  such  a  case  he  could  have  no  income^ 
and  therefore  it  would  be  unjust  to  impose 
the  tax. 

Mr.  A,  CJiapman  could  not  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  on  this  occasion.  If  losses 
occurred  under  any  of  the  schedules,  they 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  be  set  off;  and  if 
this  were  not  permitted,  the  result  would 
be  great  hardship  on  the  parties  whom  he 
represented. 

Mr.  James  contended,  that  parties 
should  be  allowed  to  deduct  premiums 
paid  on  life  and  fire  insurances,  and  said, 
that  if  this  were  not  done,  trustees  more 
especially  would  be  placed  in  a  situation 
of  great  difficulty.  He  should  support  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  where  a  party 
relied  for  income  on  a  variety  of  sources, 
he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  balance  profits 
and  loss  of  the  aggregate  to  show  the 
amount  liable  to  the  tax. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Wood  supported  the  clause 
on  the  ground,  that  the  tax  should  only  be 
imposed  on  the  actual  income,  no  matter 
how  derived. 

Mr.  Hawes  supported  the  motion ;  he 
was  of  opinion  that  nothing  could  be  more 
just  than  what  was  required  by  the  hon. 
Member,  for  it  was  only  fair  that  the  loss 
which  an  individual  might  sustain  in 
trade  should  be  allowed  for  in  the  way  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  be  done  by  the 
clause  which  had  been  moved  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  B.  Wood.)  He  hoped, 
at  all  events,  that  the  clause  would  not  be 
decided  upon  without  full  consideration. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time : — 
Ayes  65 ;  Noes  1 1 0  '.—Majority  44. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aldam,  W. 
Barclay,  D. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bell,  J. 
Beraal,  R. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne^  R.  D. 
Bullet,  E. 
Busfield,  W. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chapman,  A. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Gobden,  R. 


Crawford,  W.  S. 

Dalrymple,  Capt. 

Drax,  J.  S.  W.  E. 

Duncan,  Visct. 

Duncan^  G. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 

Forster,  M. 

Gill,T. 

Grey,  right  hon.  Sir  G. 

Guest,  Sir  J. 

Hall,  Sir  B. 

Hawes»  B. 

Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
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Howick^  Visct. 
Uum«y  J. 
Hamphery,  Aid. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W. 
JohnstODy  A. 
Kemble,  H. 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
MorriSy  D. 
Mantz,  6.  F. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
Pecheli,  Capt. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pryse,  P. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Ruodle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scholefield,  J. 


Scott,  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Smith,  B. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Tancred,  II.  W. 
Thomely,  T. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Wakley,T. 
Walker,  R« 
Wawn,J.T. 
Williams,  W.     ' 
Wood,C. 
Wood,  G.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Ward,  II.  O. 
Wood,  B. 


List  of  the  VloES. 


Arbuthnott,  Iton.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackbnme,  J.  L 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
BramstoD,  T.  W. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Campbell,  A. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Chute,  W.L.W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cockbum,  rt.h.  Sir  G. 
Collelt,  W.  R. 
Conolly,  Col. 
Coote,SirC.  H. 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Corry,  rt  hon.  H. 
Cripps.  W. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
D'Israeli,  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Druroroond,  H.  H. 
Duffield,  T. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitsroy,Capt. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
GaskeU,  J.  Milncs 


Gladstone,Irt.h.W.E. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt* 
Gore,  M. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  h.  Sir  J. 
Grecnal,  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grimsditch,T. 
Grogan,  £. 
Ilarcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.  h.  SirH. 
Heneage,G.H.W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnson,  W.  G. 
Knatclibull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Knigh^  H.  G. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lyall,  G. 

Lygon,hon.  General 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maclean,  D. 
Main  waring,  T. 
Manners,  hotd  C.  S. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Patten,  J.W. 
Peel,  right  hoD.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 


Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Shaw,rt.hn.F. 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 


Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Wilbraham,  ho.  R.  B. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Freemantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  Mr.  H. 


Mr.  Gill  moved  a  series  of  amend- 
ments. His  object  was  to  capitalise  all 
incomes  not  derived  from  landed  or  funded 
property,  and  to  charge  5  per  cent,  on 
such  capita],  as  the  ground- work  of  the 
property-tax.  He  would  take  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  his  amendmeot 

Schedule  (A),  Rule  2.  page  33,  line  IT, 
after  the  word  "  limited,*'  to  insert,  *^  Provided 
always,  that  in  every  case  where  the  party  to 
be  assessed  has  a  life  interest  only  m  such 
profits,  the  value  of  such  life  interest  shall  be 
ascertained,  and  the  amount  thereof  be  deemed 
to  be  so  much  capital ;  and  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act  the  profits  to  be  assessed  shall  be 
computed  at  the  rate  of  five  pounds  for  every 
hundred  pounds  of  such  capital.'' 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  op- 
posed the  amendment  as  at  variance  with 
the  principle  of  the  bill. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  proposed  words  be  inserted.— Ayes  36: 
Noes  183;— Majority  147. 

Utt  of  the  Ates. 


Bell,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dalrymple,  CapL 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Forster,  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W. 
Marshall,  W. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 


Murray,  A. 
G'Brien,  W.  S. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Pryse,  P. 
Bundle,  J« 
Scholefield,  J. 
Smith,  B. 

Stansfie]d,W.R.  C. 
Strutt,  E. 
Tufnell,  U. 
Wakley,  T. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,B. 
Wood,G.W. 

TELLESS. 

Gill,  T. 
Hume,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

A'Court,  Capt.  AUix,  J.  P. 

Acton,  Col.  Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 

Adderley,  C.  B.  Arkwrighf,  G. 

Alford,Vttc.  BiiiUie,J. 
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Bailey,  J.,  jnn. 
Balfour,  J.  M. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
BarringtoD,  Vise. 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
BeU,M. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Beresfordy  Capt. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackbame  J.  I. 
BolderOyH.G. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Banbury,  T. 
Campbell,  A. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Chapman,  B. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Chelsea,  Vict. 
Cbetwode,Sir  J. 
Clements,  H.  J. 
Cleik,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cockbnm,rt.hn.  Sir^G. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
ColYile,  C.  R. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Conolly,  Col. 
Coote,  SirC.  H. 
Copeland,  Aid* 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Cresswell,  B. 
Cripps,  W. 
Curteis,H.  B. 
Darner,  hon..Col. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd,G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Drummond,  H.  H« 
Dnffield,  T. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,hon.  O. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 

Serton,  W.  T. 
ot,  Lord 
Bscott,  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  G*  B. 
FeUowes,  E. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G.C.W. 
French,  F« 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Ghidsione»rt.hn.W.E. 


Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.R.  O. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Goring,  C« 
Goulbani,  rt«  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.hn.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  P. 
Greene,  T* 
Gregoiy,  W.  H. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
Grogan,  £. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S, 

Hill,  Sir  R. 

Hillsborough,  Earl  of 

Hodgson,  n. 

Holmes,  hon.W.A'Ct. 

Hope,  hon.  C. 

Hornby,  J. 

Humphery,  Aid. 

iBgiis,  Sir  R.  H. 

Irton,  S. 

Jackson,  J.  D. 

Johnson,  W.  G. 

Johnstone,  Sir  J. 

Johnstone,  H. 

Kemble,  H. 

Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 

Lawson,  A. 

Layard,  Capt. 

Lefroy,  A. 

Legh,G.C. 

Leicester,  Earl  of 

Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 

Lindsay,  H.  H. 

Lygon,  hon.  General 

Mackenzie,  T. 

Mackenzie,  W.  F. 

Maclean,  D. 

M'Geachy,  F.  A. 

Maher,V. 

Mainwaring,  T. 

Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 

Marsham,  Visct* 

Martin,  C.  W. 

Master,  T.W.C. 

Masterroan,  J. 

Meynell,  Capt. 

Miles,?.  S.W. 

Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 

Morgan,  C. 

Munday,  £.  M. 

Neeld,  J. 

Neville,  R. 

Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Norreys,  Lord 

Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 

Facke,  C.  W. 


Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sii  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Plamptre,  J.  P. 
Pollington,  Visct. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.*T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reade,  W.  M. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Rushbrooke,  CoL 
Russell,  J.  D.W. 
Saunderson,  R. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  E.J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A 


Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Start,  H;G. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tennent,  J.  £» 
Thesiger,  F. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trolloppe,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tumor,  C. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B^ 
Verner,  Col. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Waddington,  H.  S, 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


Sir  R.  Inglis  called  the  attentioa  of  the 
House  to  the  proposition  which  he  had 
already  brought  before  its  notice ;  namely, 
that  the  Income-tax  should  only  be  reck« 
oned  on  every  pound  of  income  above 
150/.  He  would  not  press  the  proposal 
as  a  motion,  but  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, would  direct  his  attention  to  the 
suggestion. 

Sir  72.  PeeZ  wished  any  discussion  which 
might  take  place  upon  the  proposition  to 
be  taken  upon  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. — Subject  postponed. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to,  with 
amendments. 

Excise  Duties  Compoukds.]  On 
the  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  for  the 
House  going  into  committee  upon  the  Ex- 
cise Duties  Compounds  Bill, 

The  Chaancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rose 
to  move 

''  An  instruction  to  the  committee  on  the 
Excise  Duties  Compounds  Bill,  to  receive  a 
clause  to  suspend,  for  a  limited  time,  the  repeal 
of  the  malt  drawback  in  Ireland.'' 

During  that  period  some  decision  could 
be  come  to  as  to  whether  the  view  ori- 
ginally taken  by  the  House  upon  the  sub 
ject  was  or  was  not  a  true  one.  The 
delay  would  give  an  opportunity  to  those 
who  felt  themselves  interested,  to  repre- 
sent the  mode  in  which  the  grievance 
affected  them,  and  the  House  would  thus 
be  enabled  to  act  with  more  satisfaction 
to  all  classes  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Smith  ffBrien  was  understood  to 
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oppose  the  proposition  as  one  which  would 
be  greatly  unacceptable  to  Irish  distillers* 

Mr.  Baring  suggested  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  that  opportunity  of  looking 
into  the  whole  question  of  the  malt  draw- 
back, both  as  it  affected  Scotland  and 
Ireland. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  House  then  went  into  committee 
on  the  bill,  pro  formd.  The  bill  passed 
through  the  committee*  and  was  reported 
with  amendments. 


{COMMONS}  Wagu  Commiitee.        380 

tion/'  the  firm  of  Malcomson  Brothers, 
the  only  factory  there,  bad  furnished  him 
with  the  following  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's assertion  in- 


payment OP  Waoes  Committee.] 
The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  appointment  of  the  com- 
mittee on  the  payment  of  wages  was 
then  read. 

Mr.  Ferrand  moved  that  the  Members 
whose  names  were  printed  in  the  votes 
should  form  the  committee. 

The  names  of  Mr.  Ferrand,  Lord  Ash- 
ley, Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  Mr.  John  Fielden, 
Viscount  Jocelyn,  Mr.  Sharman  Crawford, 
Mr.  H.  R.  Yorke,  and  Mr.  Baird,  were 
agreed  to. 

On  the  name  of  Mr.  O.  W.  Wood  being 
proposed,  that  Gentleman  excused  him- 
self from  serving. 

Mr.  Ferrand  had  nominated  the  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  request  of  several  of 
the  working  classes,  who  had  reposed  the 
greatest  trust  in  the  hon.  Member. 

The  hon.  Member  was  excused. 

On  the  name  of  Sir  Josiah  John  Guest 
being  put. 

Mr.  Alderman  Copeland  vindicated  the 
Rhymney  Iron  Company  from  the  attacks 
which  had  been  made  on  it,  and  expressed 
a  hope  that  that  would  be  the  first  Com- 
pany  subjected  to  inquiry  before  the  com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Gentleman  then  pro- 
ceeded to  attack  the  Dowlais  Company  as 
being  mixed  up  with  the  truck  system, 
but  at  the  same  time  be  must  say  that 
there  might  be  circumstances  under  which 
it  would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage  to 
establish  a  truck  shop.  He  had  lately  in 
Staffordshire  been  asked  by  his  own  work- 
men to  open  a  shop. 

Sir  J.  J.  Guest  would  challenge  every 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  Dowlais 
Company.  He  had  never  paid  his  work- 
mea  in  anything  except  sterling  coin. 

Mr.  K.  Sttiart  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Knaresborough  having  on  a  former 
evening  stated  that  *'a  firm  at  Portlaw, 
in  the  county  of  Waterford^  carried  on 
the  infamous  truck  system  in  full  opera- 


^'From  five  to  six  hundred  ^nearly  one-balQ 
of  the  operatives  live  in  their  own  or  other 
hooses,  not  built  by  us;  and  instead  of  being 
compelled,  it  has  always  been  considered  a 
favour  by  them  to  be  admitted  to  occupy  ours. 
The  establishment  of  the  factory  about  seven- 
teen years  since^  having  incraased  the  popula- 
tion of  the  village  from  400  to  about  4,000, 
we  were  necessarily  compelled  to  provide  ac- 
commodation by  building.    The  rents  of  our 
houses  are  indicated  in  a  note  at  foot,  and  al- 
though we  keep  them  in  repair,  they  are  let  at 
fully  30  per  cent,  less  than  is  paid  for  similar 
houses  to  other  owners.    Tlieir  relative  dieap- 
ness  is  evidenced  by  the  fact,  that  whilst  under 
tlie  Poor-law  Taluation  of  last  year,  every 
other  house  let  to  tenants  in  the  village  was 
valued  under  the  rent  paid,  not  one  of  ours 
was.    We  do  not,  however,  take  any  credit  to 
ourselves  in  thus  cheapening  the  rents  of  the 
neighbourhood,  under  conviction  that  our  own 
interest  is  identified  with  the  operatives  therein. 
With  reference  to  the  rents  being  stopped  out 
of  the  wages,  it  was  formerly  done,  and  the 
tenants  would  still  prefer  it,  but  several  years 
since,  we  established  a  rule  that  rents  should 
not  be  stopped  out  of  wages,  but  be  paid  on 
fixed  rent  days  to  a  person  appointed  to  re- 
ceive them.  When  the  factory  was  established, 
considerable  inconvenience  was  experienced 
in  there  being  no  place  within  eight  miles 
where  the  work-people  could  get  supplied 
with  groceries  and  articles  of  apparel,  and  to 
meet  this  the  shop  alluded  to  was  opened,  and 
is  still  kept  on,  but  at  no  time  has  there  been 
any  influence  used  to  induce  the  work-people 
to  purchase  at  it.  It  is  not,  as  stated,  attached 
to  the  premises,  but  is  situate  in  the  village  at 
some  distance,  and  derives  considerable  sup- 

Sort  from  the  gentry,  farmers,  and  other  resi- 
ents  of  the  neighbourhood.  From  the  risk 
and  inconvenience  of  bringing  a  supply  of  siU 
ver  from  our  banker's,  over  twenty  miles  dis- 
tant, and  to  enable  us  to  pay  wages  regularly 
once  a  week,  we  some  years  since,  under  acU 
vice  of  counsel,  established  a  circulation  of 
^shillings  and  hidf-crown  tokens,  which  pass  in 
lieu  of,  and  are  as  highly  valued  as,  silver  in 
the  neighbourhood ;  gentlemen  and  farmera 
using  them  on  all  occasions.  When  an  indi- 
vidual's wages  amounts  to  1/.,  we  pay  in  a 
bank  note,  unless  tokens  are  requested,  which 
is  generally  the  case.  Tbey  are  taken  in  again 
by  a  person  in  the  village,  who  is  at  all  times 
ready  to  pay  Bank  of  Ireland  notes  or  silver 
in  exchange;  the  latter,  however,  is  seldom 
asked  for,  except  by  persons  living  at  a  dis- 
tance. As  already  stated,  these  tokens  are 
equally  negotiable  through  the  village  and 
neighbourhood.  If  the  assertion  were  correct, 
it  would  follow  that  the  sales  of  the  shop  were 
equal  in  amount  to  the  wages  ^^.  Jl^tbe 
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last  six  commercial  years,  endings  the  31st 
July,  we  have  paid  over  100,000/.  in  wages; 
dnriog  tbb  time  the  shop  receipts  have  been 
20,925/.,  of  which  at  least  one-third  would 
have  been  from  farmers  and  others,  strangers 
to  the  establishment,  leaving  for  the  work- 
people's share  say  14,000/.,  which  is  not  one- 
seventh  of  the  sum  paid.  The  total  profits  of 
the  shop  for  this  period  will  appear  by  our 
books  to  have  been  865/.  12«.  ll</.,  a  fraction 
over  4|  per  cent.,  which  we  should  not  con- 
aider  equivalent  to  the  trouble  it  entails,  if  we 
did  not  view  our  interest  identified  with  that 
of  those  we  employ  in  promoting  their  ac- 
commodation. 

''Malcomson  Brothers. 
**  Maxfield  Factory ^  Portlaw,  5th  month 
2d,  1842.*' 

The  followiog  additional  names  were 
then  added  to  the  committee: — Earl  of 
Hillsborough,  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  Mr. 
Beckett,  Mr.  C«  Villiers,  Sir  J.  Hanmer, 
Mr.  M.  Sutton,  and  Mr.  Cobden. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  May  10,  1842. 

MnruTifl.]    BiUA     PuMlc.— ^'  Bribery  at  Elecdons; 
Copyright. 

B^portoi.— Exchequer  Bills;   Victoria  Park;   Knight*. 
bridge  and  Kenirington  Openings. 
8^    and  paned :— Parish  Property. 
Prtwatct^l^  Feny-bridge  and  Borough-bridge  Road, 
t^   £<iultalile  Gas;  Bristol  Floating  Dock;   EUesmere 
and  Chester  Canal;   Pilkington'k  Estate;  Christopher's 
{at  llannen)  Estate. 

EqwrtaL-^Klnglclere  Indosuie;  Huish  Champflower 
Indosure,  &c ;  Gosport  Pier;  Great Torrington  Market; 
Kirkintiltoch  Roads;  Loodon  and  Blackwall  RaUway 
(spedaDy) ;  Northern  Union  (Newcastle  and  Darlington 
Junctioo)  Railway  (specially);   Livopool  Paving  and 


Pnmoirs  PnsgaiiTSD.  Firom  James  Henry  Scudamoie 
Burr,  M.A.,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act— From  Wesleyan  Methodist  of  Meltham,  for  Repeal 
of  the  Com,  and  those  Laws  which  obstruct  the  Exporta- 
tion of  Ei^lish  Manttflictures.— From  Shelly,  in  the 
Puiih  of  Ruberton,  Caaven  Chapel,  Marshall-street, 
Goidcn«iuaie,  and  other  places,  for  Repeal  of  the  Provi. 
sioo  Laws.— From  Huddersfleld,  Truro,  and  Wakefield, 
fbr  tba  Repeal  of  the  Income*tax.  —From  Members  and 
Friends  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  at  Oiloomster,  for  the 
AboKtioB  of  Patronage.— From  Berks,  Henburst,  Dufliis, 
Rothes,  AlTes,  Dnfairey,  Birnle,  St.  Andrew's^  Elghi, 
Urquhart,  and  other  places,  for  Protection  to  the  Agricul- 
tural Interest— From  the  Synod  of  Caithness,  and  Sun- 
derland, tot  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— From 
Wairington,  Scarborough,  Wigton,  Braeman,  Coeshie, 
and  other  places,  for  the  Adoption  of  a  Measure  the 
better  to  secure  Rdigions  Inttructkm  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholies  In  Uie  Army  and  Navy. — ^From  Coventry,  for 
Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  the  Rating  of  Eccleaaa. 
tml  Property* 

Bribery  AT  Elections.]  Lord  Brougham 
craved  tbeir  Lordships'  attention  to  a  sub- 
ject of  very  great  importance,  to  which  he 
had  already  more  than  once  alluded  in  the 
course  of  the  Session  ,t — he  meant  the 

VOL.LXIII.  {252} 


bribery  and  otber  corrupt  practices  which 
had  taken  place  but  too  extensively  at  the 
last  general  election.     He  was  induced  the 
more  particularly  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attention  to   the  subject  on   the  present 
occasion,  from  observing  in  the  votes  of 
the  other    House  of  Parliament  that  a 
select  committee  of  that  House  had  been 
appointed,  for  the   purpose  of  inquiring 
into  certain  corrupt  compromises  alleged 
to  have  taken  place  in  respect  of  charges  of 
bribery  brought  before  committees  of  that 
House  and  connected  with  the  late  elec- 
tion ;  and  also,  to  inquire  into  the  alleged 
bribery  said  to  have  been  practised  at  that 
election.     Now,  the  Bill  which  lay  upon 
their  Lordships'  Table,  having  for  its  object 
the    prevention  of   bribery  at   elections, 
would,  if  passed  into  a  law,  be  of  the  most 
material  assistance  to  the  committee  which 
the  other  House  had  appointed  in  the  pro- 
secution of  its  inquiries.     It  would  also  be 
of  equal  assistance  to  the  committee  which, 
he  trusted,  their  Lordships  would  appoint, 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  a  similar  in- 
vestigation—though with  a  view  different, 
of  course,  from  that  of  the  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons — with  a  view  merely 
legislative — with  a  view  prospectively  to 
amend  the  law  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing such  wicked  and  scandalous  practices  for 
the  future.     He  was,  however,  induced  to 
call  their  Lordships*  attention  to  the  subject 
most  especially  upon  this  account,  that  he 
understood  it  had  been  charged  against — 
he  would  not  say  himself  individually,  or 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack, or  the  noble  and  learned  Chief  Baron 
(Lord  Abinger)  opposite— but  against  their 
Lordships'  House  generally,  that  they  had 
been  parties  to  the  late  scandalous  proceed- 
ings, of  which  all  men  complained,  and  of 
which  most  men  were  now  ashamed,  by 
having  rejected  a  bill,  or  the  greater  part 
of  a  bill,  which  had  been  sent  up  to  them 
from  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
of  which,  there  being  four  clauses  in  the 
biU,  their  Lordships  had  certainly  struck 
out  three.     It  was  quite  impossible  that 
any  such  charge  as  this  could  have  been 
made  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
because  in  that  quarter  it  must  be  per- 
fectly well  known  that  such  a  charge  was 
wholly  without  foundation ;  but  the  charge 
had  been  made,  as  he  understood,  out  of 
doors,  and  very  great  umbrage  had  been 
taken  at   the  proceedings  of  their  Lord-> 
ships'  House  in  the  month  of  June  last, 
when  their  Lordships  made  those  changes 
in  the  bill  sent  up  from  the  Commons,  the> 
M  ^ 
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consequence  of  which  changes,  it  was  said* 
had  been  the  encouragement  of  the  bribery 
and  corruption  so  rife  at  the  kst  election. 
It  was  said,  that  if,  instead  of  altering 
the  measure  as  they  did,  their  Lordships 
had  allowed  it  to  pass  as  it  came  up  from 
the  House  of  Commons,  a  more  effectual 
check  to  bribery  would  have  been  afforded, 
and  a  material  amendment  of  the  law  ef- 
fected. Now  it  was  at  his  suggestion,  that 
their  Lordships  had  struck  out  the  three 
clauses  of  the  bill  which  operation  was  said 
to  have  destroyed  it;  and  he  still  main- 
tained that  it  was  utterly  impossible  for 
their  Lordships  to  have  passed  such  a  bill  as 
was  sent  up  to  them.  Nay,  he  went  fur- 
ther, and  said  that  if  their  Lordships  had 
passed  it,  beside  giving  their  countenance, 
which  thereby  they  would  have  given,  to 
the  absurdities  and  contradictions  which 
appeared  on  the  face  of  the  bill,  they 
would  have  taken  the  most  effectual  means 
that  man's  wit  could  devise,  not  to  pre- 
vent, but  to  protect  and  even  to  encourage 
bribery  at  the  late  election.  It  was  said, 
by  way  of  aggravation  of  the  charge  made 
against  their  Lordships,  that  they  were 
now  entertaining  a  similar  bill,  namely, 
his  bill  which  stood  for  a  second  reading, 
to  which  he  could  not  anticipate  any  oppo- 
sition whatever,  from  any  quarter  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  and  which  in  the  course 
of  a  few  days  he  hoped  to  see  carried  down 
to  the  other  House,  and  shortly  afterwards 
to  find  made  the  law  of  the  land.  Any  two 
measures  more  different  than  the  measure 
now  upon  their  Lordships'  Table,  and  the 
measure  sent  up  firom  the  House  of  Com- 
mons last  year,  it  was  difficult  to  conceive. 
That  there  were  some  few  points  of  simi- 
larity in  both  was  true.  They  were  both 
indemnity  bills.  They  both  gave  indem- 
nity to  witnesses;  and  that  the  words 
giving  the  indemnity  might  be  nearly 
similar  in  both  was  probable,  because  they 
were  taken  from  preceding  acts,  in  which 
witnesses,  under  similar  circumstances,  had 
been  indemnified,  namely  from  the  acts 
passed  in  1834  and  1835,  to  give  indemnity 
to  the  witnesses  in  the  cases  of  the  War- 
wick, Stafford,  and  liverpool  elections ;  but 
in  no  other  respect  were  the  two  measures 
in  the  slightest  degree  similar.  They  dif- 
fered as  to  the  persons  to  whom  the  indem- 
nity was  given,  as  to  the  party  who  was  to 
give  the  indemnity,  and  as  to  the  conditions 
on  which  the  indemnity  was  to  be  given  ;  in 
short,  they  differed  in  every  one  particular 
circumstance,  both  as  resarded  the  party 
indemnified,   the  tribunal    to  indemnify. 


and  the  conditions  and  circumstanoes  on 
and  in  which  the  indemnity  was  to  he 
extended.  The  bill  of  last  year  gave 
indemnity,  not  at  the  discretion  of  the 
committee,  but  universally  and  without 
exception  to  every  witness  called  and 
examined  before  an  election  committee. 
Every  witness  so  produced  and  examined 
was  by  force  of  law  (according  to  the  pro- 
visions of  that  bill)  absolutely  indemnified, 
not  only  against  the  penal  consequences, 
but  against  the  civil  incapacities  and  dis- 
qualifications attendant  upon  the  act  of 
bribery.  And  indemnified  how  ?  and  on 
what  conditions?  By  the  act  of  calling 
him  as  a  witness  and  by  that  act  alone.  So 
that  any  party  having  committed  bribery 
by  himself  through  the  means  of  others, 
any  one  conscious  that  he  had  been  guilty 
of  the  most  scandalous  and  wholesale  bri- 
bery and  corruption,  and  that  he  had  em- 
ployed a  score  or  a  cloud  of  agents  to 
carry  his  bribery  and  corruption  into 
effect,  had  only  to  put  one  after  another 
of  his  agents  —  the  instruments  of  his 
corruption — the  accomplices  of  his  crime — 
into  the  witness  box  of  the  committee,  and 
to  ask  each  of  them  one  question,  which  if 
he  answered  truly  he  (the  witness)  was  to 
be  for  ever  after  &ee  and  fully  absolved 
from  all  the  consequences  of  hia  crime. 
That  was  the  bill  sent  up  last  year.  Its 
operation,  too,  unlike  that  of  the  mea- 
sure now  upon  their  Lordships'  Table, 
was  not  to  be  merely  retrospective— was 
not  merely  to  apply  to  offences  that  had 
been  committed — ^but  was  to  act  prospec- 
tively, and  thus  on  the  eve  of  a  general 
election  it  proclaimed  to  all  mankind  that 
they  might  bribe  with  absolute  impunity, 
and  shewed  them  in  what  manner  that 
impunity  might  be  effectually  secured, 
such  was  the  nature  of  the  bill  of  last  year. 
The  measure  now  before  their  Lordships 
was  limited  to  acts  that  had  been  alreaay 
done :  when  the  mischief,  if  any,  was  over 
—when  the  crime,  if  any,  had  been  per- 
petrated— when  no  impunity  was  held  out 
prospectively*- when  no  temptation  was 
given  for  the  future— when  the  effect  of 
the  indemnity  afibrded  by  the  biU  could 
only  be  to  let  those  who  had  been  guilty 
escape,  upon  condition  of  making  a  dean 
breast,  and  enabling  Parliament  to  discover 
the  legislative  means  for  preventing  pros- 
pectively and  generally  a  repetition  of 
such  offences.  Agmn,  by  the  hill  of  last 
year,  parties  were  called  upon  compulsorily 
to  criminate  themselves — no  option,  no 
choice  was  given.    It  did  not  say  to  the 
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party^  as  the  present  bill  said,  ''  If  you 
make  a  dean  Inreast  you  shall  go  harmless 
for  what  you  hav€  already  done,"  but  it 
said  absolutely  and  peremptorily^  "  Whether 
you  will  or  no,  on  pain  of  instant  punish- 
ment by  imprisonment,  you  are  bound  to 
disclose  all  you  have  done,  and  to  give 
evidence  to  criminate  yourself."  So  said 
the  bin  of  last  year«  But  that  was  not  all. 
There  were  some,  indeed,  who  maintained 
that  this  would  be  an  expedient  course  of 
proceeding.  He  gave  no  opinion  upon  that 
point.  He  merdy  adverted  to  it  to  show 
how  materially  in  that  respect  the  bill  of 
last  year  differed  from  the  measure  now 
before  them.  But  there  was  this  also  in 
the  last  year's  bill^  that  a  party  examined 
before  an  election  committee  was  bound 
to  tell  all  he  knew^  in  whatever  manner 
his  knowledge  had  been  acquired.  The 
husband  was  bound  to  criminate  the  wife, 
the  wife  to  accuse  the  husband,  the  agent 
to  impeach  his  principal,  the  attorney 
or  solicitor  to  betray  his  client,  the  coun- 
sel also  to  give  up  his  client.  Yes,  the 
very  counsel,  he  who  had  been  confiden- 
tially instructed  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  legal  defence— hOi  the  counsel,  was  called 
upon,  whether  he  would  or  no,  to  disclose 
that  which  to  him  had  been  profession- 
ally, and  therefore  confidentially,  intrusted, 
intrusted  to  him  not  as  an  accomplice,  but 
after  the  alleged  act  had  been  done,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  a  legal  defence  in  a 
court  of  lustice.  There  waa  no  such 
thing  in  the  present  bilL  There  was  no 
compulsion  upon  parties  so  situated,  no 
compulsion  upon  any  p^y  to  do  that 
which  was  contrary  to  the  first  principles 
of  £nglish  justicei  either  to  betray  the 
confidence  reposed  in  him,  or  to  criminate 
himself.  It  was  one  thing  to  give  no 
protection  to  a  guilty  party,  or  to  the 
accomplice  or  agent  of  a  guilty  party. 
Their  Lordships  might  or  might  not  be  ad- 
vised so  to  proceed.  But  the  bill  of  last 
year  comprdiended  in  its  compulsory  pro- 
visions the  case  of  parties  who  were  not 
agents,  not  accomplices  in  the  commission 
of  the  bribery  or  corruption.  It  extended 
to  the  solicitor  or  counsel,  wholly  innocent 
of  the  bribery,  but  to  whom,  after  the 
bribery  had  been  committed,  it*  had  been 
confidentially,  because  professionally  com- 
municated, for  the  purpose  of  defence  in  a 
court  of  law,  and  that  counsel  or  that 
solicitor  was  bound,  by  the  bill  of  last  year, 
to  come  and  betray  the  confidence  so  pro- 
fessionally reposed  in  him.  And,  as  if  any~ 
thing  were  wanUng  to  complete  the  gross 


absurdity  of  that  measure  (for  its  absur- 
dities were  even  greater  than  its  enormi- 
ties), there  was  tins  further  inconsistency, 
that,  affecting  to  give  a  complete  indem« 
nity,  it  gave  only  this  imperfect  indemnity 
— it  indemnified  the  witness  from  all  legal 
proceedings,  with  a  proviso  that  the  wit- 
ness in  question  should  have  spoken  the 
truth  before  the  committee,  and  suppressed 
no  part  of  it  in  giving  his  evidence;  so 
that  there  would  have  been  that  collateral 
and  preliminary  issue  to  try  when  the  man 
was  placed  upon  his  trial.  The  last  year's 
bill  did  not  give  the  witness  the  absolute 
and  certain  indemnity  by  certificate  of  the 
committee  as  would  be  eiven  by  the  pre- 
sent bill,  and  which  in  fact  was  the  only 
rational  mode  of  giving  it,  but  merely  gave 
him  the  power  of  setting  up  a  defence  upon 
his  trial,  and  compelled  the  court  to  try  this 
other  issue,  whether  or  not  he  had  spoken 
the  truth  before  the  election  committee, 
and  whether  he  had  told  the  whole  truth, 
or  kept  any  part  of  it  back.  He  passed 
over  the  lesser  grounds  which  had  actuated 
their  Lordships  in  the  course  they  took  last 
year,  and  confining  himself  to  the  points  to 
which  he  had  briefiy  adverted,  he  said,  in 
the  first  place,  that  anything  more  unfit  to 
receive  the  sanction  of  their  Lord^ips* 
House  than  the  bill  of  the  last  Session 
never  came  up  to  them  from  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  or  ever  was  laid 
upon  their  Table  by  any  Member  of  their 
own  body;  and,  secondly,  he  said  that 
anything  more  diametrically  opposite  to 
the  present  bill,  to  which  he  entreated  their 
Lordships'  favourable  consideration,  could 
not  be  imagined.  He  therefore  thought 
he  had  a  good  right  to  say,  that  no 
one  had  any  title  to  complain  of  their 
Lordships  for  having  thrown  out  the  bill 
last  year,  when  he  recollected  what  then 
passed.  When  he  took  the  objections  to 
the  bill,  in  which  his  noUe  and  learned 
Friend  upon  the  Woolsack  and  the  noble 
and  learned  L.ord  (the  Chief  Baron)  also 
concurred — when  he  took  those  objections 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Nor- 
manby)  behind  him,  who  had  moved  the 
second  reading  and  committal  of  the  bill, 
made  no  kind  of  defence  for  it — did  not 
say  one  word  in  its  favour.  Neither  did 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  then  upon 
the  Woolsack  (Lord  Cottenham)  say  any- 
thing for  it.  [[Lord  Cottenham :  Nor 
against  itQ  That  would  have  been  super- 
fluous. He  and  those  who  opposed  the 
bill  had  saved  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
that  trouble.    There  was  no  occasion  for 
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his  noble  and  learned  Friend  to  aay  any- 
thing uffainst  it;  but  if  he  had  really 
approved  of  it,  there  was  a  little  more 
occasion  for  his  saying  something,  if  it 
were  possible,  in  its  favour.  But  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was  silent — ^it 
was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say  anything 
against  the  bill,  and  he  did  not  attempt  to 
say  anything  in  its  defence.  Under  such 
circumstances  he  maintained  that  he,  and 
those  who  thought  and  acted  with  him, 
were  not  to  blame  for  the  defeat  of  the 
bill.  He  believed  that  their  Lordships,  by 
their  acquiescence  in  the  course  which  he 
suggested,  had  all,  as  with  one  voice, 
testified  their  opinion  that  the  measure, 
instead  of  preventing,  would  only  have 
tended  to  encourage  the  bribery  and  the 
other  corrupt  practices  which  it  was  de- 
signed to  abolish.  If  it  were  said,  *'  Why 
did  you  not  alter  the  bill  more  than  by  leav- 
ing out  the  three  clauses  ?  Why  did  you 
not  mould  and  new  model  the  other  clauses, 
so  as  to  obtain  a  more  effectual  measure  than 
you  allowed  to  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
House?" — his  answer  to  such  a  question 
was,  he  thought,  wholly  irrefragable.  It 
was  this — that  the  bill  was  sent  up  to 
their  Lordships  on  the  very  eve  of  the 
dissolution  of  Parliament — that  it  came  up 
to  that  House  so  as  to  be  first  discussed  on 
the  motion  for  going  into  committee,  no 
earlier  than  on  Thursday,  the  17th  of 
June— that  the  dissolution  of  Parliament 
was  to  take  place  on  the  22d,  the  Tuesday 
following — that  even  to  make  the  one 
change  which  was  effected  in  it,  namely, 
the  striking  out  of  the  three  clauses,  it  was 
necessary  to  make  the  alteration,  not  in 
the  ordinary  and  usual  course,  in  the  com- 
mittee, but  upon  bringing  up  of  the  report 
— that  less  regular  course  being  resorted 
to  in  order  to  save  a  day^and  finally,  and 
in  a  word  that  it  was  absolutely  and  phy- 
sically impossible  for  their  Lordships  to 
have  made  any  other  alterations  in  the  bill, 
so  as  to  have  passed  it  through  their  Lord, 
ships'  House  and  have  sent  it  back  to  the 
Commons,  and  received  it  again  from 
them,  within  the  short  period  aUowed  for 
the  continuation  of  the  Session.  These 
facts  must,  he  thought,  be  held  sufficient  to 
exempt  their  Lordships  wholly  from  the 
charge  either  of  improperly  rejecting  the 
bill,  or  of  not  having  substituted  a  better 
in  its  stead.  And  now,  to  show  that  they 
(the  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords)  of 
all  men,  were  the  most  averse  to  anything 
that  looked  like  the  remotest  idea  of  de- 
fending or  screening  such  practices^  or  of 


throwing  any,  the  least  impediment  in  the 
way  of  having  them  thoroughly  investi- 
gated, and  if  possible  effectuaUy  prevented 
n)r  the  future,  he  urged  their  Lordships  to 
lose  no  time,  to  take  care  that  there  should 
be  no  other  charge  made  against  them  from 
any  quarter  of  delay,  procrastination,  or  ob- 
struction, in  connection  with  this  important 
question;  he  urged  them,  he  said,  to  lose  no 
time,  but  to  proceed  at  once  to  pass  such 
a  measure  as  should  enable  the  committees 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  to  prosecute 
their  inquiries  in  respect  to  the  practices  at 
elections,  with  a  fair  prospect  of  getting  at 
the  root  of  the  evil.  He  had  not  appended 
to  the  bOl  upon  their  Lordships'  Table  any 
provisions  in  reference  to  what  in  the  votes 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament  were 
called  "corrupt  compromises"  upon  these 
questions.  If  the  other  House  should  be 
so  advised,  it  would  be  for  them  to  legis- 
late upon  that  point.  It  was  their  affiur 
rather  than  the  affair  of  their  Lordships  ; 
and  if  they  were  disposed  to  legislate  upon 
it,  it  would  be  for  them  to  add  such  pro- 
visions as  they  deemed  expedient  to  this 
bill  when  it  was  sent  down  to  them.  But 
in  alluding  to  this  practice  of  compromise, 
he  must  be  suffered  to  say,  that,  although 
he  thought  there  might  possibly  be  very 
grave  offences — very  grievous  ofiences— 
committed  against  the  law  and  privileges 
of  Parliament  by  the  parties  corruptly  re* 
turned,  and  who  would  afterwards  be 
anxious  to  escape  the  exposure  of  their 
conduct,  and  the  punishment  that  must 
await  them  upon  the  proof  of  their  evil 
doing — whatever  blame  might  be  imputa- 
ble to  such  parties,  of  that  he  would  then 
say  nothing — ^but  he  must  be  suffered  to 
say,  that  he  thought  it  would  be  the 
hardest,  the  most  unfair,  and  indeed,  upon 
the  highest  grounds  of  expediency  as  well 
as  justice,  the  most  impolitic  course  to 
take,  to  visit  with  any  censure,  not  the 
parties  who  had  been  guilty  of  such 
offences,  but  those  who  were  petitioners 
for  seats,  the  occupants  of  which  they 
charged  with  mal-practices,  because  they 
(the  petitioners)  withdrew  their  objections 
to  the  return  upon  the  seats  beine  aban- 
doned. He  held  that  a  party  petitioning 
for  a  seat  petitioned  in  a  private  capacity, 
and  not  as  a  public  accuser.  If  there  were 
to  be  a  protection  to  the  public  in  these 
matters — if  the  Legislature  could  not  allow 
the  interests  of  Parliament  and  the  purity 
of  election  to  be  intrusted  to  the  hands  of 
private  parties— which  clearly  it  could  not 
— which  clearly  it  ought  not— thea  the 

Digitized  by  ^OOQlC 


329 


R<man  Catholic 


{May  10} 


Worship  (India), 


3dd 


true  course  to  take  was  to  appoint  officers 
to  watch  over  the  interests  of  the  public, 
to  guard  the  rights  of  Parliament^  and 
preserve  the  purity  of  election.  But  as 
regarded  the  private  individual  who  peti- 
tioned for  a  seat,  it  was  quite  enough  for 
him  if  his  adversary  did  not  defend  what 
he  had  improperly  gotten ;  and  the  peti- 
tioner had  a  right  to  take  the  benefit  of 
his  antagonist's  retreat.  The  private  peti- 
tioner was  not  bound  to  go  on  with  the 
inquiry— -was  not  bound  to  incur  the 
ruinous  expense  of  prosecuting  a  case  aban- 
doned by  his  adversary— was  not  bound  to 
expose  himself  to  all  the  anxieties,  as  well 
as  all  the  expenses^  consequent  upon  the 
proceedings  of  an  election  committee ;  if 
he  could  obtain  at  once  all  that  he  peti- 
tioned for  by  the  retreat  of  his  adversary, 
it  was  dear  that  he  had  a  right  to  avail 
himself  of  the  advantage  so  afforded  to 
him.  When  he  said  this^  he  trusted  that 
no  man  would  for  one  moment  suppose 
that  there  existed  in  either  House  of  Par- 
liamentf  either  in  doors,  or  out  of  doors,  any 
individual  who  regarded  with  greater  ab- 
horrence and  disgust  than  he  did  the  cor- 
rupt practices  which  were  said  to  have 
lately  prevailed ;  but  their  Lordships  might 
depend  upon  it  that  the  worst  thing  for 
the  cause  of  morality  itself  was  to  take 
exaggerated  views — to  make  strange,  and 
fiir-fetched,  and  exaggerated  charges ;  be- 
cause their  Lordships  might  always  be  well 
assured,  that  as  the  general  opinion  of 
mankind  would  refuse  to  go  along  with 
them,  when  they  unjustly  denounced  an 
innocent  party,  so  would  the  guilty  be  very 
likely  to  escape  if  accusations  were  made 
and  entertained  against  parties  who  in 
reality  had  been  guilty  of  no  offence. 
Having  thus  called  their  attention  to  the 
solnect,  he  now  begged  to  move  that 
their  Lordships  would  proceed  at  once  to 
f^jfe  a  second  reading  to  the  bill  upon  their 
Tahle>  and  if  any  opposition,  which  he 
ooold  not  possibly  anticipate,  should  be 
raised  to  any  part  of  it,  he  hoped  that  their 
Lordships  would  consent  to  take  the  dis- 
cussion that  must  then  necessarily  arise 
npon  the  motion  for  going  into  committee, 
so  as  to  demonstrate  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  to  their  accusers,  and  to  the 
country,  first,  that  they  were  most  anxious 
to  throw  no  impediment  in  the  way  of 
these  wholesome  and  necessary  inquiries; 
and,  secondly,  that  they  had  the  strongest 
disposition  to  act  hand  in  hand  cordially 
and  harmoniously  with  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  in  applying  a  remedy  to  this 


sreat  and  crying  eviL  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  concluded  by  moving  that 
the  Bribery  at  Elections  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklom  did  not  rise  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  bill,  but  merely 
to  inquire  whether,  in  point  of  form,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  at  liberty  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  bill  with- 
out having  given  any  previous  notice.  The 
bill  might  be  perfectly  unobjectionable, 
*and,  as  far  as  he  had  read  it,  it  appeared  to 
be  so ;  but  he  was  strongly  of  opinion  that 
the  forms  of  the  House,  as  related  to  the 
progress  of  the  business  before  it,  should  be 
strictly  adhered  to. 

Lord  Brougham  observed  that  notice  was 
not  demanded  by  the  forms  of  the  House. 
It  was  a  mere  courtesy. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  thought  that  there 
could  be  no  objection  then  to  read  the  bill 
a  second  time,  with  the  understanding  that 
any  discussion  upon  it  should  take  place  on 
the  motion  for  going  into  committee. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  would  not  object 
to  that  course,  provided  it  were  understood 
that  it  should  not  be  drawn  into  a  pre- 
cedent. It  was  in  his  opinion  essential 
that  the  usual  forms  of  the  House,  whe- 
ther derived  from  rule  or  courtesy,  should 
be  rigidly  observed. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


Roman  Catholic  Worship — (India).] 
Lord  Clifford,  of  Chudleigh,  presented  six 
petitions  from  Roman  Catholics  in  different 
parts  of  England,  complaining  of  griev- 
ances in  the  want  of  the  means  of  religious 
instruction  to  their  fellow-subjects  of  the 
same  creed  in  the  army  and  navy,  and  some 
of  our  foreign  possessions,  and  also  in  pri- 
sons and  wo^houses.  He  concurred  in  the 
prayer  of  the  petitions,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  attention  of  Government  would  be 
directed  to  the  subject.  He  had  given 
notice, 

*<That  a  committee  of  this  House  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  how  far  it  is  in  the  power 
of  the  Governor  in  Council  in  the  Presidency 
of  Madras  to  afford  that  protection  to  her 
Majesty's  subjects,  whether  British  or  native, 
which  it  was  the  intention  of  the  East  India 
Bill  of  1833  that  they  should  thenceforward 
enjoy ;  and  that  such  committee  be  instructed 
to  hear  evidence  on  the  subject  and  to  report 
thereon  to  the  House." 

It  had  been  his  intention  to  urge  this 
motion  on  the  attention  of  their  Lordships, 
but  circumstances  which  had  lately  oc- 
curred in  India  induced  him  not  to  press  it 
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at  the  time.  He  would  only  state  some  of 
the  grounds  of  the  course  he  took.  An 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  priest  went  to  Cal- 
cutta at  the  time  when  his  noble  and 
lamented  Friend  (Lord  W.  Bentinck)  was 
Governor-general  of  India.  That  clergy- 
man, on  arriving  at  Calcutta,  produced  bis 
authority  from  the  head  of  the  Catholic 
church  to  exercise  his  functions  as  a  minis- 
ter of  that  communion.  To  the  extent  of 
receiving  that  rev.  gentleman^  and  sanc- 
tioning his  ministry^  his  noble  and  lamented 
friend  might  be  said  to  have  admitted  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  on  sufierance,  as 
it  were ;  but  to  no  greater  extent  could  he 
have  been  said  to  establish  that  system  in 
British  India*  The  Portuguese  Governor 
at  Goa  laid  claim  on  behalf  of  Portugal  to 
be  the  head  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
In  Hindostan.  Complaints  had  been  made 
against  his  noble  and  lamented  friend,  that 
he  interfered  with  the  rights  of  the  Portu- 
guese Government,  in  allowing  any  priest 
to  remain  in  India  who  had  not  iM^n  ap- 
pointed by  Portuguese  authorities.  Now 
there  was  one  fact  which,  as  he  had  so  far 
trespassed  already  upon  their  Lordships' 
attention,  he  should  beg  leave  shortly  to 
state.  There  were  churches  in  India  which 
had  been  built  by  individuals  on  their  own 
ground  and  with  their  own  moneys  and 
what  was  the  cause  of  complaint  against 
those  owners  of  churches  ?  No  more  than 
this,  that  they  refused  to  give  up  the  keys 
of  their  own  churches  to  persons  appointed 
by  Portuguese  authorities,  and  admitted 
cler^men,  their  own  fellow-subjectSv  to 
officiate  therein  ;  and  the  persons  who  did 
this  were  imprisoned.  The  magistrate  by 
whom  they  were  imprisoned  was  said  to  be 
a  person  of  excellent  character,  who  acted 
under  the  control  of  Mr.  Blackbume,  a 
gentleman  who  had  been  resident  in  India 
ever  since  the  year  1815|  and  who  had  held 
many  situations,  and  he  believed  there  was 
no  doubt  of  his  being  generally  a  very 
benevolent  man.  That  which  occurred  was 
probably  no  fault  of  hisi  and  had  it  not 
been  for  his  presence  perhaps  greater  cruel- 
ties might  have  been  inflicted*  The  noUe 
I/)rd  next  proceeded  to  observe,  that  in 
withdrawine  his  motion  he  wished  their 
Lordships  distinctly  to  understand  that  he 
had  not  changed  his  opinions  in  any  re- 
spect. His  conviction  had  in  no  degree 
been  altered,  as  to  the  system  of  which  he 
complained  being  dangerous  to  her  Ma- 
jesty's interests  in  India.  His  principal 
reason  for  withdrawing  his  motion  was, 
that  he  understood  the  Government  were 


going  to  take  the  matter  up,  and  notice  of 
a  motion  had  already  been  given  in  the 
other  House  on  the  subject.  He  trusted 
that  the  principle  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Relief  Bill  of  1829  would  now  be  acted  on 
and  carried  out,  and  he  hoped  he  might 
take  the  liberty  of  adding,  that  if  any  one 
person  more  than  another  was  called  on  to 
see  that  measure  well  administered,  it  was 
the  noble  Duke  opposite.  It  had  been  said 
when  he  first  brought  forward  this  motion 
that  he  should  regret  it.  He  could  see  no 
reason  why  he  should  regret  it.  But  it 
was  not  for  any  personal  interests  whatever 
that  he  had  brought  the  subject  forward. 
True  it  was,  that  he  had  withdrawn  the 
motion,  with  the  consent  of  various  persons 
connected  with  the  order.  Having  done 
all  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  do,  he  was  re- 
lieved from  a  task  which  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  pursue  further.  He  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Lord  FUzgerald  said,  the  House  could 
not  expect  that  he  should  follow  his  noble 
Friend  into  the  various  points  which  his 
speech  embraced,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
persevered  in  his  motion.  Had  he  done  so, 
he  should  have  had  great  difficulty  in  ac- 
ceding to  its  terms,  which  devolved  such 
large  functions  upon  a  committee.  But  he 
could  not  help  saying,  that  a  different  im- 
pression had  been  made  upon  his  mind  by 
a  perusal  of  the  papers  connected  with  the 
conduct  of  the  collector  and  magistrate  of 
Madura  than  upon  the  noble  Lord  s.  Blame 
had  been  imputed  to  that  gentleman  which 
he  did  not  deserve,  and  which  the  papers 
did  not  bear  out.  The  preservaticm  of  the 
peace  of  the  district  had  been  committed  to 
him,  as  well  as  the  maintenance  in  their 
places  of  worship  of  persons  who  had  been 
m  the  habit  of  officiating  there.  It  was 
not  for  him  to  inquire  into  the  bull  of  the 
Pope,  nor  could  he  be  cognisant  of  the 
principle  of  the  Roman  Catholic  church, 
that  a  person  not  in  communication  with 
the  vicar  apostolic  was  a  schismatic.  There 
was  another  imputation,  which  seemed  by 
the  context  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  to  be 
made  upon  Mr.  Blackbume— 'that  he  per« 
mitted  torture  to  be  applied  to  British  sub- 
jects. This  was  an  imputation  which  he 
denied,  upon  the  authority  of  Mr.  Black- 
bume and  upon  that  of  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self, whose  testimony  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Blackbume*s  character  showed  that  he  was 
incapable  of  such  an  act.  The  full  infor- 
j  mation  required  by  Lord  EUenborough  had 
.  not  yet  been  received  in  England,  and, 
>  considering  its  voluminous  character,  this 
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I  not  sarprising.  The  noble  Lord  might 
have  information,  for  he  had  several  corre- 
spondents in  India ;  but  the  facts  he  had 
stated  were  not  authenticated  by  any  papers 
before  their  Lordships.  He  would  state  to 
his  noble  Friend  now  what  he  had  assured 
him  in  private,  that  it  was  the  anxious  wish 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  to  give  their 
attention  to  this  case,  as  to  every  case 
under  the  Government  of  her  Majesty.  He 
thought  the  subjects  of  Great  Britain  in 
India  had  peculiar  claims  on  the  care  and 
solicitude  of  the  authorities  of  England, 
not  because  he  doubted  the  impartiality 
and  justice  of  tlie  Indian  Government,  but 
owing  to  their  distance  from  the  seat  of 
the  supreme  Government,  and  because 
their  prejudices  and  feelings  were  not  so 
represented  in  this  country  as  if  they  had 
been  included  in  the  country. 

Modon  withdrawn. 

House  adjoomed. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  May  10,  1842. 

Ifiirimc.]    BiUA     FuMc— P-    Sudbury  DiitaiicUie. 


«•    a 

Arfwlr^l'-  Medbum  ladoiure  (No.  t). 
S*-     IndMBiiity ;   Mutual  Marine  Insurance  <No.  S) ; 
Farmers  and  Gaxdenen  Hailstoun  Inniranoe  Campaay. 
Siportal.  — Ftorth   and   Clyde  Navigatkmi     HolyweU 
Roadai  Yanaoutii  and  Norwich  Railway ;  Warwick  and 
l4«iningtnfn  Union  Railway. 

9*-  and  paMed;—Ferry-bridse and  Borough-bridge  Road; 
FiMTflk^  NatttialiaatloBi  Warkworth  Harbour  t  Be- 
aatfcrt  Nahiraliaarton. 
PSTmoirs  Prssbhtis.  By  Colonel  SlbChorp,  Mr.  Munta, 
and  Mr.  8.  Wovtley,  ftom  Longwood,  Linthwaite,  and 
die  Weat  Riding  of  Yocfc,  for  Uaitiiv  the  Labour  of 
liiaaa  employed  in  Factoriea-*By  Mr.  Ferrand,  from 
Lees  in  Lanoadiiie,  against  the  Trudi  System.— From 
Bristol,  Ibr  an  Alteration  of  (fae  method  oi  Levying  the 
Tax  on  Railioadai*-.By  Mr.  Cuonning  Bmce,  and  Cap- 
tain Pedhdl,  from  Invenryt  Sussex*  and  other  places, 
^painat  the  Importation  of  Foreign  Catties— By  Mr. 
Hmne,  from  Riitepayefs  in  the  vicinity  of  London,  that 
pubUe  Walks  and  Open  Grounds  may  be  Established  on 
the  South  side  of  tfie  RiTer.-By  Mr.  Wilson  Patten, 
from  Lancashire,  against  the  Turnpike  Road  Bill.— By 
Sir  H.  Dooglaa,  from  LiTerpooI,  for  an  Inquiry  Into  the 
Systam  ct  EdoeatioB  at  Maynooth  CoUega.— By  Captain 
Pediell,  from  Chichester,  and  Worthing,  for  a  greater 
amount  of  Protection  to  the  Agrieultnrists,  and  against 
the  Rednolion  of  the  Duty  on  Seeds.~By  Mr.  Haves, 
from  LoDdoo,  against  the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on 
Foidgn  Boots  and  Shoesw— Ftom  Lewes,  against  the  In- 
€aBB»4aKbei]«  extRided  to  Ulerary  and  SdentiSe  Insti- 
tutioMb  By  an  hon.  Member,  from  Lewes,  for  the  Ex- 
emption  of  placm  applied  to  the  purposes  of  Education 
from  the  Window-tax. — By  an  hon.  Member,  from  New- 
faaigtan,forthe  Abolition  of  the  Toll  on  the  MetropoUtan 
Biidgair-Fiom  WIston,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act.— From  Kingsbridge,  Bristol,  Laun- 
eeston,  and  Surrey,  against  the  Property  Tax  BilL— From 
BiMol,  for  Oe  Exportatton  of  FonlgB  Com  in  Bond.— 
From  Nithsdalsb  againat  Altoatioa  of  the  Duty  on  Oata 
'  Barley,  and  on  Animal  Food. — From  Cork,  and 
till  Flabflria  (beland)  BilL-^Fzom 


Searboroughi  Newark,  BtouMgroye,  and  oflitr  plaoca,  for 
Equality  of  Ciril  Rights  for  Roman  Catholics*— From 
Comholme,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. — From  R. 
Redfenn,  for  Repeal  or  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Phos- 
phorus..-From  Castlenahan,  for  Alteration  of  the  present 
ifystem  of  Education  (Ireland). — From  the  Isle  of  Port- 
bind,  for  Protectioa  against  the  Importation  of  Stone.— 
From  Londonderry,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor  Relief 
(Ireland)  Act~  From  Scarborough,  i^nst  Alteration  of 
the  Timber  Duties.— From  Waterford,  and  Kilokennedy, 
for  Universal  Suinrage.-^Ftom  Waterfbrd,  Ballygla«, 
and  Ratoo,  for  Repeal  of  tlie  Union  (Ireland)«~From 
Waterford,  for  Abolitian  of  the  MinistenT  Money  (Ire- 
land)^—From  Cork,  for  Alteration  of  the  Grand  Jury 
Presentments  (Cork).— From  Canada,  and  Montreal,  for 
Remission  of  Duties  on  Proriaions.— Fkom  Timber 
Dealen  of  London,  i^ainst  the  proposed  pbm  of  Admea- 
surement. 

NOTTIKOHAM  REPRESENTATION.]  Mr. 

P.  Howard  said,  that  in  rising,  pursuant 
to  notice,  to  move  that  a  new  writ  should 
issue  for  the  election  of  a  Member  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  town  of  Not- 
tingham, in  the  room  of  Sir  George  de 
Hochepied  Larpent,  who  had  accepted 
the  Ghiltern  Hundreds  since  his  election, 
he  felt  it  necessary  to  state  that  he  had 
no  connection  with  that  town  or  its  con- 
stituency, nor  did  he  believe  he  had  any 
personal  acquaintance  with  any  of  them. 
He  confessed  he  saw  with  great  alarm  that 
a  large  and  populous  manufacturing  town 
in  this  country  was  about  to  be  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  a  foil  and  adequate  re- 
presentation in  Parliament,  as  it  must  be 
shoold  the  writ  for  a  new  election  continue 
to  be  suspended.  The  people  of  Notting- 
ham were,  it  appeared  to  him,  about  to  be 
degraded  by  the  deprivation  of  their  rights, 
without  any  proof  having  been  oflfered  of 
the  delinquency  of  the  voters  to  the  House. 
This  was  the  result  of  the  report  of  a 
committee  of  the  House  upon  a  petitioa 
relating  to  the  last  election  for  Notting- 
ham,—after  a  very  superficial  examination, 
and  disclosures  which  had  since  been 
made  with  reference  to  that  election.  It 
was,  however,  a  result  which  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  attempt  to  avert ;  and  as  no  delin- 
quency had  been  proved  against  those 
whom  it  was  intended  to  disfranchise  to  a 
certain  extent,  he  now  moved,  with  a  view 
to  restore  them  to  the  full  exercise  of  their 
rights,  that  the  Speaker  should  issue  a 
writ  for  the  election  of  a  Member  to  serve 
in  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  Not- 
tingham. 

Mr.  Roebuck  was  very  unwilling  to  in- 
terfere between  the  hon.  Mover  and  the 
constituency  of  Nottingham.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  there  was  no  report  from 
the  committee  upon  the  Nottingham  elec- 
,  tion  petition  case  substantiating  the  delin* 
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quency  of  the  voters.  He  thought  this 
was  enough  to  be  accounted  for  from  the 
circumstances  which  he  had  explained 
upon  a  former  occasion — namely,  that  the 
question  of  the  corrupt  practices  which 
had  prevailed  at  the  election  had  been 
withdrawn  from  the  consideration  of  the 
committee.  It  had  appeared,  therefore,  ad- 
visable to  the  House  that  the  writ  should 
be  suspended  until  some  legislative  mea- 
sure' might  be  applied  to  remedy  the  cor- 
ruption that  prevailed  in  the  borough.  He 
certainly  thought  the  House  would  be  of 
opinion  that  if  there  was  a  case  which 
loudly  called  for  the  suspension  of  a  writ 
it  was  the  present.  There  was  a  charge 
brought  against  the  town,  against  one  of 
the  Members  who  had  accepted  the  Chil- 
tern  Hundreds,  and  also  against  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  still  retained  his  seat 
The  House  was  about  to  inquire  into  these 
transactions — foul  as  he  asserted  them  to 
be ;  and  he  asked  the  House  to  consider, 
and  consider  gravely,  and  he  asked  those 
who  led  the  opinions  of  the  majority  of 
that  House  to  consider  gravely,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  any  harm  could 
arise  from  the  suspension  of  the  writ  until 
the  result  of  that  inquiry,  and  whether, 
on  the  other  hand,  much  good  might  not 
follow  the  adoption  of  that  course.  It 
was  said  it  was  an  abuse  of  the  liberties 
of  the  people,  if  because  they  had  a  ma- 
jority in  that  House  they— not  took  away 
— but  suspended  the  issuing  of  a  new 
writ  in  any  case  where  a  vacancy  in  the 
representation  occurred.  He  admitted 
that;  but  if  the  House  represented  the 
people,  in  whom  could  the  jurisdiction  in 
such  cases  rest  better  than  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  if  they  were  not  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  he  thought 
the  sooner  they  became  so  the  better ;  but 
certainly  they  were  not  likely  to  become 
BO  by  issuing  a  writ  to  a  town  already  dis- 
graced by  its  own  proceedings.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  not,  pending  the  inquiry, 
consent  to  the  issuing  of  the  writ. 

Mr.  Godson  having  on  the  former  eve- 
ning stated,that  he  thought  no  delay  ought 
to  take  place  in  the  issuing  of  the  writ, 
would  now  state,  in  a  few  words,  why  he 
still  held  that  opinion.  The  charge  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
was,  so  far  as  he  understood  it,  not  against 
the  electors,  but  against  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers— that  they  had  made  some  corrupt 
bargain  with  some  third  person.  Was 
(bat  an  ofience  committed  by  the  electors 


of  Nottingham  ?  and  were  they  to  be  pu. 
nished  because  a  corrupt  bargain  might  be 
proved  to  have  been  made  by  their  repre- 
sentatives? He  thought  the  hon.  aud 
learned  Member  would  best  assist  his  own 
object  by  moving  the  immediate  issue  of 
the  writ,  for  by  the  conduct  of  the  parties 
charged  at  the  new  election  they  would  be 
enabled  to  judge  whether  any  such  corrupt 
bargain  had  been  entered  into ;  but  by  op- 
posing the  issuing  of  the  writ  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  himself  furnishing 
an  answer  to  his  statements.  Let  them 
issue  the  writ,  and  in  the  election  that 
would  take  place  they  would  have  the  best 
possible  test  as  to  whether  the  alleged 
bargain  had  been  entered  into  or  not. 
With  regard  to  the  sitting  Member,  to  the 
Gentleman  who  had  ceased  to  be  so,  and 
the  third  party  with  whom  the  bargain 
was  said  to  have  been  made,  the  issuing 
of  the  writ  would  decide  the  matter,  as  it 
would  enable  the  constituency  of  Notting- 
ham, by  returning  some  other  party,  to 
show  that  the  charge  was  incorrect  and 
was  founded  upon  mere  rumour.  The 
question  of  the  validity  of  the  election 
had  been  referred  to  the  election  commit- 
tee, and  had  been  reported  upon  by  that 
tribunal,  and  it  was  not  for  the  House,  sit« 
ting  there  as  a  body,  to  inquire  whether 
the  election  that  had  been  so  questioned 
and  decided  upon  was  valid  or  not,  or 
whether  the  Members  who  had  been  de- 
clared by  the  committee  duly  elected  had 
been  properly  elected  or  not.  At  all  events 
they  ought  not  to  punish  the  constituency 
of  Nottingham  for  offences  that  had  been 
committed  by  parties  in  London  supposing 
that  the  facts  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  were  correct. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kidderminster  was  perfectly 
consistent  in  the  course  he  was  now 
taking,  for  it  would  be  difficult  to  satisfy 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  of  the  exist- 
ence of  bribery  in  any  case ;  but  looking 
at  the  circumstances  and  the  time  at  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  moved, 
on  a  former  evening,  the  issuing  of  this 
writ,  he  was  convinced  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  felt  that  he  had  not  quite 
so  good  a  case  as  in  the  Southampton 
one,  or  he  would  not  have  made  the  mo- 
tion at  one  o'clock  in  the  morning.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  had 
taken  the  more  manly  course  of  making 
the  motion  openly  in  the  face  of  day, 
.Ubough  he  «nuit,^^^^^,Jh^jij(^ig»l 
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approve  of  the  course  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  taken.  He  regretted  that  this 
motion  had  come  from  those  (the  Opposi- 
tion) benches ;  for  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  to  try  to  do  that  which  should 
be  most  inconsistent  with  its  character, 
and  to  take  that  course  which  was  best 
calculated  to  stultify  itself  with  the  coun- 
try, it  could  not  do  so  more  eflfectually 
than  by  adopting  the  recommendation  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  That  was,  that  after  de- 
termining one  day  that  there  were  grounds, 
not  for  an  inquiry  into  the  existence  of 
certain  compromises,  as  was  said  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kidder- 
minster, but  for  an  inquiry  whether  the 
gross  bribery  alleged  to  have  been  com- 
mitted at  the  last  Nottingham  election,  in 
which  the  constituency  was  said  to  be  im- 
plicated, had  taken  place,  the  House 
were  now  to  decide  that  a  new  writ  should 
issne.  The  committee  which  was  to  be 
appointed  might  be  instructed  to  proceed 
with  the  Nottingham  case  first.  The  facts 
might  be  speedily  ascertained,  for  he  quite 
agreed  that  the  writ,  if  it  was  to  be  again 
issned,  ought  to  be  suspended  as  short  a 
time  as  possible.  But  if  the  facts  could 
be  proved,  as  he  thought  they  could  be, 
no  new  writ  for  the  borough  of  Notting- 
ham ought  ever  again  to  issue.  Until  the 
inquiry  had  taken  place  he  should  give  a 
direct  negative  to  the  motion. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  having  been 
asked  a  question  last  night  with  regard  to 
the  issuing  of  the  writ  for  the  town  of 
Nottingham,  he  had  ventured  to  advise 
that  it  would  be  better  for  some  one  to 
give  notice  of  his  intention  to  move  it,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle had  taken  the  course  he  had  thus 
ventured  to  recommend.  If  they  had 
adopted  no  proceedings  in  the  case,  there 
could,  he  thought,  be  no  sufficient  justifi- 
cation for  the  refusal  of  the  writ.  But 
proceedings  having  taken  place — extraor- 
dinary and  unusual,  he  admitted — the 
case  was,  he  thought,  altered.  The  House 
had  decided  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
made  into  certain  allegations,  and  that 
inquiry,  so  far  as  Nottingham  was  con- 
cerned, might  be  said  to  be  founded  upon 
the  fact  that  after  the  return  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  declared  valid  by  the 
committee  appointed  to  try  the  petition, 
that  hon.  Member,  on  the  following  day, 
had  accepted  theChiltern  Hundreds.  That 
fact  had  been  cited  as  a  strong  proof  of 
tb«  iMoeHity  for  io^uiry ;  aod  the  Houid 
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having  determined  to  institute  the  inquiry, 
he  thought  the  issue  of  the  new  writ  in  the 
first  instance  would  be  inconsistent  with 
that  determination.  At  the  same  time, 
the  suspension  of  a  writ  was  a  matter  of 
grave  importance,  and  they  were  bound 
to  interpose  as  short  an  interval  as  pos- 
sible between  the  retirement  of  the  Mem- 
ber and  their  decision  whether  the  writ 
should  issue  again  or  not.  Upon  the 
whole,  however,  he  was  of  opinion,  al- 
though he  would  admit  the  subject  was 
not  free  from  doubt,  that  it  would  be  the 
least  inconsistent  course  they  could  adopt 
to  suspend  the  issuing  of  the  writ  for  the 
present,  and  therefore  he  should  vote  for 
the  issuing  of  the  writ  being  for  the  pre- 
sent suspended. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  was  one  of  those  who 
thought  that  that  House  or  its  committees 
could  not  much  longer  continue  with  that 
security  to  decide  on  questions  of  election 
law  which  public  confidence  alone  could 
give.  He  would  not  attempt  to  do  that 
indirectly  which  he  had  failed  the  other 
evening  in  doing  directly.  He  would  not 
oppose  the  existing  law  by  consenting  to 
the  suspension  of  the  writ.  He  defied  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  to  produce  a 
single  precedent  in  which  without  the 
report  of  an  election  committee  a  writ  had 
been  suspended.  He  ventured  to  assert 
that  there  was  no  instance  of  the  issue 
of  a  writ  having  been  suspended,  unless 
upon  the  report  of  a  committee.  In  all 
the  instances  in  which  the  issue  of  a  writ 
had  been  suspended  a  committee  had  re- 
ported the  existence  of  bribery  in  the 
borough,  and  in  these  instances  large 
bodies  of  the  electors,  and  frequently  the 
Members  themselves,  had  been  reported 
to  have  been  implicated.  In  the  present 
instance,  the  allegations  rested  solely  on 
the  authority  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  who  had  assumed  and 
anticipated,  perhaps  correctly,  what  would 
be  the  result  of  the  inquiry  about  to  be 
instituted.  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  also  assumed  that  the  great 
body  of  the  electors  of  Nottingham  had 
degraded  and  disgraced  themselves.  He 
did  not  deny  it.  Surely  it  was  a  difierent 
thing  not  to  deny  an  allegation,  and  to 
assume  in  the  absence  of  all  proof  that  it 
was  the  fact.  He  called  upon  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  therefore, 
before  he  asked  the  House  to  oppose  the 
issuing  of  the  writ,  to  give  them  something 
more  to  go  upon  thao J^if^^^Q^uasupport^ 
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allegation — either  a  precedent  in  the  parlia- 
mentary history  of  England,  or  the  report 
of  a  committee;  for,  without  meanicg  any- 
thing disrespectful  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  he  must  say  that  low  as  he  consi- 
dered the  authority  of  an  election  commit- 
tee, he  still  considered  the  report  of  such  a 
committee  as  better  than  the  unsupported 
testimony  of  any  hon.  Member.  Unless  the 
hon.  Member  could  produce  such  a  pre- 
cedent of  a  writ  having  been  suspended 
on  the  allegation  of  an  hon.  Member,  not 
on  the  report  of  a  committee,  he  would 
not  consent  to  be  a  party  in  this  way  to 
the  bringing  of  all  election  petitions  under 
the  direct  jurisdiction  of  that  House,  re- 
moving them  from  that  of  the  tribunal 
which  the  law  had  assigned  for  them«  He 
would  not  enter  into  further  discussion 
on  the  subject,  but  content  himself  with 
stating  his  determination  to  oppose  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath. 

Mr.  Wmiams  Wynn  felt  considerable 
hesitation  and  doubt  on  this  subject.  He 
remembered  that  in  a  similar  case,  that  of 
the  borough  of  Stafford,  when  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  that  he  would  move  for 
an  inquiry  which  should  show  the  impro- 
prietv  of  issuing  a  new  writ  for  that  bo- 
rougfi  (which  motion  was  objected  to  by 
him,  Mr.  Wynn),  the  House  determined 
to  suspend  the  writ.  In  the  present  case 
the  House  had  admitted  that  sufficient 
grounds  for  an  inquiry  existed,  for  they 
had  determined  to  appoint  the  committee ; 
it  did,  therefore,  appear  to  him  that  they 
could  not  consistently  with  that  determi- 
nation  proceed  to  issue  a  writ  for  a  new 
election  at  the  very  time  they  were  about 
to  enter  into  inquiry,  the  result  of  which 
might  show  that  the  town  in  question 
was  not  in  a  fit  state  to  be  entrusted  with 
the  elective  franchise.  He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  that 
the  House  should  act  with  great  circum- 
spection and  jealousy  when  the  question 
was  the  suspension  of  a  writ,  and  if  the 
suspension  was  necessary  it  should  be  fbr 
the  shortest  possible  period.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  House,  in  order  to 
mark  its  sense  of  the  necessity  of  re-issu- 
ing the  writ  at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment, should,  as  soon  as  the  committee 
should  have  l>een  nominated,  give  them 
an  instruction  to  proceed  in  the  first 
instance  with  the  investigation  of  the 
Nottingham  case — and  that  the  commit- 
tee should  have  power  to  report  from  tiflLe 
to  timei  and  to  report  upon  that  ease  bc« 
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fore  they  entered  into  the  consideration  of 
any  other.  This  would  show  on  the  part 
of  the  House  their  Jealousy  of  exerting  a 
power  which  it  was  necessary  they  should 
possess,  but  which  should  be  exercised  as 
seldom  as  possible — viz.,  that  of  suspend- 
ing the  issue  of  a  writ  to  any  place  to 
which  the  constitution  had  given  repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr.  C  Wood  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
expressed  the  very  sentiments  on  this 
subject  which  he  felt,  and  in  a  manner  so 
much  better  than  he  could  have  done, 
that  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say 
more  upon  it.  He  thought  that  the  ob- 
jection taken  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite f  Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  was  taken  a  day 
after  the  fair.  It  was  true  that  the  mo- 
tion agreed  to  last  evening  was  without 
precedent,  but  when,  under  extraordinary 
circumstances,  this  extraordinary  proceed- 
ing had  been  adopted,  the  question  of 
issuing  or  suspending  the  writ  had  as- 
sumed a  character  totally  different  from 
that  which  it  bore  previous  to  that  motion 
for  the  committee  being  agreed  to.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  it  impossible 
to  discover  a  case  in  which,  after  a  com- 
mittee had  been  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  existence  of  bribery  in  any  borough, 
the  House  had  not  refused  to  issue  a  new 
writ  until  the  inquiry  so  directed  to  be 
instituted  had  terminated.  He  appre- 
hended, therefore,  that  according  to  all 
former  precedent,  and  certainly  according 
to  reason  and  common  sense,  it  would  be 
preposterous  and  absurd  to  issue  a  writ  to 
a  place  which  was  under  an  accusation  of 
bribery,  that  accusation  being  so  far 
sanctioned  by  the  House  that  a  committee 
had  been  appointed  to  inquire  into  its 
truth. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  supported  the  mo- 
tion, and  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Oxford  University  would  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the  opinion 
he  had  so  well  laid  down.  It  was  a  most 
dangerous  and  unprecedented  course  thvs 
to  disfranchise  a  borough  on  the  unsup- 
ported allegation  of  an  hon.  Member.  If 
there  were  an  inquiry  into  tM-ibery  and 
corruption,  it  ought  to  embrace  every  case 
that  was  known  to  have  occurred.  The 
charges  in  this  case  of  Nottingham  were 
founded  upon  rumours.  He  had  heard 
rumours  too.  It  had  been  said,  he  could 
[i^ot  say  with  what  truth,  that  the  noble 
VL^rd  the  Membefg^,^f|^5^(3g.ondoa 
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— ^he  did  not  knowfor  how  many  places 
besides — had  been  returned  by  nine  dead 
men.  He  had  heard  a  great  deal  too  on 
the  subject  of  bribery  at  St.  Alban's  and 
other  places.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  would  divide  upon  his  motion. 

Mr.  James  hoped,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  P.  Howard)  would  not  press  his 
motion  to  a  division.  It  would  be  more 
satisfactory  to  suspend  the  writ  while  the 
inquiry  as  to  bribery  was  still  pending. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  deprecated  the  refusal 
to  issue  the  writ  for  a  large  commercial 
town  like  Nottingham,  upon  the  eve  of 
discussing  a  question  of  great  commercial 
importance — namely,  the  tariff.  He  would 
not,  however,  persevere  against  what  he 
considered  the  feeling  of  the  majority  of 
the  House ;  but  he  was  anxious  to  enter 
his  solemn  protest  against  suspending  the 
liberties  of  the  people  without  the  clearest 

Sroof  of  delinquency.  He  thought  the 
[ouse  might,  without  stultifying  itself, 
adopt  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Montgomery, 
that  the  committee  should  be  instructed  to 
inquire  and  report  upon  the  Nottingham 
case  before  proceeding  with  the  others. 

Mr.  F.  French  believed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  acted  upon  an  errone- 
ous supposition  in  refusing  to  agree  to 
the  issuing  of  the  writ.  He  under- 
stood the  pledge  to  have  been  not  to  is-* 
sue  the  writ  until  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  should  have 
been  decided.  The  accusation  was  made 
agamst  parties  who  were  not  electors  of 
Nottingham ;  it  would  be  unjust,  therefore, 
to  punish  the  electors  by  suspending  the 
writ.  He  had  been  informed,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  true,  that  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  late  Member,  had  retired  on  account 
of  ill-health.  He  thought  it  would  be 
most  unjust,  unconstitutional,  and  dan- 
gerous in  the  extreme  to  suspend  the  writ 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  he  did  not  know  what 
reports  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  F. 
French)  might  have  heard,  but  all  he 
had  said  on  Friday  was,  that  he  could 
not  consent  to  the  issuing  of  a  writ 
until  the  sense  of  the  House  had  been 
taken  as  to  the  appointment  of  a  commit- 
tee. He  had  also  suggested  the  propriety 
of  giving  notice.  He  knew  nothing  of  the 
circumstances,  and  condemned  neither  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  J.  C. 
Hobhoose),  nor  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  G. 
Larpent),  who  bad  retired. 
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Mr.  F.  French :  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net said  on  Friday  that  he  would  resist  the 
issuing  of  the  writ.  At  all  events,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  must  know  that,  (torn 
the  position  which  he  occupied,  his  decla- 
ration was  tantamount  to  a  pledge. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  suppose  that  som^ 
agreement  had  taken  place  between  him 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  himself  on 
Friday.  He  denied,  however,  that  such 
was  the  case. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  would  withdraw  his 
motion,  reserving  to  himself  the  power  of 
renewing  it  on  a  future  opportunity. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Privileok  —  Maynooth  College.] 
Mr.  Skeil  begged  leave  to  put  a  ques^ 
tion  to  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  fo 
Liverpool,  in  reference  to  a  matter  of  pri- 
vilege, with  regard  to  a  petition  which  he 
had  presented  to  the  House  in  the  course 
of  the  evening  signed  by  a  great  number 
of  persons,  inhabitants  of  Liverpool,  and 
which  prayed  that  an  inquiry  might  be 
instituted  into  the  system  of  education  at 
the  College  of  Maynooth.  That  petition 
was  worded  in  very  strong  language — so 
strong  indeed,  that  he  was  induced  to 
hope  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  not  read 
the  petition  before  he  presented  it.  Upon 
looking  at  the  signatures  attached  to  it,  he 
found  a  long  series  of  names,  many  of 
which,  however,  were  evidently  written  by 
the  same  hand.  It  was  a  gross  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  that  House  to  append 
names  to  a  petition  written  in  any  hand 
but  those  of  the  petitioners ;  and  he  begged 
to  ask  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  had  read 
the  petition  before  he  had  presented  it— 
whether  he  was  acquainted  with  those 
names,  and  whether  he  was  aware  that 
many  of  them  were  written  by  the  same 
hand. 

Sir  H.  Douglas  stated,  that  the  petition 
to  which  allusion  had  been  made  had  been 
put  into  his  hands  on  coming  into  the 
House,  and  that  he  had  not  had  time  to 
scrutinise  the  signatures  attached  to  it. 
There  it  was  as  he  had  received  it,  and  he 
would  leave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
examine  it,  and  to  look  over  the  signatures 
appended  to  it  himself.  His  well-known 
abilities  and  penetration,  he  doubted  not, 
rendered  him  a  much  more  fit  person  to 
examine  it,  than  he  was.  He  knew  there 
was  a  very  strong  feeling  upon  this  sub- 
ject in  Liverpool,  and  he  had  every  reason 
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to  believe  that  the  petition  had  been  pre- 
pared in  a  proper  manner. 

Mr.  Skeil  gave  notice,  that  he  should, 
to-morrow  move  that  the  petition  be  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  of  privileges,  that 
it  might  be  reported  to  the  House  whether 
many  of  the  names  attached  to  the  peti- 
tion did  not  appear  to  be  in  the  same 
handwriting,  and  whether  the  petition  was 
couched  in  fit  and  proper  terms. 

DlSFRANCHISBMBNT     OF    SuDBURT.^ 

Mr.  Redington  rose  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  disfranchise  the  bo- 
rough of  Sudbury.  In  bringing  this  ques- 
tion before  the  House  it  was  hardly  neces- 
sary for  him  to  do  more  than  to  call  its 
attention  to  the  general  course  of  pro- 
ceeding in  this  borough,  in  order  to  in- 
duce a  belief  that  the  bill  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  was  necessary.  He  begged 
the  House,  however,  to  consider  that  he 
appeared  there,  not  as  the  advocate  of  any 
speculative  measure  of  legislation,  but  as 
the  mouthpiece  of  the  committee  of  which 
be  had  been  chairman,  and  which  had 
recommended  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  a  measure  for  the  disfranchisement 
of  the  borough  of  Sudbury.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  the  select  committee,  in  coming 
to  the  resolution  which  had  been  reported 
to  the  House,  and  which  now  appeared  on 
the  votes,  had  been  well  aware  of  the 
importance  of  the  step  which  they  had 
taken— that  the  franchise  was  most  im- 
portant to  all  Englishmen,  and  that  it  was 
a  right  which  ought  not  to  be  taken  away 
upon  light  or  insufficient  grounds.  The 
House,  he  was  aware,  had  always  regarded 
it  as  of  the  most  important  character ;  but 
at  the  same  time,  it  had  always  looked  to 
see  that  its  exercise  was  not  abused  by  the 
prostitution  of  its  usefulness  to  the  pur- 
poses of  its  possessors.  Acting  on  that 
view  Parliament  had  always  guarded  its 
possessions  most  strictly,  but  at  the  same 
time  had  always  visited  with  the  severest 
displeasure  any  acts  which  had  come  to 
its  l^nowledge  of  bribery  or  corruption. 
He  did  not  think  that  in  this  case  the 
House  would  be  inclined  to  depart  from 
that  course,  or  that  it  would  be  indisposed 
upon  this  occasion  to  visit  the  borough  of 
Sudbury  with  its  severest  displeasure. 
There  was  this  peculiarity  in  the  report  of 
the  Sudbury  committee.  It  was  true  that 
«ven  after  election  committees  had  recom- 
mended the  disfranchisement  of  a  borough 
the  Houie  had  always  been  unwilling  to 


take  away  the  franchise,  without  having 
first  ascertained  all  the  facts  in  the  fullest 
manner,  and  the  report  of  the  election 
committee  had  been  referred  to  a  select 
committee.     Formerly   it  had   been  the 
practice  of  the  House  to  receive  evidence 
at  the  Bar,  but  that  course  was  found  to 
be  inconvenient,  and  the  course  had  been 
adopted  of  referring  the  petition  back  to  a 
select  committee.     Not  many  years  ago  a 
measure  had  been  brought  in  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  the  city  of  London, 
for  the  repression  of  bribery  at  elections. 
In  the  debate  on  that  bill  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Taroworth  had 
said,  that  what  the  House  would  require 
in  every  instance  of  bribery  before  pro- 
ceeding to  a  measure  of  disfranchisement, 
would    be    to    be    well  satisfied    of   the 
existence  of  the  fact,  and  that  the  evidence 
required  would  be  such  as  would  not  only 
be  satisfactory  to  this  House,  but  to  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  also.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  also  stated  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  committee  for  the  con- 
ducting of   any    investigation    on  such 
questions,  ought  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Speaker;  and  that  a  bill,  founded  upon 
the  report  of  the  committee,  should  be 
sent  up  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
In  the  case  of  the  borough  of  Sudbury,  all 
these  conditions  had  been  almost  literally 
complied  with.    The  committee  bad  been 
nominated  under  the  provisions  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  own  measure  for  the  trial  of 
controverted  elections.    So  that  it  might 
be  said  to  have  been  nominated  by  the 
Speaker,  who  appointed  the  committee  of 
selection  by  which  the  election  committee 
was  chosen.    The  report  of  the  committee 
therefore  was  the    first    report   of    the 
kind  under  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  act,  and 
was  of  that  nature  that  it  did  not  require 
to  be  referred  to  a  select  committee.     He 
would  now  proceed  briefly  to  narrate  to 
the  House  the  circumstances  which  had 
occurred  at  the  last  election  for  Sudbury. 
The  nomination  took  place  on  a  Monday, 
and  the  election  on  the  Tuesday  following. 
Up  to  6  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Sunday 
night  neither  of  the  candidates  who  were 
returned  had  made  his  appearance  in  the 
borough.     One  arrived  on  the  Sunday 
evening,  and  the  other  on  the  Monday 
morning,  and  within  thirty-six  hours  after 
their  arrival  they  were  both  returned  as 
the  Members  for  Sudbury.    In  some  cases 
of  bribery  certain  corrupt  individuals  were 
employed,  aod  Ae^  «.dyTo;,fj4^^einpt 
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otbera  into  corruption ;  in  Sudbury  there 
was  no  necessity  to  have  recourse  to  such 
measures.  The  votes  were  bought  openly 
in  the  market.  There  were  the  busting 
and  two  public-houses,  which  were  en- 
fraged  by  the  parties ;  and  from  the  Black 
Boy  to  the  hustings,  from  the  hustings  to 
the  Swan  could  be  easily  traced  the  stream 
of  voters,  receiving  an  earnest  at  the  first 
named  place  before  they  gave  their  votes, 
and  at  the  last  named  house  calling  for 
and  receiving  the  wages  of  their  corrup- 
tion. It  was  bribery  of  the  most  open  and 
notorious  character — the  most  extensive 
and  general  system  of  bribery  which  could 
be  supposed  to  exist.  Having  alluded  to 
this  general  natuie  of  the  case,  he  should 
now  simply  proceed  to  the*  evidence  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  how  many  of  the 
voters  of  Sudbury  appeared  to  have  acted 
in  the  manner  he  had  pointed  out.  The 
first  witness  to  whose  evidence  he  should 
allude  was  a  constable  of  Sudbury; 
and  he  stated  what  had  occurred  on  the 
morning  of  the  polling,  but  it  appeared 
from  his  evidence  that  the  virtue  of  Sud« 
bury  had  been  overcome  on  the  night 
before.    He  was  asked, 

«  Do  you  know  the  Black  Boy  inn  ?  Yes. — 
That,  we  are  told,  is  on  the  market-hill  f  Yet, 
it  is.— Did  you  observe  anything  with  respect 
to  the  Black  Boy  inn  on  that  morning?  I 
saw  a  number  of  people  go  in  and  out  there.*— 
Did  you  see  persons  come  from  the  Black  Boy 
to  the  hustings  ?  Yes,  I  did.— Did  they  enter 
the  polling  compartments  and  poll?  Yes, 
soon  after  they  came  out. — Wer&  you  near 
enoogfa  to  hear  for  whom  they  gave  their 
voices  ?  No,  not  dl  of  them. — I  am  speaking 
of  persons  who  came  from  the  Black  Boy; 
did  you  bear  the  whole  or  a  portion  of  those 
give  their  votes  when  they  came  to  the  poll? 
Yes^  I  heard  numbers  of  them  give  their  votes. 
— For  whom  did  those  persons  who  came  from 
the  Black  Boy  vote,  as  far  as  came  within  your 
own  hearine  and  observation  ?  For  Mr.  Dyce 
Sombre  and  Mr.  Villiers. — Having  given  their 
votes  for  Mr.  Dyce  Sombre  and  Mr.  Villiers, 
do  yon  no  know  where  they  went  to  ?  •  After 
they  came  out  of  the  pound,  I  saw  them  go 
towards  the  Swan. — By  the  pound  you  mean 
the  polling  compartment  ?  Yes. — What  num- 
ber of  persons  can  you  speak  to  ?  I  do  not 
ask  you  to  ten  or  a  dozen,  but  in  round  num- 
bers; what  number  of  persons  can  you  speak 
to  to  persons  that  went  into  the  Black  boy, 
and  then  came  from  the  Black  Boy  to  the 
pound,  and  then  went  on  the  Swan  I  I  saw  a 
great  rnany^  certainly ;  I  saw  some  scores  of 
them.'' 

He  was  subsequently  asked  generally  as 
to  the  number  of  voters  whom  be  had  thus 


observed,  and  he  fixed  the  number  at 
about  200.  What  occurred  at  the  Black 
Boy  ?  There  a  room  was  occupied  by  one 
of  the  candidates,  and  it  was  sworn  that 
during  the  whole  day  the  crush  of  voters 
upon  the  stairs  was  so  great,  that  they 
were  nearly  being  broken  down ;  and 
when  the  chambermaid  of  the  House  asked 
one  of  the  voters  what  he  was  doing  there, 
he  answered  that  he  was  going  for  his 
money.  Another  witness  said  that  when  he 
went  to  the  inn  he  was  asked  his  name 
and  a  list  having  been  referred  to,  be  got 
two  sovereigns.  It  was  sworn,  with  re* 
spect  to  the  Swan  Inn,  that  the  money 
was  handed  out  to  the  electors  at  that 
place  by  a  person  who  had  not  yet  been 
discovered,  because  nothing  more  was  seen 
of  him  than  his  hands.  The  same  crowd 
of  people  surrounded  that  hotel ;  they 
got  tickets,  and  when  they  had  got  them, 
they  were  told  to  go  to  a  certain  place, 
and  that  there  they  would  get  money  for 
them.  These  200  voters,  then  were  seen 
to  go  to  one  house,  and  to  go  into  a  room 
there ;  they  were  seen  to  go  to  the  hustings, 
and  heard  to  vote,  and  from  thence  again 
they  were  watched  to  the  Swan ;  and  he 
thought,  that  these  facts  being  proyed, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  men  who 
went  to  vote  went  also  to  the  Swan  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  their  money.  Wil- 
liam Digby  and  other  witnesses  spoke  to 
these  facts,  and  proved  that  the  voters 
had  gone  to  the  hotel  to  get  tickets,  and 
that  when  one  of  them  had  asked  what  be 
was  to  do  with  the  ticket,  he  was  referred 
to  the  window.  James  Bacon  spoke  to 
the  same  effect,  and  another  witness  said, 
that  he  was  told  of  what  was  going  on  in 
the  market — that  it  was  an  understood 
thing.  And  now,  he  thought,  that  he  had 
shown  distinctly  that  200  voters  had  been 
bribed  according  to  a  gross  and  systematic 
course  of  proceeding  at  the  last  election. 
It  was  utterly  impossible,  that  two  candi- 
dates could  have  arrived  on  the  eve  of  the 
election,  and  have  found  men  so  perfectly 
organised  as  the  voters  of  Sudbury  were, 
ready  to  go  up  to  the  poll  next  morning 
in  batches  of  eight  and  ten,  the  leaders  re- 
turning to  take  up  other  bodies  of  the 
same  kind.  Did  the  House  suppose  that 
this  was  a  recent  occurrence  in  the  borough 
of  Sudbury,  or  one  of  an  unusual  cha- 
racter? At  the  election  of  1780,  the 
grossest  bribery  was  alleged ;  but  the  bri- 
bery of  that  period  was  carried  on  in  the 
darkneu  of  night,  whiJe^Wi^re^HUgfie 
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not  eveo  to  concealed*  He  would  also 
ask  the  House  lo  look  at  the  evidence 
given  before  the  commissioners  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the  hand- 
loom  weavers  of  Sudbury,  in  1S37,  in 
which  evidence  was  given  at  a  time,  and 
under  circumstances  more  favourable  for 
ascertaining  the  state  of  the  borough  than 
the  inquiry  before  an  election  committee. 
Dr.  Mitchell,  in  his  report,  said— 

**  This  is  a  borough  to  which  it  is  notorious 
that,  for  a  long  period  of  time,  gentlemen  ol 
property  have  brought  their  iDoney  for  the 
purpose  of  presenting  to  the  poverty  of  the 
voters  temptations  which,  it  was  calculated, 
they  woula  be  unable  to  withstand ;  and 
thereby  they  would  be  induced  lo  give  their 
suffrages.  The  injury  thus  inflicted  on  the 
pecuniary  condition,  industry,  and  general 
morals  of  the  weavers,  appears  to  have  been 
very  great.  Mr.  John  Crisp  Goodav,  governor 
of  court  of  guardians,  said,  *  My  opinion 
is,  that  the  contested  elections  have  done 
more  lo  injure  the  morals  of  the  working 
people  in  Sudbury,  than  all  the  preaching  or 

SrecepU  of  all  the  ministers  of  the  Gospel 
ive  done  good.'  How  is  that  effect  produced  ? 
One  thing  alone  is  su6Soient— i-the  bribery  oath. 
Men  openly  receive  money,  and  yet  go  up,  and 
deliberately  take  the  oath  and  vole.  Some 
seek  subterfuges,  as,  omittinj?  the  word  *  not ;' 
•kissing  the  thumb;'  while  others  seek  no 
such  solace,  but  deliberately  perjure  them- 
selves." 
Again : — 

<  A  general  system  of  demoralisation  is  pro- 
duced by  the  vices  and  crime»  consequent 
upon  the  dnmkenness,  debauchery,  and  bri- 
bery at  the  elections  in  this  borough.  Large 
sums  I  (the  commissioner)  presume  are  given 
at  elections  ?-— At  the  general  eleotioa  in  1835, 
the  bribery  was  much  more  extensive  than  at 
any  preceding  or  subsequent  elections.  I  had 
the  means  of  making  an  accurate  calculation 
of  the  expense  attending  that  election  by  all 
parties,  and  the  result  of  my  knowledge  is, 
that  the  sums  of  money  expended,  if  equally 
divided  among  ail  the  voters  on  the  regiiUr, 
would  have  oome  to  from  30/.  to  35l.  a  man. 
Of  course,  many  respectable  men  were  above 
taking  money,  and  twenty-five  persons  did  not 
role ;  but  if  these  voters  bad  no  money,  the 
others  had  so  much  the  more,  so  that  the  whole 
would  have  come  to  nearly,  if  not  quite  35/. 
a  head,  as  already  stated.  Is  it  not  a  roost 
awful  crime  in  the  candidates  and  their  com- 
mittees, first,  to  offer  miserable  and  poor  men 
sums  which  their  virtue  is  unable  to  resist,  and 
to  allow  the  bribery  oath  to  be  tendered  to 
them,  knowing,  as  they  do,  that  the  voters  on 
both  sides  must  take  it,  and  that  their  perjury 
is  certain  ?  I  have  known  nearly  400  voters, 
out  of  about  600,  on  the  register,  deliberately 
per)uf«  themselves.  Happily,  however,  at  the 
last  two  elections,  which  were  fof  one  Member, 
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in  consequence  of  vacancies  since  the  last 
general  election,  both  sides  have  agreed  not 
to  allow  the  bribery  oath  to  be  taken.  Any 
two  voters  may  demand  that  the  bribery  oath 
be  administered i  Are  the  voters  of  Sudbury 
friends  to  the  system  of  voting  by  ballot  ?  Not 
at  all.  When  the  brother  of  one  of  the  candi- 
dates, at  the  general  election  in  January,  1835, 
addressed  the  electors  at  the  Boll  Inn,  he  said 
to  them  in  his  speech,  that  his  brother  was  a 
determined  supporter  of  the  vote  by  ballot,  in 
order  to  put  an  end  to  bribery  and  corruption. 
There  was  an  immediate  cry  all  over  the  room, 
*  No  ballot,  no  ballot  T  They  saw  at  once  the 
effect  of  the  system.  It  was  ill-judged  to  seek 
to  gain  the  favour  of  the  men  of  Sudbury 
by  holding  forth  such  a  sentiment  as  to  the 
ballot." 

Again : — 

''The  party  spirit  (existing  there)  is  not  in 
reference  to  the  general  politics  of  the  coun- 
try ;  it  is  a  contest  of  parties  amongst  lhem« 
selves,  as  to  which  shall  make  the  most  money 
at  elections." 

In  respect  to  the  general  election  of 
1837,  it  was  said  : — 

"  This  was  a  veiy  poor  election  ;  no  money 
expended  on  either  side ;  but  as  the  men  had, 
from  the  commencement  of  the  illness  of  the 
King,  neglected  their  work,  in  expectation  of 
large  bribes,  the  result  of  the  election  involved 
them  and  their  rkmiliei  in  great  misery  and 
distress.  Such  is  a  picture  of  the  elections  of 
Sudbury," 

He  wanted  to  know,  therefore,  whether 
any  man  could  see  that  this  system  of 
gross  bribery  had  been  carried  on  without 
fully  agreeing  that  soma  step  was  necea* 
sary  to  be  taken  to  put  a  stop  to  practicea 
90  da 
tation 
evidence  which  had  been  given  with  re- 

?;ard  to  the  general  course  of  the  etectiooa 
or  this  borough?  Samuel  Shelley  wa« 
asked,  -^ 

^  Have  you  not  received  money  for  your 
vote  at  more  elections  than  one  T  I  am  not 
able  to  tell  vou. — Have  you  or  have  you  not  f 
I  cannot  tell,  for  I  forget.— Upon  your  oath, 
do  you  mean  to  swear  that  you  forget }  I  do 
forget. — Will  you  say  that  you  have  not  re- 
ceived money  for  your  vote  at  more  than  two 
previous  elections?  I  forget;  I  have  not  a 
very  good  memory.— Your  memory  only  car- 
ries you  back  to  the  last  election  ?  I  never 
study  things  to  keep  them  too  long  in  my 
memory.  —  Will  you  swear  that  yon  have 
not  received  money  for  your  vote  at  more  than 
three  elections?  I  cannot  tell. — Will  you 
swear  that  you  have  not  at  four  ?  I  cannot  tell 
you. — At  five  ?  I  am  not  able  to  sav. — Can 
you  point  oat  one  single  election  at  wluefa  you 


angeroua  and  so  injurious  to  the  repu« 
)n  of   Pariiament?     What  was  the 
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for  your  vote  ?  Yea.— What  election  was  that  ? 
There  was  an  electioo.  but  I  cannot  say  when/* 

That  was  the  evidence  of  one  person. 
The  neit  witness,  Francis  Making,  was 
asked— 

**  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter  at  Sud- 
bury ?  I  cannot  tell  you  hardly.— -You  have 
seen  a  good  many  elections  there?  Yea.— 
And  voted  at  them  ?  Yes.— -Which  side  have 
you  generally  upb^?  The  blue  side  I  have 
geoeraUy  voted  for.— Sometimes  for  the  other 
pai^?  Not  often. — But  sometimes?  Yes. 
— According  to  which  paid  the  most,  I  sup- 
pose ?  Yes. — Then  you  nave  been  paid  ?  Yes, 
1  have. — At  every  election  ?  Not  eveiy  one, 
I  think  ?  I  have  lost  money,  by  one.—- Which 
was  it?  I  lost  30s.  by  it?  Which  election 
was  that  ?  I  forget  now.— You  have  always 
voted  for  the  party  that  paid  highest^  have 
you  ?  Yes. — Have  you  taken  the  bribery  oath 
at  each  election  ?    Yes^  I  have." 

The  witness  next  called  was  a  man  who 
had  really  given  his  evidence  in  a  very 
straightforward  manner.  He  appeared  to 
have  been  brought  up  according  to  the 
system  which  prevailed,  and  that  he,  being 
a  young  hand,  and  now  giving  his  vote  for 
the  first  time,  had  got  four  sovereigns  for 
it.  Thomas  Brown  was  also  examined, 
and  he  stated  that  he  had  been  a  voter  for 
thirty  years.    He  was  asked  : — 

**  You  always  got  paid  for  your  vote  ?  No. 
—Most  times?  Sometimes  I  did. — You  had 
the  oath  put  to  you  at  the  elections,  whether 
you  were  bribed  or  not  ?  That  was  at  the  elec- 
tion ;  if  I  did  get  paid,  it  was  after  the  elec- 
tion.—So  that  you  took  the  oath  at  the  election, 
and  you  got  paid  afterwards  ?  Sometimes, — 
What  was  it  that  you  used  to  get  after  the 
election  ?  Months  after ;  perhaps  half  a  year. 
— How  much  money?    I  used  to  have  two 

Suineas ;  I  used  to  have  two  guineas  from  Sir 
ohn  Hippisley." 

Charles  King,  another  witness,  was  thus 
interrogated : — 

*'  You  have  voted  six  ojr  seven  times  on 
former  occasions  at  Sudbury;  did  you  get  no- 
thing upon  those  occasions?  Travelling  ex- 
pences.— You  did  not  get  6/.  ?  No. — You  did 
not  get  3/.  ?  No.— Two  ?  I  got  61.  for  tra- 
veiling  expenses ;  that  was  a  regular  thing. — 
That  was  the  regular  payment  at  Sudbury? 
Yes,  I  believe  it  was  allowed  by  Lords  and 
Commons. — ^It  was  the  custom  at  Sudbury  to 
get  6^  a  head  at  the  elections  ?  More,  too,  if 
Uiey  could  get  it  at  that  time.'' 

He  thought  that  it  was  high  time  for 
the  House  to  interfere  to  check  these  pro- 
ceedings, and  to  visit  their  originators 
with  that  punishment  which  they  so  well 
deserved.  As  regarded  the  last  election, 
tbere  was  an  lastaAce  of  w  bonoui able 
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exception  to  the  corruptions  to  which  be 
bad  alluded.  He  referred  to  Nicholas 
Cross,  who  had  rejected  a  sum  of  151  for 
his  vote.  But  what  did  he  say  ?  He  was 
asked : — 

''  Have  you  had  no  conversation  since  the 
election  oocuried  aboMt  the  quantity  of  money 
that  was  given  away  ?  There  were  jokes  about 
it. — Have  you  not  often  heard  from  voters  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  money  given  at  the 
election  ?  Yes,  I  have  heard  a  good  many  things 
about  that  matter,  but  I  never  troubled  myself 
about  anything  of  the  sort. — Have  you  the 
slightest  doubt  that  a  great  deal  of  money  was 
spent  at  the  election  in  the  purchase  of  votes  ? 
It  appears  to  me  as  if  they  made  a  regular 
market  of  it. — Do  not  you  believe  that  at  least 
100  persons  took  money  at  the  election  ?  I 
cannot  say  anything  about  that. — Is  not  that 
your  belief?  It  is  my  belief.— And  more  than 
100?  And  more  than  that.— Do  you  believe 
that  200  persons  took  money  at  the  election  ? 
I  cannot  say  that.^You  think  upwards  of  100 
persons  got  money  at  the  election  ?  'Yes,  I  do 
believe  it.— In  the  form  of  bribes?  I  think 
some  money  was  given." 

Having  now  stated  what  had  occurred 
at  the  last  election,  and  having,  bethought, 
satisfactorily  shown,  that  at  that  election, 
gross  and  systematic  bribery  had  been 
carried  on,  he  begged  to  remind  the  House, 
that  the  committee  before  whom  this  mat- 
ter had  been  investigated  was  a  committee 
appointed  in  the  very  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  had  in 
1834  suggested  such  committees  should 
be  nominated.  It  was  a  committee  which 
had  been  chosen  not  without  the  utmost 
care,  and  the  report  of  which,  therefore, 
ought  to  be  esteemed  of  the  highest  value. 
The  report  was  unanimous — there  was  not 
the  least  difference  of  opinion*— the  facts 
represented  to  them  could  not  be  resisted. 
He  would  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  tbe 
House  to  this  passage  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  upon  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  London.  He 
said:— 

''  I  wish  to  aid  the  noble  I^ord  in  his  object, 
which,  I  apprehend,  is,  first,  to  have  satisfac- 
tory evidence  as  to  the  existence  of  general 
and  systematic  bribery  in  any  place,  and  then 
with  all  possible  despatch  to  make  an  example 
of  bribery  in  that  place.'' 

That  was  the  exact  course  which  he 
now  asked  the  House  to  adopt,  and  which 
he  was  satisfied  the  country  would  look 
upon  as  the  most  desirable  to  be  taken. 
Id  previous  cases,  various  modes  of  dealing 
with  the  forfeited  franchise,  had  been 
suggested  to  the 
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that  here  no  other  course  of  proceeding 
could  be  taken  except  that  which  he  now 
proposed.  He  was  satisfied  that  if  the 
measure  which  he  proposed  was  not 
adopted,  all  that  hon.  Members  had  been 
saying — all  that  they  had  been  doin^ 
during  the  last  few  days,  would  be  viewed 
with  ridicule  by  the  country.  If  the  House 
did  not  now  take  some  course  which  was 
firm  and  decisive,  he  believed  that  all  their 
resohiiions  against  briberv  would  be 
thought  to  have  been  founded  merely  in 
idleness  and  hypocrisy.  If  they  refused 
to  support  the  report  of  their  committee, 
their  professed  horror  of  bribery  would  be 
looked  upon  as  a  mere  mockery,  and  they 
would  be  viewed  as  the  silent  and  secret 
abettors  of  those  practices  which  in  public 
they  professed  to  disavow. 

Colonel  Rushbrooke  said,  in  the  present 
unrepresented  state  of  the  borough  of 
Sudbury,  he  felt  it  his  dutv,  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  that  division  of  the  county  in 
which  that  unfortunate  borough  was 
situated,  to  become  his  advocate.  The 
delinquency  complained  of  had  been 
proved  only  against  one  class  of  voters — 
the  freemen ;  a  class  which  was  strenu- 
ously and  successfully  supported  by  him- 
self and  tlie  msjority  of  the  House  on  a 
former  occasion,  and  he  could  now  only 
lament  that  they  had  made  an  improper 
use  of  the  franchise.  The  body  of  freemen 
would  in  a  short  time  be  extinct,  and  no 
longer  a  stigma  on  the  other  part  of  the 
constituency  of  the  borough.  The  greater 
number  of  the  voters  for  that  borough 
were  most  respectable  men,  and  above  all 
suspicion.  If  the  House  should  sanction 
the  introduction  of  the  bill  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  trusted  that  a  calm  consider- 
ation would  be  given  to  the  subject,  and 
that  it  would  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
sins  complained  of  belonged  to  one  class 
of  the  electors  only,  and  that  the  inno- 
cent would  not  be  punished  along  with 
the  guilty. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time. 

Leave  given. 

Customs  Acts  —  The  Tariff.]  Sir 
R,  Peel  then  rose :  I  was  in  hopes  that 
I  should  have  been  enabled  to  make  any 
statement  I  have  to  offer  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  proposed  commercial  tariff, 
after  the  House  had  resolved  itself  into  a 
committee  on  the  Customs'  Duties*  Acts. 
It  is  quite  dear  that  it  will  be  for  general 
convenience   that  my  statement   should 


precede  any  extended  discussion  of  the 
subject ;  and  as  the  noble  Lord  and  other 
hon.  Members  have  given  notice  of  motions 
which  I  apprehend  they  intend  to  bring 
on  before  the  House  resolves  itself  into 
the  committee,  I  have  no  option  but  to 
make  my  statement  on  the  motion  for 
reading  the  Order  of  the  Day.  At  the 
same  time  it  is  not  my  wish  to  anticipate, 
in  what  I  have  to  say,  the  debates  which 
will  probably  take  place  upon  the  motions 
which  individual  Members  have  inserted 
in  the  votes.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  will 
be  better,  as  far  as  I  can  do  so  consis- 
tently with  my  duty,  to  avoid  entering 
into  the  consideration  of  particular  points. 
I  rejoice  that  we  have  now  arrived  at  that 
period  when  we  can  enter,  as  I  trust  we 
shall,  seriously  and  continuously  upon  the 
discussion  of  the  tariff.  I  am  aware  that 
much  public  inconvenience  has  necessarily 
resulted  from  the  delay  that  has  unavoid- 
ably occurred.  At  whatever  period  this 
subject  was  introduced,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  con- 
siderable interval  between  the  first  pro- 
position of  the  plan  submitted  by  Govern- 
ment, and  the  consideration  of  it  by  the 
House  in  its  perfected  form.  At  the 
same  time*  it  will  not  be  understood  that 
I  am  complaining  of  delay,  or  that  im- 
pediments have  b^n  thrown  in  the  way  of 
discussion ;  such  a  delay,  I  say,  was  in- 
evitable from  the  nature  of  the  question, 
and  I  am  sure  all  who  hear  me  will  feel 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Government  to 
avoid  communications  beforehand  with 
parties  personally  interested.  It  would 
have  been  impossible  in  those  commu- 
nications to  have  avoided  indicating  some- 
thing of  the  intentions  of  Ministers,  and 
thus  private  parties  with  whom  the  com- 
munications had  been  held  would  have 
had  an  advantage  over  their  competitors. 
We  had,  therefore,  no  alternative  but  to 
make  our  proposition,  in  the  first  instance, 
without  ttie  advantage  of  private  infor- 
mation; and  after  it  was  made,  parties 
had  a  fair  right  to  be  heard  in  respect  of 
the  contemplated  important  changes  in 
our  commercial  system  affi^cttng  their,  pe- 
cuniary interests.  1  trust,  therefore,  that 
there  has  been  some  compensation  for 
the  evil  of  delay  necessarily  belonging  to 
a  proposal  of  this  nature,  and  that  an 
opportunity  has  been  afforded  to  those 
whose  partial  and  individual  interests  are 
affected  maturely  to  consider  the  whole 
scope  of  the  plan  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  fm^to^  ^cq5«^^|hcthor 
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thef  will  not  find  ample  compensation  for 
the  Joss  they  may  sustain  in  their  special 
occupations  and  priFate  interests^  in  the 
genera]  advantages  which  we  may  hope 
will  arise  out  of  the  measure  in  contem- 
plation. The  House  has  before  it,  in  the 
papers  recently  printed,  the  existing  rates 
of  duty  on  the  import  of  foreign  articles  ; 
it  has  also  before  it  the  amount  collected 
under  those  existing  rates ;  it  has  before 
it  the  original  proposition  submitted  by 
her  Majesty's  Government  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  commercial  tariff  of  the 
empire ;  and,  lastly,  it  has  before  it  the 
corrected  proposal,  and  consequently  an 
opportunity  of  comparing  the  one  with  the 
other.  A  judgment  may  thus  be  formed 
of  the  intended  modifications,  and  a  satis- 
fectory  conclusion  may  be  arrived  at  as  to 
the  temper  and  spirit  in  which  this  great 
arrangement  has  been  undertaken  by  her 
Majesty's  servants.  I  think  it  will  aod 
must  be  evident  to  all  who  have  compared 
our  first  proposal  with  our  last,  that  no 
undne  influences  have  be6n  allowed  to 
cmerate  upon  the  minds  of  Ministers.  In 
tne  course  of  the  discussions  I  was  repeat- 
edly assured  that  I  should  not  be  able  to 
resist  the  influence  of  interested  parties ; 
I  appeal  to  the  first  proposal  of  Govern- 
ment and  to  the  last,  and  I  leave  it  to  any 
impartial  man  to  determine  whether  any 
changes  have  been  introduced  from  un- 
worthy and  improper  motives.  I  think  it 
will  be  seen  that,  whether  the  parties  were 
powerful  or  weak,  if  they  had  reason  on 
their  side  in  favour  of  a  modification,  that 
modification  has  been  made.  If  powerful 
parties  have  suggested  alterations  without 
reason,  it  will  be  manifest  that  the&e  alter- 
ations huTe  been  resisted;  if  weak  and 
unprotected  parties  submitted  their  claims 
to  a  farther  consideration  of  some  portion 
of  the  original  proposition,  those  parties, 
though  weak  and  unprotected,  have  had  a 
fair  hearing,  and  if  favour  has  been  shown 
to  any  one  it  is  to  those  who  are  weak  and 
unprotected,  I  shall  avoid  as  far  as  I  can 
any  reference  to  specific  subjects  to  be 
separately  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  I  will  state  what  is  the 
general  scope  and  purport  of  the  commer- 
cial arrangement  Ministers  have  found 
themselves  called  upon  to  recommend. 
The  general  object  of  it  is  to  simplify  the 
existing  law.  It  cannot  be  denied  that 
the  existing  law  is  in  many  respects 
obscure  and  inconsistent,  and  that  there 
are  duties  applicable  to  particular  articles 
which  are  not  reconcileable  with  principle. 
VOL.LXIII.    {2SJ} 
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In  the  year  1787  Mr.  Pitt  consolidated 
the  custom  laws,  and  during  the  war, 
according  to  the  degree  of  financial  pres- 
sure, it  was  the  practice  occasionally  to 
raise  the  customs'  duties  indiscriminately, 
with  a  view  to  revenue  merely,  and  with- 
out considering  the  general  results  it 
might  produce.  I  think  that  a  great  part 
of  the  anomalies  and  inconsistencies  of 
our  present  tariff  arises  from  that  practice 
of  an  indiscriminate  per  centage  being 
applied  to  various  articles.  In  1825  the 
customs  laws  again  came  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament,  and,  at  the  in- 
stance of  Mr.  Huskisson,  many  important 
changes  were  made.  I  may  here  remark 
that  I  wish  to  claim  for  the  present  Go- 
vernment no  undue  share  of  credit  for  the 
proposal  they  have  made,  and  I  am  bound 
to  admit  that  the  last  occasion  on  which 
the  attention  of  the  House  was  called  to 
the  subject  was  when  the  committee  on 
importations  was  appointed,  in  the  year 
1839.  I  do  not  say  that  if  time  had  per- 
mitted the  investigation  might  not  have 
been  more  general  and  the  result  more 
complete,  but  I  never  did  at  the  time,  and 
I  do  not  now,  wish  to  depreciate  the 
labours  of  that  committee,  or  to  deny  that, 
in  directing  the  attention  of  the  public  to 
the  state  of  the  tariff  and  importation 
duties,  it  established  a  claim  to  public 
gratitude.  We  have,  therefore,  applied 
ourselves  to  the  imperfections  in  the  tariff, 
in  order  to  make  it  clear  and  intelligible, 
and  as  far  as  possible  consistent,  which  of 
itself,  without  reference  to  the  amount  of 
duty,  is  certainly  a  great  public  object. 
Speaking  generally,  we  have  also  sought 
to  remove  all  prohibitions — all  absolute 
prohibitions — upon  the  import  of  foreign 
articles,  and  we  have  endeavoured  to  reduce 
duties  which  are  so  high  as  to  be  pro- 
hibitory to  such  a  scale  as  may  admit  of 
fair  competition  with  domestic  produce. 
In  cases  where  that  principle  has  been  de- 
parted from,  and  prohibitorv  duties  main- 
tained, there  wejustify  our  departure  from 
the  rule  by  the  special  circumstances  of 
the  case ;  but  the  general  rule  has  been  to 
abolish  prohibitions  and  to  reduce  pro- 
hibitory duties  within  the  range  of  fair 
competition.  With  respect  to  raw  mate- 
rials which  constitute  the  elements  of  our 
manufactures,  our  object,  speaking  gene, 
rally,  has  been  to  reduce  the  duties  on 
them  to  almost  a  nominal  amount.  In 
half-manufactured  articles,  which  enter 
almost  as  much  as  the  raw  material  into 
our  domestic  manufacture,  we  have  reduced 
N  ^ 
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the  duty  to  a  moderate  amount ;  and  with 
regard  to  completely  manufactured  articles, 
our  design  has  been  to  remore  prohibition, 
and  to  reduce  prohibitory  duties  so  that 
the  manufectures  of  foreign  countries  may 
enter  into  a  fair  competition  with  our 
own.  I  still  entertain  that  confident  belief 
and  expectation  which  I  expressed  on 
iirst  intimating  the  intentions  of  Govern- 
ment as  to  this  tariff,  that  the  general  re- 
sult of  it  will  be,  if  adopted  by  the  House, 
materially  to  diminish  the  charge  of  living 
in  this  country.  If  you  say  to  me  that  we 
do  not  make  sufficient  reductions  on  parti- 
cular commodities,  which  are  material 
items  in  the  expenditure  of  a  private 
family,  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  it,  as  far 
as  relates  to  individual  articles;  but  I 
speak  of  the  general  effect  of  the  tariff  as 
proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Government, 
if  there  be  any  truth  in  the  principles 
either  of  trade  or  of  arithmetic,  I  contend 
that  its  inevitable  effect  must  be  to  give 
great  advantages  to  all  classes  of  consu- 
mers, and  to  make  a  considerable  reduction 
in  the  present  cost  of  living  in  this  country, 
as  compared  with  the  cost  of  living  in  other 
countries.  Taking  the  reductions  on  raw 
materials,  on  half-manufactured  goods,  and 
on  manufactured  goods,  I  am  persuaded 
that  the  general  result  will  be  to  make  a 
considerable  saving  in  the  expenses  of 
every  family  in  the  kingdom.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  in  this  case,  and  in  all  such 
cases,  it  is  impossible  to  make  any  great 
reduction  on  articles  of  general  demand 
without  affecting  some  special  and  parti- 
cular trade.  If  I  am  told  that  we  have 
dealt  with  too  many  articles,  and  that  it 
would  have  been  better  to  have  taken  only 
a  few,  my  answer  is  that  there  is  this  im- 
portant advantage  in  dealing  generally 
with  the  wliolc,  that  while  we  do  in  some 
quarters  a  partial  injury,  even  there  by 
our  other  reductions  we  make  a  corres- 
ponding compensation.  I  will  now  take 
the  liberty  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  of  the  reductions  proposed 
by  her  Majesty's  Gorernment,  and  I  will 
first  advert  to  an  article  regarding  which 
a  great  benefit  will,  I  apprehend,  be  con- 
ferred upon  agriculture,  I  allude  to  clover- 
s«'ed.  In  the  breeding  and  feeding  of  cat- 
tle, upon  the  improved  system  of  agricul- 
ture, this  IS  a  most  important  item ;  and  at 
the  present  duty  of  205.  per  cwt.,  such  has 
been  the  demand  for  foreign  clover-seed, 
that  the  amount  of  revenue  produced  by  it 
in  1840  was  no  less  than  141,000/.  Clover- 
seed  k  produced  in  some  of  the  southern  I 
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counties  of  England;  but  Scotland  and 
some  of  our  northern  connties,  are  entirely 
dependent  upon  an  extrinsic,  if  not  a  f<^ 
reign  supply.  We  propose  to  reduce  the 
duty  from  20i.  to  10^.  per  cwt.— that  is  to 
say  100  per  cent ;  and  I  deeply  regret 
that  in  making  this  reduction,  some  in- 
jure will  be  inflicted  on  those  districts 
which  have  hitherto  partially  supplied  the 
demand  for  clover-seed,  and,  indeed,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  high  duty,  have  had  a  com- 
parative monopoly.  Our  regret  has  been 
overruled  by  the  necessity  of  the  case; 
which  is  proved  by  tKe  large  importation  of 
clover-seed  in  1840,  yielding  141,000/.,  and 
by  lowering  the  duty  we  propose  to  facilitate 
the  importation  of  the  article  which  will  be  a 
great  advantage  to  the  agriculturists  of  the 
north.  The  same  reasoning  will  apply  to 
grass-seeds ;  there  may  be  in  some  parts 
of  the  kingdom  a  partial  failure,  and  we 
mav  be  able  to  procure  a  supply  of  a  better 
article  from  the  continent,  and  is  it  not  to 
the  manifest  advantage  of  agriculture  to 
promote  the  introduction  of  what  is  in 
some  sort  to  be  looked  upon  in  the  light  of 
a  raw  material  ^  We  have,  therefore,  re- 
duced the  duty  from  20i.  per  cwt.  to  5«. 
per  cwt.  on  grass-seeds.  Take,  again, 
onions.  [Laughler],  Gentlemen  may  laugh; 
but  let  me  tell  them  that  the  onion  is  a 
vegetable  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the 
vast  body  of  the  community ;  and  if  there 
should  be  a  partial  failure  of  this  seed,  it 
is  most  desirable  that  we  should  have  the 
means  of  procuring  it  from  the  continent. 
The  duty  at  present  is  It.  6dL  per  lb.,  an 
amount  that  encourages  smuggling  |  and 
we  recommend  so  considerable  a  reduction, 
that  no'  doubt  particular  and  interested 
parties  have  been  greatly  but  unnecessarily 
akrmed.  We  propose  to  reduce  the  duty 
c^ls.&d.  per  lb.  to  1  /.  per  cwt.  Then  as  to 
linseed,  hemp-seed,  and  other  oil  seeds,  the 
change  of  duty  will,  of  course,  be  of  ad- 
vantsge  to  the  crushers  in  this  country, 
and  enable  them  to  compete  with  the  fo- 
reigner. On  these  seeds,  we  reduce  the 
duty  from  one  shilling  to  one  penny  per 
quarter.  The  article  is  one  of  great  im- 
portance ;  and  the  same  character  may  be 
f'ven  to  that  to  which  I  shall  next  advert : 
mean  foreign  woods  for  fomiture  and  for 
dyeing.  The  duty  on  foreign  woods  has 
ranged  from  50  to  100  per  cent,  on  the 
value  of  the  article,  and  to  the  htgii 
amount  if,  I  believe,  to  be  attributed  ^e 
recent  great  and  injurious  change  in  this 
kingdom  in  respect  to  cabinet-making. 
There  is  no  coimtry  m  the  w^iM  when( 
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greater  skill  might  be  shown  in  the  manu'- 
I'acture  of  furniture  than  in  this.  I  cannot 
oonceire  a  country  possessing  greater  ad- 
vantages of  consummate  skill  and  industry 
for  supplying  other  countries;  but  what 
has  been  the  consequence  of  the  high  duty  ? 
I  know  that  there  have .  been  cases  where 
mahogany  has  been  imported  into  Eng" 
]and«  exported  to  the  continent^  and  te* 
imported  into  England  in  the  shape  of 
furniture  on  the  payment  of  a  20  per  cent, 
duty.  This  may  seem  extraordinary,  but 
the  fact  is  so,  and  great  advantages  must  be 
the  result  of  lowering  the  duty  on  woods, 
and  I  do  not  in  the  least  despair  by  the 
reduction  of  that  duty,  and  the  encourage- 
ment of  competition  among  the  skilful  me-* 
duinics  of  this  country,  to  bring  about 
such  improvements  in  the  manufacture  of 
furniture,  that  instead  of  importing  it  as  at 
present  from  France  and  Germany,  we 
shall  manufacture  largely  for  export,  and 
that  by  our  own  excellent  mechanics,  will 
outstrip  all  their  foreign  competitors.  It 
is  impossible  to  deny  that  of  late  years, 
whether  from  thiscautie  alone  or  others, 
conjointly,  the  manufacture  of  furniture 
baa  been  very  much  transferred  from  this 
country  to  France  and  Germany*  So 
much,  then,  for  the  reduction  of  duty 

00  wood  for  the  purpose  of  ornamental 
furniture.  By  the  by,  I  must  not  over** 
look  another  very  important  consideration 
with  reference  to  this  point«-I  mean  the 
oreat  advantage  that  will  arise  generally 
&om  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  maho- 
gany. It  has  of  late  years  been  discovered 
that  this  article,  which  hitherto  has  been 
exclusively  devoted  to  furniture  and  orna- 
mental purposes^  might  most  advantage- 
ously  be  applied  to  purposes  of  ship-build- 
ing. It  has  peculiar  properties  for  re- 
sisting the  dry  rot,  and  if  the  price  were 
reduced,  it  might  most  extensively  be  em- 
ployed in  some  parts  of  ships.  If  i  did  not 
wish  to  avoid  entering  too  much  into  detail, 

1  could  give  examples  of  the  eifects  that 
will  be  produced  by  the  very  material  re- 
ductions proposed  in  the  duties  upon  dye* 
woodsy  Init  that  most  be  obvious  to  every 
man  at  all  conversant  with  the  trade  of  the 
country.  There  is  no  part  of  the  tariff 
in  which  we  make  more  important  alter- 
ations than  in  that  which  relates  to  the 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  ores.  Whether  I 
speak  of  iroDi  lead,  or  copper,  in  my  opin- 
ion great  advantage  to  tne  commerce  and 
manufactures  of  this  country  will  result 
from  permitting  the  entry  of  these  im 
portftDl  article*  lit 
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rates  of  duty  than  at  present.  Let  me 
take  the  case  of  copper*  At  present  you 
cannot  import  and  smelt  foreign  copper  for 
internal  use.  You  have  greater  advan- 
tages than  any  other  country  possesses 
with  respect  to  coal«— you  have  it  at  a 
cheaper  rate ;  and  you  can  apply  that  coal 
with  ^reat  advantage  to  the  smelting  of 
foreign  copper;  but  when  it  is  smelted 
you  cannot  make  use  of  it  for  the  purpose 
of  home  manufacturcf  and  you  send  it  to 
France  and  l3elgium  to  be  roiled  and  manu. 
factured.  What  is  the  consequence? 
Why,  that  those  foreign  countnes  can 
come  into  the  markets  of  Euro|)e,  under^ 
sell  you  in  copper  smelted  by  your  coal,  in 
bolts  for  the  fastening  and  copper  for  the 
sheathing  of  ships,  and  in  a  variety  of  other 
articles  made  of  brass  and  copper,  giving 
in  many  instances  to  the  foreign  manufuc. 
tufer  the  advantage  of  10/.  per  ton  in  re- 
spect to  copper  smelted  with  your  coal. 
In  France  and  Belgium,  I  believe  I  state 
the  fact,  the  price  of  smelted  copper  has 
been  less  by  10/.  per  ton  than  in  this 
country  :  and  as  I  said  before  ships  can  be 
fastened  and  coppered  on  the  continent  at 
a  much  cheaper  rate  than  in  this  country. 
As  a  decisive  proof  of  the  benefit  to  be 
derived  from  reducing  the  duty  on  manu- 
factured copper,  I  may  mention  that  the 
effect  of  the  tariff  has  already  been,  in 
France  and  Belgium  to  reduce  the  price  of 
copper.  In  confirmation,  I  may  refer  to 
something  that  passed  in  this  country  last 
winter.  A  foreign  power  was  desirous  of 
entering  into  a  contract  for  building  several 
steam-ships^  an  application  was  made  to 
parties  in  this  country;  the  only  objection 
to  entering  into  the  contract  was  the  ex-< 
pense  of  copper  fiastening,  and  coppering 
the  vessels,  as  well  as  of  the  copper  lx)ilers. 
A  drawback  on  the  amount  of  copper  so  to 
be  employed  was  asked  for,  or  that  it  should 
be  imported  duty  free.  Of  course  it  was 
impossible  to  concede  this  point,  and  it  was 
stated  that  the  contract  must  on  this 
account  be  transferred  to  Rotterdam^  or  to 
some  port  of  Belgium.  I  believe  that  that 
course  was  not  taken,  and  that  the  ac* 
ceptance  and  fulfilment  of  the  contract  is 
suspended  until  the  decision  of  this  House 
is  known.  There  is  every  ground  for 
thinking  that  the  expected  reduction  in  the 
price  of  copper  will  enable  the  parties  in 
this  contract,  to  execute  the  contract 
which  otherwise  must  be  transferred  to 
some  ports  of  the  continent.  From 
copper,  I  proceed  to  another  iiiiportant 
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oils  and  extracts.  The  domestic  manu- 
facture of  this  country  has  of  late  years 
been  exposed  to  comparatiFe  disadfan- 
tage,  in  consequence  of  the  price  of  oils, 
and  of  these  no  one  is  more  valuable  for 
the  purpose  than  spermaceti  oil.  The 
present  duty  on  spermaceti  oil,  train  oil, 
and  blubber,  is  26/.  I2s.  per  too,  and 
we  propose  to  reduce  the  duty  on  train 
oil  and  blubber  to  6Z.  per  ton,  and  upon 
spermaceti  oil  to  15/,  per  ton.  Thus  we 
shall  introduce  the  produce  of  the  American 
fisheries  into  competition  with  the  produce 
ef  our  own  fisheries,  and  prevent  the  price 
of  oil  in  this  country  from  reaching  an  ex- 
traordinary or  extravagant  amount.  I 
hope.  Sir,  that  in  stating  these  details,  I 
am  not  needlessly  detaining  the  House  ;  J 
want  to  establish  by  proof  a  position,  of  the 
truth  of  which  I  feel  confident,  that  the 
genera]  result  of  this  tariff,  if  adopted  by 
the  House,  will  be  to  give  new  life,  and 
activity  to  commerce,  and  to  make  a  re- 
duction in  those  charges  which  are  now 
incurred  by  a  residence  in  this  country. 
A  very  short  time  since  the  price  of 
spermaceti  oil  in  this  country  was  from 
60/.  to  70/.  per  ton;  but  lately,  I 
think  in  1839  or  1840,  it  had  risen 
to  95/.,  and  even  to  111/,  per  ton.  and 
the  effect  was  a  great  diminution  of 
the  consumption.  The  manufacturer  who 
required  that  oil  had  no  alternative 
but  to  consume  olive  or  other  vege- 
table oils,  which  did  not  answer  his  pur- 
pose so  well,  or  to  pay  an  extravagant 
price  for  spermaceti  oiU  I  mean  extrava- 
gant as  compared  to  the  price  of  that  oil  in 
the  United  States.  There  are  no  oils  that 
can  be  substituted  for  it  without  disiid- 
vantage ;  vegetable  oils  have  not  the  quality 
that  is  valuable  in  spermaceti  oil,  and  yet 
we  have  had  to  carry  on  a  formidable 
rivalry  with  the  United  States  in  some 
branches  of  manufacture  with  the  disad- 
vantage of  having  to  pay  8s.  or  8*.  6d,  per 
gallon  for  oil  which  in  America  is  sold  for 
3f.  9<L  or  45.  per  gallon — a  difference  of 
about  100  per  cent.  The  reduction  of  dutv 
we  propose,  under  this  head,  while  it  will 
prove  highly  beneficial  to  manufactures, 
will  not  injuriously  affect  the  capital  em- 
ployed in  that  important  branch  of  our 
commerce,  the  sperm  fishery.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  important  to  take  a  secu- 
rity, that  when  sperm  oil  bears  the  price 
it  has  reached  of  late  years,  there  should 
be  some  competition  with  the  produce  of 
other  countries,  which  will  reduce  the  price 
within  moderate  limits  ;  and  I  do  not  be- 
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lieve  it  possible,  when  the  price  is  reason- 
able in  this  country,  that  the  Americana 
can  inflict  any  injury  on  the  British 
fisheries.  From  oils  I  pass  to  dye-stuffs 
and  drugs,  and  this  point  is  materially 
connected  with  the  adulteration  of  medi- 
cines. In  respect  to  dye-stufis,  without 
entering  into  minute  details,  I  may  state 
generally  that  the  present  amount  of  duty 
on  those  articles  imported  is  so  great  as  to 
lead  to  extensive  smuggling.  Very  re- 
cently, a  person  who  had  smuggled  a 
quantity  of  nux  vcnrnca  compounded  with 
the  Custom-house,  and  paid  1,000/.  to  es. 
cape  the  rigour  of  the  law.  The  effect  of 
imposing  an  excessive  duty  has  been  in  this, 
as  in  other  cases,  to  lead  to  an  illicit  im- 
portation of  the  article.  On  the  proposed 
change  in  the  duty  on  timber,  I  believe, 
we  are  to  have  a  separate  discussion — a 
difference  of  opinion,  I  know,  has  been 
expressed  on  the  subject  of  the  proposed 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  that  article.  For 
my  part,  I  must  say,  that  the  more  I  con- 
sider the  subject,  the  more  firmly  I  hold 
the  opinion  that  we  are  about  to  confer  an 
important  benefit  on  the  consumer  by  the 
relinquishment  of  a  certain  amount — a 
very  great  amount,  I  admit,  of  revenue. 
Here  I  may  be  allowed  to  support  my 
views  by  a  dictum  of  Mr.  Deacon  Hume, 
who  observed, 

'*  We  have  abundance  of  untaxed  coal  > 
abundance  of  untaxed  iron ;  we  only  want 
abundance  of  untaxed  wood,  in  order  to  be 
provided  cheaply  with  the  three  great  primary 
raw  materials  of  employment  and  industry .'^ 

That  was  the  opinion,  shortly  expressed, 
of  Mr.  Deacon  Hume,  with  respect  to  the 
great  advantages  of  a  reduction  of  duty  on 
this  article.  I  am  afraid  we  cannot  confer 
on  the  consumer  the  benefit  of  untaxed 
wood;  I  wish  we  could;  but  a  total  reduc- 
tion of  duty  would  be,  I  think,  unwise.  To 
admit  an  unlimited  competition  with  the 
colonies  in  an  article  of  so  much  import- 
ance to  them  would,  1  think,  be  a  course 
open  to  grave  objection.  But  the  arrange- 
ment ultimately  to  import  colonial  timber 
free  from  duty  will,  in  my  opinion,  keep  in 
check  any  demand  which  might  be  made 
upon  you,  in  the  event  of  your  being  dis- 
posed'to  afford  additional  facilities  for  the 
importation  of  Baltic  timber.  I  am  aware 
that  it  is  a  grave  objection  to  my  plan- 
that  it  will  occasion  a  loss  to  the  revenue  of 
600,000/. ;  but  I  do  not  know  any  article 
in  which  a  reduction  of  price  will  be  more 
useful.  These  are  the  principle  raw  mate* 
rials  or  elements  of  manufacturea  in  resDect 

Digitized  by  VjOOv  tC 


del 


Customs  Acts — 


{May  10} 


The  Tariff. 


662 


to  which  great  reductions  have  been  made;  I 
and  I  have  stated  some  instances  of  the 
benefit  which  will,  I  thinks  arise  to  trade 
from  the  plan  I  have  brought  forward.  I 
now  approach  the  consideration  of  a  reduc- 
tion of  duty  on  articles  of  foreign  manu- 
facture. We  propose,  speaking  generally, 
to  apply  an  amount  of  duty  not  exceeding 
20  per  cent  to  such  articles.  There  may 
be  particular  exceptions  in  cases  where  it 
has  been  shown,  that  such  a  duty  would  be 
productive  of  injury  as  I  have  before  stated, 
the  exceptions  will  be  found  to  be  in  favour, 
where  favour  is  shown  at  all,  of  the  weak 
and  unprotected  interests.  But  the  general 
rule  is  to  establish  a  maximum  duty  of  20 
per  cent.  At  the  present  moment^  the 
duties  imposed  on  articles  of  foreign  ma- 
nu^ture  are  as  high  in  amount  as  they 
were  during  the  war.  There  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  any  consistent  and 
uniform  consideration  of  the  amount  of 
those  duties,  and  they  have  remained  as 
they  stood  at  the  time  when  they  were 
originally  laid  on.  An  objection  has,  I 
know^  been  taken  by  some  Gentlemen  to 
the  proposed  reduction  on  articles  of  this 
class.  It  is  said,  that  in  making  that 
reduction,  and  inviting  the  competition  of 
foreign  manufacturers,  we  have  begun  at 
the  wrong  end ;  that  we  ought  to  have 
dealt  more  largely  with  the  Corn-laws — 
that  we  ought  to  have  reduced  to  a  greater 
degree  the  duties  on  articles  of  provisions ; 
and  that  it  is  not  just  or  wise  to  reduce  the 
duties  on  foreign  manufactures  until  such 
alterations  have  been  made.  It  is  said^ 
that  we  are  subjecting  the  manufacturers 
of  this  country  to  competition  with  labour 
which  can  be  had  on  the  continent  on 
more  favourable  terms,  and  that  we  are 
bearing  with  undue  hardness  on  that  in- 
terest. Now,  I  wish  to  consider  fairly  the 
force  of  that  objection.  My  answer  to 
that  is,  in  the  first  place,  that  we  have  re- 
duced In  a  very  material  degree  the  price 
of  the  necessaries  of  life.  I  will  take  the 
article  of  corn.  The  duty  on  the  import  of 
foreign  wheat  during  the  present  week  is, 
I  think,  135.  per  quarter.  If  the  old  law 
had  been  still  in  force,  it  would  have 
been  about  21s.  [Jnterruption.']  I  shall  be 
much  obliged  to  hon.  Gentlemen  if  they 
will  allow  me  to  proceed  without  interrup- 
tion in  the  statement  which  it  is  my  duty 
to  make.  I  say,  there  has  been  a  very 
material  reduction  in  the  duties  on  the 
import  of  foreign  com,  and  that  any  man 
who  will  compare  the  duties  payable  this 
Iby  on  foreign  oatSi  barley^  and  wheat, 


with  those  which  would  have  been  payable 
if  the  old  law  had  been  in  force,  must  ad-> 
rait,  that  there  has  been  a  very  great 
diminution.  I  will  now  take  the  article 
of  meat.  What  do  we  find  to  be  the 
existing  law  in  respect  to  the  importation 
of  meat  ?  Why,  with  the  exception  of  the 
duty  on  coarse  salt  beef,  we  find  foreign 
fresh  meat,  or  slightly  salted,  subject  to 
absolute  prohibition.  It  cannot  be  im- 
ported at  all.  We  find  also  that  fresh 
pork  is  equally  subject  to  absolute  prohi* 
bition.  Now,  the  proposal  which,  after 
full  consideration,  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  come  to  is,  that  foreign  meat 
shall  be  admitted  into  this  country,  sub- 
ject to  a  duty  of  Ss.  per  cwt.  We  find 
lard,  an  important  article  in  the  consump- 
tion by  the  poor,  and  also  important  to 
manufactures,  now  subject  to  a  duty  of  %s. 
per  cwt.  We  propose  to  subject  it  to  a 
duty  of  Is.  We  find  at  present,  salted 
meat  subject  to  a  duty  of  12*.  the  cwt.,  we 
propose  to  reduce  it  to  8*.  the  cwt.  We 
find  ham  subject  to  a  duty  of  1/.  8*.,  we 
propose  to  reduce  it  a  100  per  cent. ; 
that  is  to  14*.  With  respect  to  live 
animals, — namely,  oxen,  cows,  calves,  and 
sheep,  we  find  them  now  subject  to  a  duty 
amounting  to  an  absolute  prohibition.  We 
propose  to  admit  them  at  rates  of  duty 
which  are  supposed  by  some  to  be  consi- 
derably too  low,  but  which,  I  trust,  I  shall 
be  able  to  show  are  not  so ;  for  although 
the  rates  we  have  afiSxed  will  give  a  se- 
curity against  an  extravagant  increase  of 
price  of  meat  at  seasons  when  cattle  are 
scarce,  yet  I  feel  confident,  that  by  the  re- 
moval of  absolute  prohibition,  and  by  the 
substitution  of  a  reasonable  duty  on  live 
animals,  as  well  as  on  fresh  meat,  the 
general  interests  of  the  country  will  be 
benefitted,  at  the  same  time  that  the 
agricultural  interest  will  have  no  reason 
whatever  to  complain.  On  the  contrary, 
I  feel  confident  that  that  great  interest 
will,  together  with  all  the  other  interests 
of  the  country,  derive  benefit  from  the 
proposed  alteration.  I  think  I  have  now 
established  the  proposition  I  laid  down, — 
namely,  that  with  respect  to  the  great 
leading  articles  of  consumption,  wheat, 
living  animals  and  fresh  meat,  but  parti, 
cularly  with  respect  to  the  two  latter,  her 
Majesty's  Government  have  proposed  a 
measure  that  will  effect  a  very  important 
reduction  in  the  price  to  the  consumer.  I 
will  now  take  the  article  of  fish.  We  find 
the  importation  of  foreign  salmon  prohi- 
bited  altogether.    ^^iJ|?^(a»<d^(Of 
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lOs,  per  cwt.  on  foreign  salmon,  thus 
getting  rid  of  the  prohibition.  Indeed,  in 
every  case,  we  hare  removed  prohibition^ 
and  substituted  a  duty.  I  am  aware,  that 
this  proposal,  with  respect  to  salmon,  has 
excited  alarm  among  persons  having  im- 
|)ortiint  interests  in  tne  salmon  fisheries. 
An  invidious  distinction  has  hitherto  been 
made  in  respect  to  duties  imposed  on 
foreign  fish:  those  fish  which  formed  an 
article  of  consumption  with  the  rich  were 
admitted  free  of  duty ;  but  fish  consumed 
by  the  poor  have  been  prohibited^  or  only 
admitted  at  a  hieh  rate  of  duty.  Twill 
take  a  fish  in  which  the  poor  are  most  in- 
terested^! mean  herrings.  A  particu- 
larly important  change  ha^  been  proposed 
in  respect  to  foreign  herrings.  ["Hear."] 
I  am  almost  doubtful,  considering  the  im- 
portance which  the  hon.  Gentleman  at- 
taches to  this  part  of  the  tariff,  whether  I 
am  to  construe  that  *'  hear"  into  a  sien  of 
approbation  or  of  dissent,  because  I  have 
certainly  received  the  strongest  remon- 
strances against  this  proposed  reduction  in 
respect  to  herrings,  from  that  part  of  the 
country  with  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
connected.  At  present,  all  foreign-cured 
fish  are  prohibited.  We  propose,  that 
foreign  cured  fish  shall  be  imported  at  a 
duty  of  2s,  the  cwt.  I  will  read  a  state- 
ment which  has  been  made  to  me,  in  a 
a  letter  from  Scotland,  with  respect  to 
herrings  :— 

"  Norway  (the  writer  says)  prepares  about 
as  many  herrings  as  we  do.  1  ney  go  to  the 
Baltic,  and  the  herrings  cost  them  there  about 
7j.  6d,  to  8j.  per  barrel :  ours  cost  us  from  18f. 
to  205.  per  barrel.  I  presume,  the  Norwegian 
herriugs  may  be  landed  in  Ireland  at  lis.  to 
12f.  per  barrel;  while  ours  cannot  be  taken 
there  for  less  than  from  20$.  to  22s.  a  barrel. 
I  am  a  free  trader  in  every  other  respect ;  but, 
with  respect  to  herrings,  I  caution  you  against 
applying  the  general  rule  to  them." 

I  give  you  that  ai»  a  sample  of  the  general 
postscript  %vhich  is  attached  to  every  com- 
munication her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  respecting  every  other  ar- 
ticle in  the  tariff.  Now,  I  do  not  share  in 
the  apprehension  entertained  by  this  doubt- 
ing correspfmdent ;  and  I  cannot  help  ap- 
|)caling  to  him  that  unless  lie  can  convince 
me  that  I  shall  be  doing  injury  to  the 
working  classes  in  the  north  of  Ireland  by 
enabling  them  to  obtain  herrings  for  lOs. 
a  barrel,  for  which  they  arc  at  present 
paying  205.,  i  do  not  quite  agree  that  I 
am  absolutely  wrong  in  the  change  I  now 
propose.    But  my  wish  is  to  encourage  the 


native  fishermen,  and  enaUe  them  to  com- 
pete  with  foreign  fishermen.  Why  should 
not  the  inhabitants  of  the  north  of  Soot- 
land  be  enabled  to  cope  with  the  Norwe- 
gian fishermen,  in  supplying  Ireland  with 
herrings  ?  I  say,  reduce  the  duty  on 
timber, — enable  them  to  build  boats  in 
which  they  may  navigate  rougher  waters, 
and  traverse  more  distant  seas ;  and  then 
they  will  be  quite  capable  of  competing 
with  foreign  fishermen.  Their  bravery  is 
as  great,  and  their  skill  is  as  gr^t.  Let 
them  have  the  means  of  obtaining  as 
strong  vessels  as  other  fishermen,  then  new 
scenes  will  be  open  to  them,  and  fresh  sti- 
mulus will  be  given  for  exertion.  But  to 
effect  this,  you  must  reduce  the  cost  price 
of  the  materials  with  which  they  work  ; 
but,  above  all,  you  must  reduce  the  duty 
on  timber.  This  will  enable  the  British 
fishermen  to  compete  successfully  with  the 
Norwegian  in  supplying  the  north  of  Ire- 
land with  fish,  with  respect,  then,  to  the 
article  of  fish,  I  think,  after  what  I  have 
stated,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  made  some  im- 
portant alterations.  Now  I  come  to  vege- 
tables, and  to  those  which  chiefly  come 
into  the  consumption  of  the  working 
classes.  I  find  the  duty  on  onions  is  now 
3^.  per  bushel ;  we  propose  to  reduce  it  to 
6d  We  find  potatoes  subject  to  a  duty  of 
25.  per  cwt.,  amounting  almost  to  a  prohi- 
bition. During  the  last  winter,  I  received 
from  the  north  of  England  and  from  Scot- 
land many  representations  upon  the  subject 
of  the  supply  of  this  article.  Great  alarm 
was  felt  respecting  it  during  the  prevalence 
of  the  wet  weather.  The  price  of  potatoes 
appeared  to  be  very  low  and  reasonable, 
but  it  was  said  that  the  cause  of  that  re- 
duced price  was  the  apprehensions  that 
were  felt  that  the  potatoes  would  not  keep, 
and  they  were  therefore  forced  into  the 
market.  Considerable  apprehensions  were 
at  that  time  entertained  in  Lancashire  and 
throughout  the  north  of  England  and  Scot- 
laud  in  respect  to  the  supply  of  the  pota- 
toes failing,  and  urgent  representations 
were  made  to  the  Government  upon  the 
subject,  some  parties  even  suggesting  that 
an  Order  in  Council  should  be  issued  to 
permit  the  importation  of  sound  foreign 
potatoes  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  a 
deficient  supply.  1  believe  that  those 
apprehensions  were  not  altogether  well 
founded,  but,  considering  the  importance 
of  the  article,  I  think  a  duty  of  2^.  a  cwt. 
amounts  to  a  prohibition,  it  is,  at  all 
events,  considerably  too  high,  and  a  very 
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material  reduction  ought  to  be  made.    I 
uow  pass  izom  regetables  to  the  article  of 
Hoe,    Rice  is  an  article  which  may  be 
made  a  most  material  element  in  the  sub- 
sistenoe  of  the  people  of  this  country.     It 
IB  a  most  wholesome  and  useful  article  of 
food.    The  duty  at  present  on  foreign  rice 
18  H.  per  quarter ;  we  propose  to  reduce  it 
to  7s,  per  quarter.     I  now  come  to  a 
T^getabfe.  in  respect  to  which  some  notice 
has  been  taken  m  this  House,  and  ques- 
tions have  been  put  upon  it — I  allude  to 
hops.    It  appears  in  the  printed  tariff  that 
no  alteration  in  the  duty  is  to  be  proposed. 
I  stated  oo  a  former  occasion  that  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question  was  encompassed 
with  many  difficulties,  on  account,  first,  of 
the  mode  in  which  the  duty  was  assessed, 
and  the  peculiar  nature  of  the  cultivation 
of  the  plant ;  and  next,  on  account  of  the 
time  when  the  arrangement  for  making 
alteration  occurred.     1  wished  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  communicating  further  with 
the  parties  who  possessed  the  requisite  local 
knowledge  with  respect  to  these  points; 
and  I,  therefore,  was  anxious  to  suspend 
legislating  upon    this  important    article 
until  I  had  the  opportunity  of  having  a 
full    communication    with    them.     That 
full  communication  has  taken  place,  and 
her   Majesty's  Government   have  formed 
their  decision  with  respect  to  the  course  it 
was  fitting  for  them  to  pursue.     Consi- 
dering the  great  vicissitudes  of  the  sea- 
soofij  particularly  in  their  application  to 
tlie  production  of  this  ^ticle — consider- 
ing the  great  variations  in  the  amount  of 
the  supply,  and  the  high  price  it  bears,  as 
compared  to  the  price  of  other  productions 
—considering  also  the  great  importance  of 
this  article  as  entering  into  that  which 
constitutes  the  beverage  of  the  people-- 1 
mean  beer  and  ale— considering  all  these 
things,  I  do  think  that  the  present  great 
duty  upon  bops    is   extravagantly  high. 
And  although  I  should  be  most  unwilling 
in  this,  as  in  any^  other  interest,  rudely  to 
derange  the  existing  application  of  capital, 
or  bring  about  distress  which  would  re- act 
upon  other  parts  of  the  community,  still 
her  Majesty's  Government,  after  consider- 
ing the  peculiar  nature  of  this  article,  and 
the  alternations  in  its  price,  think  that 
some  security  ought  to  be  taken  against 
those  exorbitant  prices  which  have  ob- 
tained in  some  years  b^  reason  of  the  high 
prohibitory  duty  now  imposed.     The  pre- 
sent duty  on  hops  is  8/.  lis,  per  cwt 
After  having  given  the  subject  full  consi 
deration^  we  are    '     '  ' 


fear,  to  the  impressions  of  many,  and  con- 
trary,   certainly,    to    the    remonstrances 
which  her  Majesty's  Government  have  re- 
ceived on   the  subject — but  still,  acting 
upon  one  uniform  principle  with  respect  to 
this  tariff— we  are  of  opinion  that  we  ought 
to  propose  to  Parliament  a  considerable  re- 
duction of  the  present  duty  upon  this  im- 
portant article.     We  therefore  propose  to 
reduce  the  duty  of  81.  11*.  now  levied,  to 
4L  10*.  per  cwt     The  effect  of  this  altera- 
tion will  be,  not  to  injure  or  check  the  cul- 
tivation of  hops,  but  to  afford  a  security 
against  the  extravagant  price  which  that 
article  sometimes  reaches  in  this  country 
when   the  supply  is  deficient.      Having 
enumerated  these  various  articles  on  which 
alterations  are  proposed  to  be  made,   I 
maintain  that  it  cannot  be  justly  alleged 
that  her  Majesty's  Government  have  not 
made  very  material  reductions  with  re- 
spect to  the  price  of  articles  which  consti- 
tute the  subsistence  of  the  people  of  this 
country.     Take  the  whole  tariff,  and  not 
any  one  individual  article,  like  the  Corn- 
laws,  and  then  can  you  deny  that  a  mate- 
rial reduction  has  been  made  in  the  cost  of 
sustenance,  and  that  we  are  justified  on 
that  account  in  calling  on  the  manufac- 
turer to  submit  to  a  reduction  of  those 
duties  which  are  supposed  to  constitute  his 
protection.^    Now,  in  my  opinion,   there 
are  very  material  errors  in  the  general  opi- 
nion with  respect  to  the  comparative  cost 
of  living  in  this  country  and  foreign  coun- 
tries; and  you  will  find,  if  you  institute  a 
comparison,  particularly  with  respect  to 
the  inhabitants  of  large  towns  on  the  con- 
tinent, that  the  cost  of  living  of  skilled 
manufacturers  in  those  towns  is  very  nearly 
as  great  as  in  this  country.     I  will  take 
the  case  of  Brussels  as  an  instance.    A  h^ 
ter  has  been  addressed  to  her  Majesty  s 
Government,  by  a  most  intelligent  and  re- 
S{)ected  individual,  and  who  is  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  representative  of  her  Ma- 
jesty at  the  court  of  Brussels.     That  gen- 
tleman was  not  invited  to  express  any  opi- 
nion on  the  subject,  but,  no  doubt,  consi- 
dering the  great  interest  that  is  now  taken 
in  this  country  respecting  these  matters, 
he  was  induced  to  make  some  observations 
upon  the  subject.     He  says : — 

"  Brussels,  May  3,  1842. 
«  My  Lord,--In  the  attempt  so  frequently 
made  to  establish  a  comparison  between  con- 
ditions essentially  dissimilar,  that,  namely,  of 
^     ^  ^  ..  ibe  working  man  in  England  and  of  a  man  of 

1  tne  subject  lull  const-    the  same  class  on  the  continent,  it  very  com- 
of  opuuoD,  contrary,  I  i  monly  happens  that  no^alj^^^wjigc^^^^p^ 
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the  municipal  or  '  octroi'  duties,  which  in  the 
greater  number  of  cases  press  heavily  upon  the 
latter.  The  paper  which  I  have  the  honour  of 
enclosing  will  show  your  Lordship  what  the 
town  dues  amount  to  at  Brussels  upon  some  of 
the  great  articles  of  consumption,  tfnd  will 
prove,  at  the  same  time,  that  these  heavy 
charges  have  all  but  doubled  during  the  ten 
years  intervening  between  1830  and  1840. 
Upon  cattle  the  duties  leviable  on  entering  the 
town  are  in  some  cases  quite  as  high  or  higher 
than  those  paid  upon  crossing  the  frontier. 
Tlius  a  beast  imported  from  Holland  would  be 
subject  to  a  duty  of  20f.  on  arriving  at  Bel- 
gium, and  to  a  fresh  duty  of  24f.  on  passing 
the  gates  of  Brussels. 
"  To  the  Right  Hon.  Earl  of 
Aberdeen,  K.  T.,  &c." 

This  is  the  commuoicatioD  furnished  by 
a  gentleman  well  qualified  to  speak  upon 
the  subject ;  and,  therefore,  in  instituting  a 
eoDiparison  between  the  price  of  articles  in 
England  and  upon  the  continent,  you  must 
be  guided  in  your  conclusions  not  only  by 
the  customs  duties,  but  also  by  the  muni- 
cipal duties  of  the  several  towns.  But 
supposing  that  the  answer  which  I  hare 
given  upon  the  question  of  reduced  prices 
of  the  articles  of  consumption  should  not 
be  entirely  satisfactory,  yet  there  is  another 
and  an  exclusive  ground  on  which,  inde- 
pendently of  that  question,  I  vindicate  a 
reduction  of  the  duties  on  articles  of  foreign 
manufacture.  I  say  that  these  high  duties 
are  a  mere  delusion  ;  that  they  do  not  con- 
stitute  a  protection  to  the  British  manu- 
facturer, and  that  in  looking  at  those  du- 
ties for  protection  he  rests  entirely  upon  a 
fragile  and  faithless  support.  The  check 
to  their  operation  is  the  smuggler.  It  is 
a  mere  delusion  to  tell  the  home  manu- 
facturer that  you  levy  a  duty  of  35  and 
40  per  cent,  upon  the  importation  of 
foreign  manufactured  articles,  if  he  is 
robbed  of  that  apparent  protection  by  the 
importation  of  the  same  articles  in  an  illicit 
way,  consequently  1  think  I  could  conclu- 
sively show  that  there  is  no  reduction  pro- 
posed with  respect  to  foreign  manufactures, 
which  1  cannot  vindicate  on  this  single 
and  exclusive  ground,  that  the  duty  re- 
mains at  last  as  high  as  vou  can  possibly 
levy  it  without  calling  in  the  interference  of 
the  smuggler.  In  order  to  remove  all  un- 
easy feehug  from  the  mind  of  the  British 
manufacturer,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House  I  will  read  an  important  and  bond 
fide  letter,  written  by  a  very  extensive 
smuggler.  I  will  read  it  because  I  wish 
to  give  the  House  a  conclusive  proof  of  the 
delusiveneds  of  maintaining  high  protect- 


ing duties  upon  foreign  manufactures. 
This  letter  is,  of  course,  not  addressed  to 
me,  but  I  can  guarantee  it  to  be  a  boni 
fide  letter,  addressed  by  a  man  of  large 
means  and  large  capital,  in  a  regular  way 
of  business  as  a  smuggler,  who,  I  believe, 
has  daily  intercourse  with  persons  in  this 
great  city : — It  is  dated  at  the  end  of 
December,  1841,  and  after  offering  his  ser- 
vices in  supplying  goods  to  certain  persons, 
he  adds : — 

'<  I  am  also  able  to  forward  to  you,  every 
week,  blondes  and  laces  (I  mean  articles  ma- 
nufactured at  Lille,  Arras,  Caen,  Chantilly, 
&c.)  at  a  very  low  premium,,  by  the  indirect 
channel.  The  goods  would  be  delivered  in 
London  the  same  week  of  the  reception  here, 
by  a  sure  and  discreet  individual.  My  means 
are  always  free  of  losses  and  damages,  or  I 
would  not  use  them.  Here  follow  the  prices 
at  which  I  might  at  present  undertake  the  pas- 
sage :— 

Percent 
Blondes,  by  pieces,  according  to  value  9 
Blonde  veils,  according  to  value        .  8  or  8| 
Laces  (Lille  ditto)  .        .        •  8or  8| 

Silk  gloves 11  to  12 

Kid  gloves 12  to  13 

And  generally  all  silk  goods,  as  gros  de  Na- 
ples, satins,  gros  des  Indes,  gros  de  Paris, 
jewellery,  &c.,  for  which  articles  prices  would 
be  to  be  determined,  but  certainly  a  great  deal 
under  your  Custom-house  duties." 

Can  there  be,  I  ask,  a  more  irresistible, 
a  more  tangible,  or  a  more  positive  proof 
that  you  are  not  conferring  a  benefit  upon 
the  manufiusturar  by  imposing  a  duty  on 
articles  of  foreign  manufacture  so  high  as 
to  afford  a  premium  to  the  smuggler,  who 
sets  systematically  your  laws  at  defiance  ? 
Is  it  not  clear  that  it  is  a  positive  ad- 
vantage to  the  domestic  manufacturer  that 
he  should  know  the  extent  of  foreign  com- 
petition he  has  to  meet?  Is  it  not  to  his 
mterest  that  he  should  be  fully  and  openly 
aware  of  it,  and  not  be  subject  to  an  illicit, 
unseen  competition,  against  which  he  can 
adopt  no  protection  ?  There  are  no  parties 
with  whom  I  have  had  more  interooursei  or 
whose  case  has  called  for  more  serious  at- 
tention on  my  part,  and  on  the  part  of  my 
Colleagues,  than  the  case  of  a  class  of  per- 
sons unsupported  by  any  great  interest, 
but  which  has  been  brought  under  our 
notice  in  a  way  which  quite  entitled  them 
to  consideration — I  mean  those  parties 
who  arc  concerned  in  the  manu&cture  of 
straw  plat.  They  are  mostly  women  and 
children  ;  and  they  live  in  certain  confined 
districts  of  the  country.  The  present  duty 
on  atraw  plat  is  17*..a  wt.^  JVf  JWWwAa 
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reduction  of  the  duty  to  5s;  but  we  have 
been  induced,  in  consequence  of  their  I'e- 
presentation,  to  increase  the  duty  upon  the 
import  of  the  foreign  manufactured  artide 
to  ?«•  6dL  a  cwt.,  in  the  hope  that  these 
parties  will  be  enabled  still,  by  the  exer- 
cise of  their  ingenuity  and  skilly  to  com- 
pete with  the  foreign  manufacturer.  But 
I  wish  to  conTioce  thein  of  the  delusire- 
ness  of  the  security  which  they  ask  for. 
The  present  duty  on  the  raw  material,  that 
is  foreign  straw,  not  platted,  is  one  penny 
per  cwt.  The  duty  on  the  same  article,  if 
platted  before  it  is  imported,  is  17^.  per 
cwt.  Now  this  platted  straw  is  so  light 
an  article  that  it  affords  great  facilities  for 
smuggling  it  into  this  country.  I  will 
give  the  House  a  proof  of  this.  This 
small  bundle  which  1  hold  in  my  hand  is 
straw,  (the  right  hon.  Baronet  exhibited 
it)  the  raw  material  which  is  used  for 
the  jfurpose  of  manufacturing  the  plat, 
and  IS  subject  only  to  a  dut^  of  Id. 
the  cwt.  on  its  introduction  into  this 
country.  The  foreign  platted  straw,  as  I 
have  sJready  said,  is  subject  to  a  duty  of 
17^.  6d,  per  cwt.  But  this  is  apparently 
a  bundle  of  the  unplatted  straw.  Now,  ob- 
serve (said  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he 
then  began  very  deliberately  to  remove  from 
one  end  of  the  small  roll  of  straw,  such  as 
may  be  seen  in  the  straw-bonnet  shops  of 
this  metropolis,  short  pieces  of  the  same 
materipl,  and  having  done  so»  he  drew 
forth  a  parcel  of  foreign  manufactured 
platted  straw),  that  it  is  upon  this  (con- 
tinued the  right  hon.  Baronet)  that  a  duty 
of  17 s.  Sd,  per  cwt.  is  imposed  in  order  to 
give  protection  to  the  home  manufacturer ! 
Now,  this  is  important,  in  order  to  show 
how  delusive  is  the  protection  which  this 
duty  really  affords  aeainst  the  importation 
of  the  manubctured  article.  This  is  a 
bondjide  illustration  of  the  delusiveness 
of  these  high  protecting  duties,  and  a  con- 
clusive proof  how  little  benefit  is  derived 
to  our  domestic  manu&cturesfrom  imposts 
which  can  be  so  easily  evaded.  Now, 
thoe  are  the  general  grounds  upon  which 
I  vindicate  the  reduction  of  duties  upon 
foreign  manufactures.  I  do  so  upon  a 
double  ground ;  first,  by  showing  that  we 
have  made  such  a  reduction  in  the  cost  of 
the  means  of  subsistence  as  to  justify  us 
in  reducing  those  duties ;  and,  secondly, 
by  showing,  that  the  existing  rate  of  duty 
is  so  high,  that  it  afibrds  no  protection 
whatever.  I  dare  say,  by  stating  the 
amount  of  the  reduction  which  I  propose 
la  Bone.of  the  articles  of  foreign  produce^ 


hoping  thereby  to  reduce  the  rate  of  living 
in  this  country,  I  have  caused  some  alarm 
on  the  part  of  the  producers  of  similar 
commodities  in  England.  1  speak  chiefly 
now  of  those  who  are  concerned  in  the 
production  of  cattle,  and  in  the  supply  of 
meat.  1  wish  to  address  myself  more 
particularly  to  that  class,  for  I  never  felt 
more  confidence  than  I  do  now,  that  I 
shall  be  enabled  to  show,  that  the  removal 
of  prohibition  in  the  case  of  cattle,  and  the 
reduction  of  duty  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  meat,  are  not  only  perfectly  justifi- 
able, but  demanded  by  a  true  consideration 
not  only  of  the  general  interests  of  the 
country,  but  of  the  agricultural  interest 
itself.  It  is  quite  an  error  to  suppose 
that  Bnj  class  derives  advantage  by  a  high 
rate  of  living  in  this  country.  In  the  first 
place,  there  is  no  man,  whatever  article  he 
may  produce,  but  must  derive  a  great 
advantage  from  a  general  reduction  of 
prices.  The  particular  article  which  he 
himself  consumes  may  abide  at  the  same 
price,  and  not  fall  under  the  general  rule 
of  reduction,  and  in  respect  to  that  parti- 
cular article,  he  mav  be  exposed  to  some 
suffering  and  loss ;  but  he  must,  in  regard 
to  the  general  articles  of  consumption, 
share  in  the  benefit  of  the  reduction  which 
the  prices  of  those  articles  undergo.  I 
will  take,  as  an  illustration  of  my  argu- 
ment, the  case  of  the  poor-rates.  Within 
the  last  four  years  the  cost  of  the  articles 
of  subsistence  has  been  high.  It  is  said, 
and  I  believe  justly  said,  that  the  poor- 
rates  fall  with  peculiar  severity  upon  the 
landed  interest.  The  profits  of  tradesmen 
in  the  towns  which  were  originally  con* 
templated  to  be  subject  to  that  impost, 
have  of  late  years  been  free  from  it,  by  the 
effect  of  a  temporary  law,  and  those  rates 
now  fall  with  peculiar  severity  upon  the 
owners  and  occupiers  of  land.  Let  us  see 
how  the  cost  of  the  articles  of  subsistence 
affects  those  rates.  It  appears,  that  the 
"  amount  of  moneys  levieu  under  the  deno- 
mination of  poor^s-rate  in  England  and 
Wales,  in  1837,  was  5,294,000/.;  1838, 
5,186,000/.;  1839,  5,613,000/.;  1840, 
6,014,000/."  This  shows  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  amount  of  money  levied  on 
account  of  poor  s-rate  is  in  proportion  to 
the  increase  of  the  price  of  provisions.  I 
am  quite  aware  that  in  some  cases  these 
prices  have  lately  been  reduced.  I*  know, 
that  there  has  been  a  general  apprehension, 
and,  indeed,  a  general  panic,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  importation  of  live  cattle.    It 
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that  tbe  panic  existed^  that  it  was  in  nun 
to  argue  against  it,  whether  well  or  ill- 
founded — and  to  80  nrevailing  a  feeling, 
great  deference  ougnt  to  be  shown.  I 
venture  to  differ  from  that  statement ;  I 
do  not  think  it  a  part  of  the  dut^  of  any 
GoFemment  to  defer  to  a  panic  which 
they  consider  unfounded ;  much  less  do  1 
consider  it  consistent  on  the  pairt  of  the 
real  friend  of  the  agricultural  interest  of 
this  country  to  show  a  deference  to  un- 
justifiable  apprehensions.  To  defer  to 
sound  aigument — to  defer  to  justifiable 
apprehensions— -is  the  duty  of  every  Go- 
vernment ;  but  to  concede  to  apanic'which 
jon  believe  to  be  ill-founded,  would  be 
inconsistent  with  a  wise  and  statesmanlike 
course,  and  would  be  inviting  persons  who 
were  the  subjects  of  those  unfounded  fears 
to  rest  their  hopes  upon  high  prohibitory 
duties,  which  would  indeed  be  resting 
upon  an  unstable  foundation.  But  no 
steps  which  I  could  take  could  ffuard 
against  the  panic  which  has  existed.  I 
admit  it  has  existed.  Bot  let  me  observe 
that  some  portion  of  the  reduction  which 
has  taken  place  in  the  price  of  cattle  must 
not  be  attributed  to  the  panic.  There 
must  be,  at  this  time  of  the  year,  a  reduc- 
tion of  price.  It  is  inevitable,  because 
there  is  a  lifirge  supply  of,  and  a  reduction 
in  the  price  of  fodder.  The  whole  extent 
of  the  reduction,  therefore,  must  not  be 
connected  with  the  panic  But  if  persons 
will  insert  advertisements  in  newspapers, 
offering  to  supply  the  best  meat  from 
Hamburgh  and  other  places  at  3d.  per  lb., 
and  if  jparties  will  not  inquire  into  the 
trutli  ot  it,  but  will  rake  it  for  granted, 
and  will  sell  their  cattle  in  consequence,  I 
cannot  help  it.  A  little  inquiry  would 
have  shown  at  once  how  impossible  the 
thing  must  be.  A  house  with  a  fine  Ger- 
man name,  at  Hamburgh,  is  represented 
as  ofiering  to  supply  meat  at  Sd.  per  lb. 
Now,  the  slightest  exertion  would  have 
discovered  that  no  such  house  exists  at 
all.  If  it  does  exist  there,  all  I  can  say 
is,  that  the  house  which  so  oSsts  to  supply 
the  manufacturing  districts  of  the  country 
with  meat  at  3ii.  a  lb.,  is  at  present  paying 
6dn  a  lb.  for  it  in  Hambuigh.  My  beli^ 
b,  that  interested  parties,  pretending  to 
sympathise  with  the  poor  manufacturing 
classes,  have  inserted  tnese  advertisements, 
having  a  knowledge  of  the  prevailing  panic, 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  advantage  of 
those  who,  by  their  fears,  are  bringing 
their  cattle  into  the  market.  But  I  trust  I 
that  the  delay  which  has  taken  place  in  | 


bringing  forward  this  measure  has  tended 
to  produce  a  calmer  and  soberer  judgment 
on  the  subject,  and  that  this  cattle  panic 
is  of  itself  fiist  dying  away.  I  have  read 
an  account  of  some  recent  occurrences, 
particularly  in  the  northern  parts  of  the 
country,  which  leads  me  to  think,  that 
those  who  expected  to  purchase  cattle  at  a 
very  reduced  price  will  be  disappointed : 
and  that  sounder  notions  are  entertained, 
with  respect  to  the  price  of  cattle.  But, 
in  arguing  this  question  of  cattle,  I  am 
not  afaMDut  to  say,  there  will  be  no  reduc- 
tion of  price— I  am  not  going  to  contend, 
that  by  admitting  foreign  cattle,  and 
foreign  meat,  that  at  no  period  there  will 
be  any  competition  or  reduction  of  price. 
But  what  I  maintain,  and  what  I  am 
about  to  establish,  is  this,  that  the  price  of 
cattle  and  meat  in  this  country  has  been 
undulv  high  —  extravagantly  high — and 
that  if  we  can  efiect  a  reduction  oif  price, 
we  ought  to  effect  that  reduction.  I  shall 
show  you,  that  your  apprehensions  are 
unfounded—- that  there  will  be  no  such 
material  fall  (I  cannot  effect  that)  in  the 
price  of  cattle,  as  will  affect  the  price  of 
land,  or  in  any  way  disturb  the  relations 
which  now  exist  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  But  I  am  able  to  establish,  by 
conclusive  proof,  that  you  ought  to  seek 
security,  if  you  can,  against  the  extrava. 
gant  price  of  meat  in  this  country,  and 
which  may  arise  from  a  defective  supply, 
caused  by  applications  of  capital  to  other 
agricultural  productions,  and  still  more 
by  the  disorders  which  have  prevailed 
among  the  cattle,  and  which  have  much 
diminished  stocL  Supposing  any  man, 
some  twenty  years  since,  any  graaier,  for 
instance,  had  been  told  what  was  to  hap- 
pen with  respect  to  Irehind  and  Scotland. 
Supposing  I  had  told  him,  fifteen  years 
ago,  what  was  then  the  produce  of  those 
two  parts  of  the  empire,  and  had  foretold 
to  him  the  wonderful  discovery  of  steam, 
the  facility  with  which,  from  Aberdeen, 
and  other  parts,  enormous  quautities  of 
cattle  could  be  brought  to  London ;  and 
what  would  be  the  increase  of  the  produce 
in  Ireland  within  the  last  twenty  or  thirty 
years.  I  apprehend,  that  the  £nglisli 
grasier  would  have  felt  a  panic  twice  as 
great  as  the  panic  which  has  now  been 
felt,  and  he  would  have  said,  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  him  to  contend 
against  the  competition  of  Ireland  and 
Jutland.  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit, 
that  with  respect  to  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
there  was  this  di&rencet  that  T 
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parts  of  tbe  United  KiDgdooi,  are  entitled 
to  import  cattle.  ["  Hear,  hear !  "]  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  cheers  me, 
will  not  deny,  that  the  10,000  head  of 
cattle,  brought  from  Aberdeen,  and  from 
Ireland,  would  have  just  the  same  ef- 
fect in  depressing  the  English  market, 
as  if  the  same  quantity  of  cattle  had 
been  imported  from  a  foreign  country. 
That  is  m  J  argument.  1  am  not  saying 
that  foreign  countries  have  an  equal  right 
with  Soothmd  and  Ireland  to  import  cattle, 
and  on  the  same  favourable  terms.  My 
argument  is»  that  this  great  and  unex- 
pected increase  of  importation  from  Ire- 
land and  Scotland  would  produce  the 
same  depressing  effect  upon  the  British 
market  as  if  the  increase  had  come  from 
Hamburgh.  I  say,  therefore,  that  if 
twenty  years  since  we  had  told  the  English 
grazier  what  would  be  the  extent  of  im- 
portation at  the  present  moment,  from  im- 
provements in  agriculture  and  navigation 
and  other  causes,  he  would  have  imagined 
that  the  price  of  cattle  in  tbe  home  market 
would  be  so  reduced  that  he  would  have  no 
chance  of  success  a^inst  such  competition. 
Yet,  notwithstanding  this  competition, 
the  price  of  cattle  and  meat  has  increased, 
and  the  price  of  meat  is  still  increasing  to 
an  extent  which  deserves  our  most  serious 
attention.  As  a  proof  and  illustration  of 
this,  I  will  take  the  navy  contracts  for 
fresh  meat  that  have  been  made  within  tbe 
last  four  or  five  years.  I  find  that  in  1885 
the  navy  contracts  for  fresh  meat  were 
taken  at  35s.  and  a  fraction  per  cwt. ;  the 
price  rose,  in  1838,  to  4ls.  per  cwt.,  in 
1840  to  46s.,  and  in  1841  it  had  increas- 
ed, from  35s.  in  1835,  to  49s.  per  cwt. 
This,  be  it  remembered,  has  occurred, 
notwithstanding  the  increased  imports  of 
cattle  from  Ireland  and  Scotland.  I  will 
now  refer  to  the  contract  prices  of  meat 
for  Greenwich  Hospital.  In  1835  the 
contracts  were  taken  at  40«.  a  cwt. ;  and  I 
must  observe^  that  the  probability  is  that 
that  institution  is  supplied  with  a  superior 
description  of  meat*  I  find  that  the  price 
rose  from  40;.  in  1835,  to  56s.  in  1841. 
Again,  I  find  that  contracts  for  supplies 
of  meat  for  shipping  were  made  in  L<»den- 
hall  market  in  1835  at  36s.  per  cwt.,  and 
contracts  of  the  same  kind  were  taken 
there  in  1841  at  48s.  per  cwt.  I  will  now 
take  pork — ^I  mean  salt  poric  for  the  navy 
—and  I  beg  the  House  to  recollect  that 
this  increased  price  of  provisions  tends 
materially  to  swell  the  navy  estimates.  I 
find,  in  1835,  that  the  contract  price  of 


salt  pork  for  the  navy  was  41.  I4s.  Sd.  per 
tierce,  and  in  1841  the  price  had  risen  to 
71.  3s.  5d.  This  had  not  been  a  sudden 
rise,  but  it  gradually  took  place  during 
the  intermediate  years.  In  1835,  the  price 
was 42.  I4s.  the  tierce;  in  1838,  it  had 
risen  to  5/.  14^.;  in  1839,  to  6/L  lis.;  in 
1840,  to  6L  I4s. ;  and  in  1841,  to  7L  3s.  5d. 
To  show  how  this  aflfects  the  public  1  will 
refer  to  Greenwich  Hospital.  The  meat 
alone  for  Greenwich  Hospital  for  the  con- 
sumption of  the  inmates  of  that  institu- 
tion, though  there  was  no  increase  in  the 
number  of  its  inmates,  cost  4,420/.  more 
in  1841  than  it  did  in  1835.  It  appears 
also  that  the  total  increase  of  the  house- 
hold expenses  of  that  institution  was 
12,000/.  in  1841  than  in  1835.  If  such 
an  advance  continued  to  take  place  in  the 
price  of  meat,  the  authorities  of  the  hos- 

Sital  stated  that  they  should  find  some 
ifficulty  in  making  tlieir  present  revenue 
sufficient.  1  have  surely  now  said  enough 
to  show  that  notwithstanding  the  great 
importation  from  Ireland  and  Scotland 
there  has  been  a  continuous  increase  in  the 
price  of  meat,  and  that  it  is  desirable  to 
open  the  ports  of  the  kingdom  to  a  foreign 
supply.  Is  not  the  fact  of  such  a  conti-  . 
nuous  increase  in  price  conclusive  proof 
that  somelhbg  shall  be  done ;  and  does  it 
not  suggest  the  apprehension  that  the  po- 
pulation is  increasing  more  rapidly  than 
the  supply  ?  I  am  aware  that  it  has  been 
said  that  the  price  of  cattle  has  much  in- 
creased of  late  years,  and  has  been  occa- 
sioned by  another  circumstance;  it  has 
been  asserted  that  it  has  arisen  because  a 
disorder  has  prevailed  among  cattle.  Now, 
I  would  ask,  is  not  this  very  circumstance 
a  conclusive  proof  of  the  necessity  of  doing 
something  to  meet  such  a  case,'  and  that 
there  should  be  not  an  absolute  prohibition, 
but  a  moderate  duty  which  will  enable 
you  to  go  to  the  places  where  wholesome 
cattle  are  to  be  met  with,  that  you  may 
have  the  means  of  increasing  your  supply 
when  the  home  supply  is  d^dent.  The 
amount  of  duty  which  I  propose  in  the 
resolutions  before  the  House  is  a  penny  a 
pound  on  fresh  meat,  or  on  meat  slightly 
salted,  and  1/.  a  head  on  oxen.  I  appre- 
hend that  the  chief  objection  which  is  en- 
tertained against  this  part  of  the  resolu- 
tion is  directed  against  the  new  duty  of 
1/.  a  head  on  cattle  in  the  place  of  the 
present  prohibition,  lliere  is  an  appre- 
hension of  danger  to  the  domestic  pro- 
ducer of  cattle.  Now,  before  I  can  assent 
to  any  apprehension  of 
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I  should  ask  the  House  to  look  to  the  ex- 
tent of  that  portion  of  the  continent  of 
Europe  from  which  a  supply  of  cattle  can 
be  obtained.  Corn,  it  must  be  admitted, 
can  be  obtained  from  almost  every 
place  where  it  is  produced,  it  suffers  no 
decrease  in  substance,  and  no  deterioration 
in  quality,  how  great  may  be  the  distance 
of  transport,  and  it  can  be  as  as  well  im- 
ported from  Odessa  or  North  America  as 
from  the  Baltic  or  the  opposite  coasts  of 
the  continent.  In  the  importation  of  corn, 
we  are  subject  to  competition  in  the  home 
market  from  the  supply  obtained  from  all 
Europe,  and  even  America.  Bui  is  there 
the  same  chance  of  competition  with  res- 
pect to  a  supply  of  foreign  cattle.  Let  me 
in  the  first  instance,  separate  the  case  of 
lean  cattle  from  that  of  fat  cattle.  I  think 
that^  I  can  prove  satisfactorily  to  every 
sensible  grazier  that  there  can  be  nothing 
but  advantage  to  him  from  the  importation 
of  lean  cattle.  I  think  I  can  show,  too, 
that  in  no  occupation  has  the  profits  been 
reduced  in  so  great  a  degree  of  late  years 
as  in  the  fattening  of  lean  cattle.  I  ad- 
mit that  this  trade  in  cattle  has  been  car- 
ried on  with  great  advantage  from  certain 
parts  of  Ireland  and  Scotland,  but  I  could 
show  that  there  has  been  such  an  increase 
in  the  price  of  lean  cattle  in  this  country 
as  to  make  it  impossible  for  the  feeder  to 
realise  any  profit  from  fattening  them,  and 
that  the  importation  of  lean  cattle  from 
the  continent  would  be  of  the  greatest 
benefit  to  him.  I  have  made  inquiries  on 
this  point,  and  have  ascertained  from 
several  of  the  most  experienced  and  emi- 
nent graziers  in  the  country,  that  of  late 
years  the  profit  is  reduced  to  nothing,  and 
the  feeding  would  cease  altogether  were  it 
not  for  the  benefit  of  the  manure.  There- 
fore, by  admitting  the  importation  of  lean 
cattle,  I  shall  be  conferring  a  benefit  not 
only  on<he  community,  but  on  that  body 
of  i^culturiftts  who  are  engaged  in  pro- 
viding cattle  for  the  supply  of  the  market. 
But  then  I  may  be  askea,  why  not  apply 
the  duty  aocoraing  to  tJie  weight  of  the 
cattle  imported  ?  My  reply  is,  that  the 
application  of  any  such  principle  would 
defeat  the  object  which  I  have  just  alluded 
to.  It  must  be  recollected  that  the  weight 
of  that  description  of  cattle,  which  I  think 
will  be  most  largely  imported — ^namely, 
the  large  lean  catue— is  very  great.  The 
large  lean  ox,  which  would  afrord  a  profit 
to  the  grazier  to  fatten,  would  weigh  much 
more  than  the  small  fat  cattle  which  are 
Jikely  to  be  imported.    By  adopting  this 


principle,  then,  of  imposing  the  duty  by 
weight,  you  would  be  uiscouraging  the  im- 
portation of  large  lean  cattle,  the  fattening 
of  which  might  become  such  a  large  source 
of  profit  to  the  grazier ;  and  I  say,  there- 
fore, that  the  advantages  will  be  very 
great  in  applying  the  duty  in  the  manner 
I  propose.  Now,  let  me  refez  to  the  danger 
which  is  likely  to  arise  from  the  importa- 
tion of  fat  cattle.  I  think  that  I  can  show 
in  an  equally  satisfactory  manner  as  1  have 
done  in  the  former  case  that  the  apprehen- 
sions which  are  entertained  on  this  point 
are  entirely  without  foundation.  From 
what  countries  is  the  danger  from  compe- 
tition in  the  importation  of  fat  cattle 
likely  to  arise  ?  Now  it  must  be  recollected 
that  the  increase  in  the  cost  of  foreign 
cattle  would  be  enhanced,  not  so  much  by 
the  amount  of  duty  on  the  importation  as 
the  distance  and  expense  of  carriage  from 
the  countries  from  which  the  cattle  would 
be  brought.  No  one,  I  suppose,  will  argue 
that  there  is  much  danger  to  be  appre- 
hended from  the  competition  that  would 
arise  from  the  importation  of  cattle  from 
Spain  and  Portugal.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  a  single  ox,  fat  or  lean,  will  cross  the 
Bay  of  Biscay  for  our  markets.  Let  us 
next  take  France,  and  see  whether  there  is 
any  danger  likely  to  arise  from  the  impor- 
tation of  foreie^n  cattle  from  that  country. 
If  any  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the 
trouble  to  inquire,  he  would  find  that  the 
supply  of  cattle  has  for  some  time  in 
France  been  rapidly  falling  short  of  the 
demand  of  the  population.  With  respect 
to  France,  I  can  refer  to  documents  which, 
I  think,  will  prove  my  case  most  satisfac- 
torily. I  shall  refer  the  House  to  the  ac- 
curate statistical  information  which  is 
prepared  on  this  and  other  subjects  in 
that  country.  I  say,  then,  that  I  can 
show  that  there  is  no  danger  to  be  appre- 
hended from  France.  Supposing,  that  the 
rich  pastures  of  France  could  pour  in  a 
supply  of  fat  cattle  to  an  unlimited  amount 
there  would,  I  admit,  be  some  ground  for 
apprehension  3  but  what  are  the  facts  of 
the  case?  During  late  years,  France 
has  been  an  importing  country  of  cattle, 
and  not  an  exporting  country.  I  find 
that  in  1840  —  and  I  have  similar  re- 
turns for  several  years  back  and  they 
vary  little  as  to  the  general  result 
there  were  12,519  cattle  exported  from 
France,  and  39,000  cattle  imported  into 
it.  I  will  now  take  sheep^ — and  many  of 
these  animals  are  exported  by  being  sent 
across  the  frontier   into  P^^/^pffVi^^ 
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prices  are  deaier— and  I  find  that  92,000 
were  exported  in  1840^  but  during  the 
same  year  135,000  were  imported  into 
France.  The  result  is,  that  for  the  last 
twelve  or  fifteen  years  the  importation  of 
cattle  and  other  animals  into  France  has 
greatly  exceeded  the  amount  of  exports. 
In  respect  to  cattle,  then,  France  is  an  im« 

rMtintt  country ;  and  yet  even  with  this, 
think  I  can  show  that  the  supply  of  meat 
there  has  not  been  equal  to  tne  demand^ 
nor  to  the  wants  of  the  increasing  popula- 
tion of  the  country.  I  will  now  take  the 
prices  in  France,  and  show  that  there  has 
been  a  great  rise  in  prices  of  late  years  in 
that  country.  We  will  begin  as  so  far 
back  as  1822.  In  that  year  the  average 
price  of  beef  in  the  eighty-six  chief  towns 
of  France  was  7|^.  per  kilogramme,  and  in 
1839  it  bad  risen  to  9|e/. ;  and  in  the  same 
period  the  average  price  of  mutton  in  those 
eighty-six  towns  rose  from  l\d,  in  1822, 
to  9|^.  in  1839.  In  Paris  there  had  been 
a  much  greater  increase.  In  1822  the 
price  of  sdl  sorts  of  meat  there  was  %\d. 
per  kilogramme,  and  in  the  chief  market 
on  the  10th  of  March,  1841,  the  price  had 
risen  to  HdL,  being  an  increase  of  62  per 
cent,  from  1822  to  1841.  I  will  give  the 
prices  in  Paris  of  oxen  in  dififerent  years. 
In  1822  the  price  of  an  ox  was  296  francs, 
or  about  12/. ;  in  1839,  392  francs,  or  15/. 
15^. ;  and  in  1841,  459  francs,  or  19/. 
Is  any  danger  to  be  apprehended  of  a 
supply  of  foreign  cattle  from  France,  in 
which  the  price  of  oxen  has  risen  within 
a  few  years  from  12/.  to  19Z.  In  France 
too  as  in  England,  notwithstanding  the 
number  of  foreign  cattle  that  has  been  im- 
ported the  price  has  risen,  so  that  it  is 
clear  that  the  supply  is  not  suflident  for 
the  consumption  of  France.  I  find  that 
the  average  consumption  of  meat  in  that 
country*  between  1812  and  1816,  was  in 
the  ratio  of  70.51  for  each  individual ;  but 
during  the  years  1837  and  1840  the  ratio 
was  represented  by  48.12.  I  think  then 
that  I  have  shown  that  there  is  no  danger 
to  be  apprehended  from  competition  with 
France,  for  here  is  a  rise  in  the  price  of 
meat,  and  yet  a  diminution  in  the  con- 
sumption, while  the  country  is,  I  hope,  in  a 
state  of  prosperity,  and  that  being  the  state 
of  things,  there  is  consequently  no  danger 
to  be  apprehended  from  a  great  importation 
from  France.  With  respect  to  Belgium 
our  Minister  there  when  he  noticed  the 
alarm  that  was  felt  in  this  country  on  the 
subject,  thought  it  his  duty  to  write  to  the 
Government,  and  his  words  were :— « 
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''I  observe  some  allusions  in  the  English 
papers  with  respect  to  the  price  of  meat,  and 
I  see  it  stated  that  it  can  be  imported  from 
foreign  countries  into  £Dgland,  and  sold  at 
the  rate  of  3d.  per  lb.  It  is  however,  clear 
this  supply  cannot  come  from  Belgium  since 
the  price  here  is  just  twice  as  high.'' 

There  is  then  a  great  delusion  in  sup* 
posing  that  meat  can  be  imported  from 
Belgium  and  sold  in  England  at  any  such 
low  prices.  I  apprehend  that  Holland  ia 
not  a  country  from  which  we  need  fear 
any  great  importation.  There  is  no  fresh 
land  there  for  cultivation.  Spain  is  out 
of  the  question.  The  Prussian  League  is,, 
with  respect  to  cattle,  an  importing  and 
not  an  exporting  country.  The  only 
danger,  then,  is  from  Holstein  and  Jut* 
land.  But  the  cost  of  the  conveyance  of 
an  ox  by  sea  from  either  of  those  coun- 
tries is  greater  than  from  Aberdeen.  Re- 
member, also,  the  enormous  increase  of  sup- 
ply of  cattle  from  Ireland,  and  that  it  has 
not  lowered  the  prices,  and  then  compare 
Holstein  and  Jutland  with  Yorkshire,  and 
ask  youselves  is  there  any  prospect  of  a 
competition  which  is  likely  to  interfere 
with  the  interests  of  English  agriculturists. 
If  you  can  make  some  reduction  in  price-^ 
if  you  can  take  any  security  against  the 
exorbitant  price  of  meat,  you  will  be  con. 
ferring  a  great  advantage  on  all  classes  of 
the  community,  and  even  on  the  agricul- 
turists themselves.  But  the  extent  of  the 
area  of  the  countries  which  can  come  in 
competion  with  them  is  so  comparatively 
small,  and  the  expense  and  difficulty  of 
bringing  cattle  here  from  over  the  sea  are 
so  great,  that  they  need  fear  no  foreign 
competition.  Next  compare  the  quality  of 
the  meat.  Your  meat  is  far  superior  to 
the  meat  of  the  continent.  When  you 
hear  that  meat  is  ^d.  per  lb.  on  the  con- 
tinent and  Id,  in  London,  you  can  draw 
no  safe  inference,  unless  you  also  compare 
the  quality  of  both.  I  do  not  despair  of 
seeing  this  country  yet  exporting  fatted 
cattle.  I  believe  that  improvements  in 
science,  and  the  application  of  chemical  pro- 
cesses to  agriculture,  may  produce  such  re- 
sults that  you  may  be  an  exporting  country. 
In  confirmation  of  the  opinion  which  I 
have  just  expressed,  I  can  refer  to  the  au- 
thority of  a  document  drawn  up  by  a 
minister  of  France,  in  which  he  names 
this  country  amongst  others  as  one  from 
which  France  could  derive  a  supply  of 
cattle.  Again,  your  mutton  is  so  much 
superior  to  that  to  be  obtained  on  the  con- 
tinent,  that  I  have  ev^rj^,^.^^;^,^ 
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that  instead  of  this  country  importing  any 
mutton,  we  shall  export  it  largely  to  the 
continent.  Indeed^  at  this  moment,  I  be- 
lieve legs  of  mutton  are  continually  taken 
from  Hull  to  Hamburg  for  consumption  in 
the  latter.  The  great  advantage  that  I 
look  to  as  being  likely  to  arise  from  the 
importation  of  cattle,  is  that  it  may  estab- 
lish a  check  against  inordinate  prms,  and 
on  this  principle  I  vindicate  the  course 
proposed  to  be  taken  by  her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  reduction  of  the  duty. 
It  has  been  said,  why  not  impose  your  duty 
according  to  the  weight  or  value  of  the 
animal  imported  ?  But  I  say,  it  cannot  be 
done  with  advantage  to  the  farmer  and  the 
consumer  ?  I  have  already  shown,  that 
no  such  extent  of  import  will  take  place 
under  the  mode  proposed  by  the  Govern-* 
ment,  as  will  prove  injurious  to  the  agri- 
culturist, and  I  have  also  shown  the  ad* 
vantages  that  will  arise  to  the  Englisth 
grazier  from  the  importation  of  le»n  cattle; 
I  have  also  sliown  other  reasons  that  ope- 
rate to  prove,  that  the  course  that  we 
propose  to  take  is  the  most  convenient 
one  that  can  be  adopted.  In  addition,  I 
may  observe,  thai  every  foreign  country 
which  imports  cattle,  and  imposee  a  duty 
on  it«  follows  the  plan  which  we  recom- 
mend, and  lays  the  tax  on  each  head  of 
cattle.  Throughout  the  states^  forming 
the  Pnvsian  League*  foreign  cattle  are  not 
admitted  by  the  payment  of  an  ad  valorem 
duty«  or  on  their  weight»  but  the  duty  is 
levied  on  each  animal.  In  France*  there 
is  an  import  duty  of  20f.  on  each  head 
of  cattle;  in  Belgium. also  I  find  a  duty 
of  20f.  applied  to  all  cattle.  I  do  not 
mean  to  sat,  that  no  reduction  of  price 
will  result  mm  my  propoeition^  I  should 
be  sorry  if  that  to  a  small  degree,  weie 
not  to  be  the  case;  but  looking  at  the 
state  of  this  metropolts— looking  at  the 
great  importance  of  a  fair  and  reason- 
able supply  of  meat — and  looking  at  the 
improvements  which  have  taken  place  in 
steam  navigation,  I  cannot  think  it  has 
derived  as  much  benefit^  in  the  reduction 
of  the  price  of  meat,  from  them  as  it  ought, 
and  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  it  derive  no 
benefit  from  the  proposed  reduction.  For 
my  own  part,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  say. 
ing,  that  if  by  the  operation  of  thie  part  of 
the  measure*  the  price  of  meat  be  reduced 
in  London,  1  should  consider  such  result  as 
a  public  benefit.  I  have  laid  on  a  duty  of 
1/.  per  head  on  cattle,  because  I  consider 
the  limited  area  of  the  countries  that  can 
compete  witk  va^  and  the  cost  of  conveying 
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cattle  by  steam*  and  various  other  circum- 
stances, throw  so  many  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle* 
that  no  danger  is  to  be  apprehended  to 
our  home  supply,  and  that  sufficient  pro- 
tection remains  for  the  grazier,  la  the 
House  aware,  that  in  London  alone  there 
were  slaughtered  every  year  not  less  than 
between  170jOOO  and  180,000  cattle,  and 
this,  is  independent  of  all  the  shu^tersd 
meat  sent  up  to  the  London  market.  What 
an  immense  quantity  of  cattle  must  come 
in,  then*  to  n>ake  any  perceptible  reduc 
tion  in  the  prices.  But  is  it  likely  that 
10,000  fat  cattle  will  come  in  ?  1  do  not 
apfirehend,  that  any  one  believes  that 
10,000  additional  cattle  will  be  taken  to 
Smithfield  from  abroad  in  the  course  of 
the  year ;  and  if  that  number  were  to  be 
taken,  would  it  make  any  very  material 
difference  in  the  price.  I  bolieve,  that 
the  general  annual  consumption  of  cattle 
in  England  is  between  ld,000/X)0  and 
15,000,000.  Is  there,  then,  any  just 
ground  for  their  apprehension.  In  my  mind 
the  reasons  arc  decisive  for  applying  to  this 
question  the  principles  on  which  we  have 
proceeded  in  frammg  the  other  parts  of 
the  tariff.  I  beg  the  House  to  recollect 
the  extraordinary  increase  that  has  taken 
place  in  the  amount  of  cattle,  sheep,  and 
swine  imported  into  this  country  from 
Ireland  within  the  last  few  years.  In 
1825,  the  number  of  cattle  imported  from 
Ireland  was  63*000*  and  in  1840  the  num. 
ber  was  120,000.  The  number  of  sheep 
imnorted  from  Ireland  in  1825  was  72,000, 
ana  the  number  increased  to  193,000  in 
1840.  The  number  of  swine  imported 
from  Ireland  in  1825  was  65*000*  and  in 
1840  the  number  was  384,000.  Now, 
notwithstanding  this  enormous  increase  in 
the  imports  from  Ireland,  it  has  not  pro* 
duced  the  slightest  effect  in  the  reduction 
of  the  price  of  meat  j  on  the  contrary, 
the  prices  of  all  kinds  of  meat  have  gone 
on  rising  for  the  last  few  ytars.  Taking 
this  circumstance  into  consideration,  and 
supposing  that  there  were  no  extensive 
importation  of  meat  or  cattle,  and  looking 
also  to  the  constant  and  continued  increase 
of  our  population,  is  there  any  cause  for 
alarm  or  consternation  on  the  part  of  tlie 
graxiers?  In  adopting  the  step  which  I 
now  recommend  to  the  House  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
declaring  that  by  adopting  it  we  are  taking 
a  security  against  an  exorbitant  price  of 
meat  in  times  of  scarcity.  1  can  illustrate 
the  ,iew  by  what  g«,|l^,^g^ 
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to  lumeA.  Tbere  is  at  prewnt  a  dotjr  of 
1/.  a  bead  on  the  importatioD  of  hones, 
and  at  that  rate  the  smallest  poney  and 
the  most  valuable  charger  may  be  im- 
ported. Now  look  at  the  price  of  horses 
in  some  parts  of  the  continent.  Compare 
the  Norman  horse,--4i  beautifiil  animal- 
compare  the  price  in  France  with  the 
price  of  a  horse  of  the  same  quality  in  this 
country.  Why  has  there  not  been  an 
importation  of  them  into  this  country? 
You  only  levy  a  duty  of  1/.  upon  all 
horses,  and  yet  the  amount  of  duty  paid 
on  the  importation  of  horses  has  not  been 
more  than  4001.  per  annum  for  several 
years  past.  But  what  are  the  fiicts  of  the 
case  ?  Why,  that  during  this  time  we 
have  been  an  exporting  country  for  horses. 
I  take  the  year  1839, 1  find  that  389 
horses  were  imported  into  this  country, 
which  pmd  a  duty  of  1/!.  a  head;  but 
during  the  same  year  1,330  horses  were 
expoited.  In  1840  the  number  of  horses 
imported  was  505,  the  number  exported 
was  2,275,  and  in  1841  the  number  im- 
ported was  339,  and  the  number  exported 
was  4)538.  I  should  rejoice  were  the 
same  circomstances  to  take  place  with 
respect  to  cattle,  and  that  we  became  an 
exporting  country.  My  hopes  are  strong 
on  this  point,  and  I  do  not  despair  of 
seeing  the  dav  when,  by  the  employment 
of  capital,  ana  the  application  of  chemical 
science  to  agriculture,  we  shall  have  so 
Ux  improved  the  breed  of  our  cattle  as  to 
be  enabled  to  export  them,  as  well  as 
horses.  The  cost  of  a  horte  is  great  in 
this  country  compared  with  the  price  in 
foreign  countries,  and  yet  we  have  been 
able  to  compete  with  other  countries  by 
the  superiority  of  our  horses  $  and  I  know 
no  natural  or  necessary  reason  why  we 
should  not  be  able  to  supply  cattle  as  well 
as  horses.  These,  then,  are  the  grounds 
on  which  the  measure  of  her  Majesty's 
€rOvemment  has  been  framed.  I  hqie 
that  in  the  observations  which  I  have 
addressed  to  the  House  that  I  have  so  far 
satisfied  the  mind  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
MilesV  as  to  induce  him  to  drop  the 
amendment  of  which  he  has  given  notice. 
At  any  rate,  if  he  persists  in  pressing  it. 
I  am  prepared  to  meet  it,  and  shall  offer 
ft  a  respectfol  bat  decided  resistanoe. 
And  I  shall  certainly  be  curious  to  know 
the  arguments  upon  which,  considering 
tlw  gradual  but  rapid  rise  of  price  in  this 
ooantiy,  and  the  limited  alteration  pro- 1 
posed  ia  the  tariff— I  shall  listen  with 
^  l»  tke  arguments  by  whkh  he| 


supports  the  necessity  for  an  increased 
duty  on  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle. 
I  deeply  regret  that  the  tariff  proposed  by 
her  Afajesty's  Government  should  have 
had  un<me  advantage  taken  of  it  by  pre- 
tended  sympathisers  with  the    supposed 
sufferers  to  raise  a  panic  relating  to  it.    I 
have  a  sincere  and  cordial  respect  for  the 
interests   which  apprehended    that    they 
would  be  affected  by  it,  and  I  have  there- 
fore felt  it  my  duty  to  enter  into  these 
details.     Subsequent   consideration    and 
free  communication  with  all  parties  have 
confirmed  the  Government  in  the  opinion 
that  these  measures  will  be  attended  with 
great  public  advantage — that  they   will 
produce  general  advantage  to  all  chissest 
including  the  agricultural  class,  by  the 
reduction   which  we  propose  to  make  in 
foteign  meat  and  cattle,  and,  above  all, 
the  removal  of  that  complete  prohibition 
which    we  found  when    we  approached 
the  subject.     Not  wishing  to  enter  upon 
a  question  which  has  bMn   adopted  by 
Parliament*— I  mean  the  question  of  the 
Comlaws-^wishing  to  postpone  the  ques- 
tion of  sugar,  till  the  alteration  of  whidi 
the  noble  Lord  has  given  notice  comes 
under  discussion-' not  wishing  to  prejudice 
that  question  by  an  imperfect  reference  to 
it,  I  have  fulfilled  the  purpose  for  wl^ich  I 
rose'^namely,  to  state  the  general  scope 
and  object   of  the  commercial  arrange- 
ments proposed  bv  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  to  vindicate  those  points  which 
have  been  most  subjected  to  animadversion. 
I  know  that  many  Gentleomn  who  are 
strong  advocates  for  free^tiiide  may  conri^ 
der  that  I  have  not  gone  iar  enough.    I 
believe  that  on  the  general  prineiple  of 
free-trade  there  is  now  no  great  difference 
of  opinion,  and  that  all  agree  in  the  gene*' 
ral  rule  that  we  should  purchase  in  the 
cheapest  market  and  sell  in  the  dearest. 
[Cheeri.^    I  know  the  meaning  of  that 
cheer.    I  do  not  now  wish  to  mse  a  dis« 
cusdon  on  the  Corn-laws  or  the  sugar 
duties,  which  I  contend,  however,  are  ex- 
ceptions to  the  general  rule.    I  have  stated 
the  grounds,  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
why  I  consider  these  exceptions  to  the 
general  rule,  and  I  will  not  go  into  the 
question  now.     I  know  that  I  may  be  met 
with  the  cofflplflints  of  Ckntlemeo  opposite 
of  the  limited  extent  to  which  I  have  ap- 
plied  the  general  principle  to  which  I  have 
adverted  to  these  important  articles.     I 
have  felt  satisfied  that  it  was  inexpedient 
io  apply  sudi  important  changes  as  I  have 
beard  snggested  te  these  impwtant  i*^^ 
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terests.  I  thought^  after  the  best  consi- 
deration that  I  could  give  to  the  subject, 
that^  if  I  proposed  a  greater  change  in  the 
Corn-laws  than  that  which  I  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  I  should 
only  aggravate  the  distresses  of  the  coun- 
try, and  only  increase  the  alarm  which 
prevailed  amongst  important  interests.  ^  I 
think  that  I  have  proposed,  and  the  Legis- 
lature has  sanctioned,  as  great  a  change  in 
the  Corn-laws  as  was  just  or  prudent,  con- 
sidering the  engagements  existing  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  also  the  large 
amount  of  capital  which  has  been  applied 
to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  that  we  have  made 
as  great  a  chance  as  was  consistent  with 
the  nature  of  the  subject.  I  shall  post- 
pone what  I  have  to  say  on  the  subject  of 
the  sugar  duties  until  the  noble  Lord  re- 
gularly comes  forward  with  the  motion  of 
which  he  has  given  notice,  and  I  shall 
then  be  ready  to  state  the  reasons  which 
have  induced  her  Majesty's  Government 
to  adopt  the  course  which  they  have.  It 
is  impossible,  in  dealing  in  general  with 
such  immense  and  extensive  interests,  to 
proceed  alwa]r8  by  a  strict  application  of 
the  general  principle,  for  in  such  cases  it 
is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  proceed 
with  caution.  I  believe  that  the  true 
friend  to  general  principle  will  argue  that 
it  is  not  expedient  or  proper  to  propose 
such  a  change  as  would  produce  so  much 
individual  injury  as  to  cause  general  com- 
plaint, and  excite  a  strong  sympathy.  I 
contemplate  the  matter  in  the  same  point 
of  view,  as  this  question  was  contemplated 
by  a  distinguished  statesman,  now  no 
more,  with  whom  it  was  my  good  fortune 
to  act  in  1825:  That  eminent  man  then 
proposed  to  make  some  changes  in  the  com- 
mercial and  colonial  policy  of  the  country, 
but  the  proposition  which  he  brought  for* 
wiurd  in  1825  was  not  so  extensive  as  that 
which  I  have  had  the  honour  of  submitting 
to  the  House.  Those  measures  had  my 
cordial  support  and  concurrence.  Mr. 
Huskisson,  when  he  brought  them  forward^ 
prefaced  his  speech  with  these  observa- 
tions :"— 

^  I  am  not  anxious  to  give  effect  to  new 
principles,  where  circumstances  do  not  call  for 
their  application;  feeling  as  I  do,  from  no 
small  experience  in  public  business — and  every 
day  confirms  that  feeling — how  much,  in  the 
vast  and  complex  interests  of  this  countrv,  all 
general  theories,  however  incontrovertible  in 
the  abstract,  require  to  be  weighed  with  a  calm 
circumspection,  to  be  directed  by  a  temperate 
diMretion,  and  to  be  adapted  to  all  the  existing 


relations  of  society  with  a  carefal  hand  and  a 
due  regard  to  the  establishments  and  institu- 
tions which  have  grown  up  under  those  rela- 
tions." 

Thescy  I  think,  are  just  and  profound, 
and  wise  opinions,  and  in  the  temper  in 
which  Mr.  Huskisson  acted,  i  and  my 
Colleagues  have  attempted  to  remodel  ani 
simplify  the  tariff  by  removing  the  prohi- 
bition  on  some  articles,  and  by  the  reduc- 
tion of  duty  on  others,  and  we  have  pro- 
ceeded with  such  care  and  caution  as  to 
produce  as  small  an  amount  of  individual 
suffering  as  was  compatible  with  the  end 
in  view.  1  regret  any  suffering  that  may 
be  inflicted  on  any  parties,  but  if  we  ad- 
mitted the  principle  of  putting  off  the 
question  on  that  account,  I  fear  that  we 
should  have  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  all  such  questions  to  an  indefinite 
period.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  general 
result  of  this  and  the  other  measures  will 
be  ample  compensation  for  any  individual 
suffering  that  may  be  inflicted,  and  that 
the  general  result  of  the  whole  will  be  to 
increase  the  demand  for  the  employment 
of  industry,  and  which  would  also  increase 
the  means  of  the  people  to  command  the 
comforts  and  necessaries  of  life.  We  have 
made  this  proposal  at  a  time  of  very  consi- 
derable financial  embarrassment,  but  in 
doing  so,  we  have  set  an  example  in  Eu- 
rope, we  have  declared  that  we  will  not 
seek  to  improve  our  finances  b^  increasing 
the  duties  on  imports.  Amidst  all  our 
financial  difficulties,  we  have  trusted  to 
other  means  for  replenishing  the  Exche- 
quer. In  the  face  of  all  these  difficul- 
ties, we  have  come  forward  with  a  pro- 
posal greatly  reducing  the  restrictions, 
and  imposts  on  foreign  articles.  I  deeply 
regret  to  have  it  to  say,  that  other  en- 
lightened communities  have  not  acted  upon 
this  principle.  We  have  reserved  many 
articles  from  immediate  reduction,  in  the 
hope  that  ere  long,  we  may  attain  that 
which  we  consider  just  and  beneficial  to 
all,— namely,  increased  facilities  for  our 
exports  in  return.  At  the  same  time,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  that  it  is  for  the  interest 
of  this  country  to  buy  cheap,  whether  other 
countries  will  buy  cheap  from  us  or  no. 
We  have  a  right  to  exhaust  all  means  to 
induce  them  to  do  justice,  but  if  they  per- 
severe in  refusing,  the  penalty  is  on  us,  if 
we  do  not  buy  in  the  cheapest  market. 
But  I  believe  firmly,  that  the  example 
which  England  is  now  setting,  will  ulti- 
mately prevail.  The  countries  I  speak  of 
may  hope  to  retrigre^their^.{j.Rcig,^. 
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to  us  to  act  on  the  priaciples  which  we 
beh'eve  to  be  souDd^  those  principles  which 
will  Dot  only  be  immediately  profitable  to 
us,  but  the  example  of  which  will  ulti- 
mately ensure  that  general  application  of 
them^  which  will  confer  reciprocal  bene6t 
both  on  ourselves  and  on  all  those  who  are 
wise  enough  to  follow  it. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  he  quite  felt 
it  was  in  the  highest  degree  desirable,  that 
consistently,    with    fair   discussion,    this 
commercial  measure  of  the  Government 
should  be  decided  on  as  soon  as  possible, 
in  order  to  avoid  those  evils  which  pro- 
tracted uncertainty  on  this  subject  must 
produce  on  the  trading  classes  of    the 
country,  and  be  shoulo  not  himself  in- 
terpose on  the  present  occasion  anything 
more  than  a  very  few  remarks  upon  the 
general  character  of  the  tariff.    He  had 
heard  with  very  great  pleasure  the  main 
principles  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  that  evening  laid  down,  and  the  out- 
line  of  the  measure  which  he  had  pro- 
posed.    One  observation,  however,  in  jus- 
tice to  himself  and  to  those  with  whom  he 
had  acted  in  office,  he  felt  called  upon  to 
make ;  namely,  that  the  late  Government 
had  distinctly  declared,  and  were  prepared 
to  act  upon,  the  opinion  which  was  now 
adopted  and  announced  by  the  present 
Administration,  namely,  that  the  time  had 
now  come,  when  reference  to  the  finances 
of  the  country,  and  with  a  view  to  the  ge- 
neral  interests  of  commerce  and  of  the 
nation,  it  was  necessary  that  the  whole  of 
our  commercial  system  should  be  revised 
and  reformed ;  and  be  could  only  regret 
that  any    state  of   parties  should  have 
existed,  which  could  have  the  effect  of 
depriving  the  country  of  the  inestimable 
benefit  it  would  have  derived  from  a  mea- 
sure like  this  having  been  passed  at  an 
earlier  period.     ["Sir   James   Graham: 
The  tariff  was  not  touched  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment."]   The  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department  informed  him  that 
the  tariff  reform  was  not  proposed  by  the 
late  Government.     The  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  his  friends  took  pretty  good  care  that 
the  late  Government  should  have  no  op- 
portunity of  proposing  such  a  reform.  But 
he  could  in  turn  inform  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  if  he  was  not  aware  of  the  cir- 
cumstance,  that    the    late    Government 
actually  announced  a  tariff  reform,  and» 
moreover,  that  they  had  a  measure  on  the 
subject  ready ;  and  it  would  have  been  his 
gratifying  duty,  had  the  late  GoverumentC 
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culties  by  the  adoption  of  a  different  course 
from  that  which   we  pursue;  they  may 
think  to  increase  the  revenue  by  increas- 
ing the  imposts  on  foreign  manufactures, 
but  they  may  rely  on  it  they  will  here  be 
met  by  that  very  influential  corrective  of 
high  duties — the  smuggler.      They  can 
rest  only  on  one  of  t^o  measures  to  correct 
the  evils  arising  from  high  duties — they 
must  either  resort  to  such  an  extensive 
establishment,  that  it  will  eat  up  all  the 
profits,  or  if  they  neglect  this,  and  merely 
impose  exorbitant  duties,  without  keeping 
up  an  exorbitant  establishment,  they  will 
find  that  almost  the  entire  demand  for  the 
various  articles  will  be  supplied  by  smug- 
glers, and  those  things  will  be  introduced 
by  an  illicit  trade,  which  their  imposts  pre- 
vent the  introduction  of  legally,  and  with 
advantage  to  themselves.    If  you  look  at 
the  countries  in  which   high  protection, 
prohibitory  protection  is  kept  up,  you  will 
gradually  find  the  people  of  those  coun- 
tries more  and  more  comparing  our  ex- 
ample and  the  results  of  it,  with  the  prin- 
ciple acted  upon  amongst  themselves  and 
the  results  of  it.  Take  Spain,  for  instance, 
where,  as  Mr.  Huskisson,  among  others, 
had  pointed  out,  protective   prohibitory 
duties  existed  in   their    most    extensive 
form;  what  had  been  the  effect  of  this 
system  there?     Eternal  conflicts  on  the 
frontier,  and  no  revenue.     I  regret,  I  say, 
that  in  other  enlightened  countries  there 
is  not  as  yet  evinced  a  disposition  to  follow 
the  example  which  we  are  now  settijig; 
and  I  very  much  regret  to  see  any  thing  of 
this  illiberal  spirit  in  the  United  States, 
but  I  at  the  same  time  feel  that  the  people 
of  those  states  are  too  enlightened  not  to 
see  that  our  example  ought  to  be  followed, 
and  that  they  will,  ere  long,  take  care  that 
it  is  followed.    In  Russia,  attempts  have 
been  made  at  a  most  enormous  and  un- 
profitable expense,  to  introduce  manufac- 
tures; but  I  am  sure,  that  before  long,  the 
great  pecuniary  loss  sustained  in  that  coun- 
try, by  these  attempts  to  force  manufac- 
tures, will  bring  conviction  to  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  their  futility.    I  feel  certain 
that  the  example  of  England  adopted  at 
this  time  of  commercial  and  financial  diffi- 
culty— our  determination   to  pursue  one 
path  in  the  right  course,  will  operate  on 
foreign  nations ;  but  if  we  find,  that  our 
example  is  not  followed — if  we  find  that, 
instead  of  reducing  the  duties   on    our 
manufactures,  they  resort  to  the  impolicy 
of  increasing  them,  still  this  ought  not,  in 
my  opinion,  to  operate  as  a  discouragement 
VOL.  LXUI.    {2S2} 
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been  permitte4  by  the  House  to  go  on  with 
its  measures  as  to  corn,  timber,  and  sugar, 
to  ha?e  followed  up  those  measures  by  the 
introduction  of  a  reformed  tariff— it  was 
nothing  but  the  want  of  success  which  those 
three  measures  encountered   which   pre- 
vented the  late  Government  from  propos- 
ing to  the  House  measures  of  a  similar 
character  and  description  to  that  brought 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.    He 
had  really  felt  it  to  be  a  duty  to  himself, 
and  to  those  with  whom  he  bad  acted  in 
office,  to  remind  the  House  of  these  cir- 
cumstances, especially  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  bringing  forward  this  motion, 
had  entirely  omitted  to  make  any  reference 
to  them,  however  indirectly.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  occupied  a  considerable 
portion  of  his  speech  in  dealing  with  those 
objections  which  he  said  had  been  urged 
by  some  of  the  manufacturing  classes  of 
the  country  to  the  unfair  manner  iq  which 
as  they  alleged  they  had  been  dealt  with 
in  the  new  tariff.     Now,  he  probably,  in 
consequence  of  his  late  official  situation, 
had  had  opportunities  of  seeing  and  con- 
versing witn  many  persons  representing  or 
connected  with  the  classes  said  to  be  injured 
with  this  tariff;  they  had  come  to  him  for 
the  purpose  of  complaining  of  the  manner 
in  which  they  were  affected;  and  when 
be  replied  to  them,  "  How  can  you  ex- 
pect me,  with  my  known  opinions  as  to 
the  reduction  of   duties  on  imports,  to 
oppose  the  Government  in  their  reformed 
tariff?"    They  rejoined,  "  Yes,  we  know 
very  well  that  you  yourself  proposed  to 
deal  with  us  in  the  same  manner,  but 
then,  at  the  same  time,  you  proposed  to 
deal  effectually  with  the  Corn-laws  too ;" 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might  depend 
upon  it,  that  the  feeling  of  dissatisfaction 
which  prevailed  in  many  quarters,  on  the 
subject  of  his  tariff,  was  mainly  founded 
upon   the  very  general  opinion  that  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt  with  the 
great  subject  of  the  Corn-laws  in  a  different 
manner  from  that  in  which  he  had  dealt 
with  comparatively  minor  interests  Which 
were  affected  by  the  tariff.  It  was  the  con- 
viction of  the  late  Government  that  a  new 
Corn-law,  based  on  sound,  just,  and  com- 
mercial principles,  was  an  essential  founda- 
tion  and  corner-stone  to  an  honest  and 
effectual  tariff  reform.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  mentioned  a  Scotch  corre- 
spondent of  his,  who  avowed  himself  a  good 
free-trader  in  everything  but  herrings;  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  somewhat 


resembled  tba  person  pf  whon^  be  ipoke ; 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  good  free- 
trader in  everything  except  corn ;  not  to 
mention  some  other  important  exceptions, 
such  as  sugar,  which  be  would  not  enter 
upon  that  evening.    He  would  repeat,  tb^ 
main  and  essential  difference  between  th^ 
scheme  of  the  late  Government  and  that 
now  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  this ;  that  whereas  the  late  Crovern'- 
ment  thought  it  unjust,  nay » impossible,  to 
bring  in  a  general  measure  of  commercial 
reform,  which  mqst  neceasarily  affect  in* 
juriously  the  interests  of  so  many  classei^ 
without  previously,  or  at  the  sao^e  time, 
dealing  boldly  ana  firply  with  the  laws  re- 
stricting the  importation  pf  corn  and  other 
prime  necessaries  of  lifa»  such  aa  sugar,  d|p. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  entered  upon  his 
plan  of  commercial  reform  without  daaling 
in  anything  like  a  satisfactory  manner  with 
the  subject  of  corn,  and  leaving  the  sugar 
question  altogether  untouched*    This  was 
the  essential  difference  between  the  plan  of 
the  late  and  the  plan  of  the  present  Goi 
vernuient,  and  he  could  fairly  say,  after 
hearing  all  that  had  been  said,  that  be  ra^ 
tained  his  opinion,  that  the  measures  of  the 
late  Government  were  more  just,  more 
effectual,  and  more  satisfactory  than  the 
measure  now  before  the  House.    Premie* 
ing  thus  much,  he  oould  assure  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
deny  that  there  was  a  great  deal  which 
was  most  valuable  in  the  amended  tariff 
he«had  laid  on  the  Table.    He  had  read 
with  much  pleasure  the  greater  portion  of 
the  alterations  proposed,  and  he  felt  sura 
that  at  no  great  distance  of  time,  the 
effect  of  these  changes  en  our  commerce, 
manufactures,  and  on  the  general  oondi- 
tion  of  the  people,  would  be  most  bene- 
fieial.    It  was  observable  that  some  of  the 
most  useful  parts  of  the  measure  were  pre- 
cisely those  which  had  encountered  the 
greatest  degree  of  opposition  throughout 
the  country.      He  considered  what  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  reducing  the  duties  op  foreign 
minerals  and  ores,  especially  copper  ore, 
to  be  perfectly  sound ;  indeed|  the  case^ 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  must 
have  at  once  convinced  the  House  on 
the  subject.      It  was  well  known,  that 
in  consequence   of  the   present  duties, 
ships,  which  formerly  used  to  come  to 
England  to  be  coppered,  were  now  sent  to 
Hamburg  or  Rotterdam  for  that  purpose, 
laoielybecuie  H^c^gf  ^J^^p^e^g  nw!* 
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cheaper  there.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  truly  stated,  that  in  many  caaes  where 
parties  complained  of  a  change  in  their 
protection,  the  protection  the^  now  no* 
minaUy  enjoyed  was  of  no  avail,  because 
the  smuf^ler  stepped  in,  and  undersold 
them*  The  allusion  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  made  to  the  subject  of  lace,  re- 
minded him  of  a  very  singular  but  very 
aeoiiUe  communication  he  had  once  re- 
ceived from  a  body  of  lace  traders,  begging 
him  to  ifduce  the  duties  on  foreign  lace, 
for  those  duties  had  increased  smuggling 
to  such  an  enormous  extent,  that  the  fair 
traders  were  being  set  aside  altog^ether, 
and  they  had  in  consequence  opened  their 
eyee  to  the  fact,  that  their  best  protection 
would  be  a  moderate  duty  instead  of  a 
prohibitory  one*  In  the  course  of  his 
speech  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  tri- 
umphantly referred  to  his  measure  on  the 
Corn-laws,  as  one  which  had  been  success- 
ful in  greatJlv  reducing  the  price  of  the  ereat 
necessary  of  life ;  for,  said  he,  "  look  to 
the  duty  now  which  is  applicable  to  foreign 
corn,  and  recollect  what  it  would  have 
been  under  the  old  law.**  But  what  was 
the  simple  fact  of  the  matter  P  Undoubt- 
edly the  nominal  duty  was  lower  now  than 
it  would  be  were  the  old  law  still  in  force ; 
but  the  new  sliding«scale  stepped  in,  as 
the  old  would  have  done,  and,  in  re- 
ality, foreign  corn  was  at  the  present 
moment  aa  much  excluded  as  ever ;  there 
was  no  foreign  corn  coming  into  consump* 
tioD  at  all  now,  any  more  than  it  would 
have  come  before.  Now,  as  before,  the 
speculators  were  all  holding  back,  in  the 
belief  that  prices  would  rise,  and  the  duty 
fall  lower,  and  still  lower;  the  sliding- 
acale,  in  fact,  was  operating  at  the  present 
moment  precisely  in  the  same  manner  that 
the  old  sliding«acale  had  operated,  and 
the  country  was  as  much  as  ever  debarred 
from  the  use  of  foieien  corn.  Having  said 
thus  much,  he  would  only  add,  that  he 
should  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  the 
new  tariff  with  every  wish  to  deal  with  it 
fairly  and  impartially,  and  to  interpose  no 
petty  cavils  or  trivial  objections ;  he  con« 
aidered  that  every  measure  of  this  sort 
should  in  a  great  degree  be  looked  upon 
aa  %  whde.  He  had  had  quite  sufficient 
experience  of  this  subject,  to  know  that  a 
right  ooQclusion  was  much  more  likely  to 
be  arrived  at  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
discoasing  the  various  points  at  their  office 
with  the  parties  respectively  interested, 
ikaa  eonld  pa  attained  by  discuasioas  in  the 


House,  and  he  was  quite  ready  to  say,  that 
when  he  agreed  in  the  general  principles 
of  the  tariff,  he  should  raise  no  petty  cavils 
at  details.  He  should  reserve  till  a  proper 
occasion  the  statement  of  his  opposition  to 
a  few  points  in  the  tariff,  where,  as  he 
conceived,  either  some  important  prin- 
ciple had  been  violated,  or  some  great  and 
flagrant  injustice  had  been  committed. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  only  say,  that  he 
rejoiced  to  find,  that  those  who  were  pre- 
vented from  carrying  this  measure  into 
effect  when  they  were  in  office,  now  saw 
their  principle  admitted,  and  would  have 
the  gratification,  as  independent  Members 
of  thai  House,  of  giving  their  cordial  sup- 
port to  that  measure,  now  that  it  was 
brought  forward  by  their  political  op- 
ponents. 

Mr.  D'lsraeli  said,  with  reference  to 
the  accusation  made  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  repudi- 
ated principles  when  in  opposition,  which 
he  had  adopted  when  in  office,  that  that 
charge  had  been  made  without  due  ex- 
amination of  the  facts  of  the  case.  He 
did  not  think,  that  the  honi  Gentle* 
men  opposite  had  succeeded  in  mak. 
ing  out  their  claim  to  being,  peculiarly, 
the  originators  of  the  principles  of  free- 
trade  ;  and,  as  it  was  of  great  importance, 
that  the  House  should  have  as  correct  a 
knowledge  as  possible,  as  to  the  pedigree 
of  those  particular  dogmas,  that  Gentle- 
men opposite  should  not  continue  to  con- 
sider that  the  country  was  indebted  to 
themselves  for  the  doctrines  of  free-trade, 
or  Gentlemen  on  his  own  side  imagine, 
that  those  doctrines  were  of  such  recent 
and  modern  invention  as  was  generally  sup. 
posed,  he  might  be  allowed  to  remind  the 
House,  that  it  was  Mr.  Pitt  who  first  pro- 
mulgated them,  in  1787«  At  the  time 
when  this  country  had  been  deprived  of 
the  great  colonial  market  of  America,  he 
was  led  to  look  round  for  new  markets  on 
the  continent  of  £urope,and  first  developed 
that  system  which  he  considered  should 
form  the  future  commercial  policy  of  the 
country.  Mr.  Pitt  said,  that  we  must 
begin  to  carry  on  commerce  upon  a  sys- 
tem of  complete  reciprocity  —  that  we 
must  lower  our  duties,  and  consolidate 
our  customs.  This  was  at  a  time  when 
the  Whigs  ranked  among  their  num- 
ber such  names  as  those  of  Fox,  She- 
ridan, Burke,  Sir  Philip  Francis,  and  the 
distinguished  relative  ofthe  noble 
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(Viscoant  Howick)  opposite,  and  ^et  Mr. 
Fox,  on  a  question  in  which  the  principles 
of  the  then  proposed  commercial  policy 
Yvas  discussed,  denounced  those  new  prin- 
ciples of  commercial  reciprocity,  and  said 
they  formed  altogether  a  new  system  in 
which  not  only  were  the  established  doc- 
trines of  our  forefathers  departed  from, 
but  all  the  essential  principles  on  which 
our  commerce  had  been  previously  con. 
ducted,  were  to  be  changed  and  aban- 
doned. Mr.  Burke  and  Mr.  Sheridan 
also  strongly  opposed  the  commercial  sys- 
tem recommended  by  Mr.  Pitt.  In  the 
House  of  Lords,  too,  the  opposition  to  it 
was  still  more  strong  and  efficient,  and 
the  opinions  of  Mr.  Pitt  upon  commerce 
were  so  far  in  advance  of  the  age,  that  not 
even  a  Member  of  his  own  Government  in 
the  House  of  Lords  was  willing  or  com- 
petent to  become  their  advocate.  The 
task  devolved  on  Lord  Hawkesbury,  not 
then  a  Member  of  the  Administration  ;  an 
able  man,  whose  mind  had  been  directed 
to  such  studies.  Yet  he  could  not  main- 
tain the  controversy  against  the  violent 
assault  of  Bishop  Watson,  who  brought 
forward  a  mass  of  statistical  details,  rare 
materials  of  Parliamentary  debate  in  those 
days,  to  prove  that  the  system  of  Mr.  Pitt 
was  utterly  erroneous,  and  that  the  first 
method  of  carrying  it  into  effect,  namely, 
a  commercial  treaty  with  France,  was 
pregnant  with  ruin  to  British  trade.  It 
was  the  repeated  attack  of  Bishop  Watson, 
and  its  effect  on  the  audience  to  which 
it  was  addressed,  that  brought  from  his 
retirement  the  most  remarkable  man  of  his 
age.  Lord  Shelburne.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen 
read  and  digest  the  speech  delivered  by 
Lord  Shelburne  in  answer  to  Bishop  Wat- 
son on  the  French  treaty;  and  they  will 
then  find  that  instead  of  that  great  pro- 
gress, which  we  are  too  apt  to  suppose 
public  men  have  made  of  late  years,  in  the 
science  of  political  economy,  we  were  at 
this  moment  far  behind  many  of  the  great 
statesmen  who  flourished  at  the  end  of 
the  last  century.  The  principles  of 
free-trade  were  developed— and  not  by 
Whigs— fiftf  years  ago ;  and  how  was  it^ 
that  the  Whig  party  now  came  forward, 
and  contended,  that  they  were  the  origin- 
ators of  these  opinions?  But  what  was  the 
conduct  ofthe  Pitt  party  after  the  peace  ? 
Was  the  party  which  originally  brought 
free-trade  principles  into  notice  at  that 
period,  false  to  those  principles?  If  that 
question  were  fairly  examined^  it  would , 


be  found,  that  exactly  the  reverse  was  the 
case,  and  that,  on  the  very  first  possible 
occasion,  the  Administration  of  Lord 
Liverpool  showed  itself  in  advance  of  the 
years,  upon  the  question  of  a  greater  free- 
dom of  trade.  Before  Mr.  Huskisson  re- 
ceived his  great  and  beneficial  influence 
on  the  commercial  legislation  of  this  coun- 
try, Mr.  Wallace  and  Mr.  Robinson  had 
carried  a  series  of  measures  founded  on 
the  true  principles  of  this  commerce ;  and 
Mr.  Huskisson  only  prosecuted  their  sys- 
tem, and  in  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet now  proposed,  it  was  manifest, 
that  he  was  doing  neither  more  nor 
less,  than  carrying  into  effect  principles 
which  originated  with  Mr.  Pitt.  The 
conduct  pursued  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net was  in  exact  harmony — in  perfect 
consistency — with  the  principles  in  refer- 
ence to  free-trade  laid  down  by  Mr.  Pitt, 
and  his  reason  for  saying  thus  much,  was 
to  refute  the  accusations  which  had  been 
brought  against  the  present  Government, 
that,  in  order  to  get  into,  and  being  in,  to 
keep  office,  they  had  changed  their  opin- 
ions on  these  subjects. 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  mean  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  in  tracing 
back  for  the  origin  of  free-trade  principles, 
being  perfectly  content  with  finding  that 
those  principles  were  now  to  be  acted 
upon.  He  was  delighted  at  this  result, 
and  he  hailed  with  joy  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  Colleagues  as  converts  to 
the  wisdom  of  the  principles  of  free-trade. 
Was  it  not  a  cause  of  triumph  that  the 
present  Government  had  adopted  the  prin- 
ciples of  free-trade,  and  had  not  he,  who, 
twenty-five  years  ago,  had  been  reprobated 
for  broaching  free-trade  doctrines,  reason 
to  rejoice  when  he  heard  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  declare,  that  the  people  of  this 
country  ought  to  buy  in  the  cheapest 
markets  they  could  find  f  When  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  made  similar  statements,  he  was 
treated  as  one  who  wanted  to  destroy  the 
country,  and  hence  it  was  that  he  was 
delighted  to  find  that  his  own  principles — 
the  principles  of  free-trade — were  to  be 
the  order  of  the  day.  No  doubt  the  prin- 
ciples of  free-trade  had  been  adverted  to 
in  1787;  but  had  they  not  since  been 
allowed  to  slumber,  at  least  so  far  as  the 
Tory  party  were  concerned?  Although 
the  hon.  Member  had  claimed  credit  for 
his  party  as  free-traders,  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
could  only  hail  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site as  proselytes  to  those  principles  which 
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bad  been  advocated  by  boo.  Gentlemen 
on  tbat  side  of  the  House ;  but  he  cared 
not  to  which  side  of  the  House  the  credit 
belonged,  being  satisfied  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  free-trade  had  at  length  been 
adopted,  and  he  thought  the  result  was 
one  at  which  the  country  had  great  cause 
to  rejoice.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say, 
tbat  they  were  bound  to  consider  the 
whole  subject  with  reference  to  the  state 
of  the  country,  and  not  to  party  politics. 
It  was  not  a  party  matter,  and  they  should 
therefore  look  at  it  simply  in  reference  to 
the  peculiar  situation  and  exigencies  of 
the  country  at  the  present  period.  Re- 
garding the  condition  of  trade  and  com- 
merce, they  were  bound,  not  only  to  act 
with  decision,  but  to  act  speedily,  and,  for 
his  own  part,  he  should  throw  no  obstruc- 
tions in  the  way  of  the  measure.  He  must 
admit,  that  he  heard  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  with  the  greatest  satis- 
faction. That  statement  did  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  the  utmost  credit,  and  for 
his  own  part  he  would  not  upbraid  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  because  of  the  reflec- 
tions which  had  been  cast  upon  that  side 
of  the  House.  He  would  fairly  say,  that 
the  times  in  which  they  lived  might  ac- 
count for  the  change  which  had  been  pro- 
duced in  the  opinions  of  the  right  hon. 
Baiooet  and  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  he  was  the  more  ready  to  throw  out 
this  observation,  because  he  thought  it  be- 
hoved every  man  to  look  at  the  great 
object  which  they  had  in  view,  indepen- 
dently of  party  or  political  considerations. 
For  himself,  he  could  only  say,  that  he 
should  do  all  in  his  power  to  support  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  carrying  out  the 
principles  of  free-trade,  which  he  had  so 
ably  explained  to  the  House,  and  his  only 
regret  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
did  not  extend  the  principle  which  he  ap- 
plied to  other  articles  of  food — to  corn. 
Had  be  done  so,  he  would  soon  have 
found  how  admirably  he  could  have  re- 
lieved the  country  from  the  present  diffi- 
culties ;  but  it  was  quite  evident  that  the 
present  step  could  not  be  taken  without 
being  speedily  followed  by  the  removal  of 
the  Corn-laws.  He  regarded  the  present 
measure  as  an  instalment,  and  it  was  on 
that  ground  that  he  hailed  it  as  an  advan- 
tage to  the  country,  especially,  coming  as 
it  did  from  the  Members  pf  the  Cabinet, 
who  had  become  converts  to  the  opinion 
that  the  principle  of  free-trade  would  im- 
prove the  circumstances  of  the  country, 


Mr.  Okutstone  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
reply  to  the  epithets  used  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  or  to 
argue  the  details  of  the  measure,  for  the 
argument  of  which  there  would  be  other 
and  ample  opportunities  when  the  matter 
came  regularly  before  them.  It  appeared 
to  him,  considering  the  extraordinary  im- 
portance of  proceeding  as  speedily  as 
possible  with  the  contemplated  changes  in 
the  tariff,  that  they  would  be  but  ilU 
discharging  their  duty,  if  they  were  4o 
waste  their  time  by  indulging'  in  discus- 
sions as  to  which  party  might  claim  credit 
or  be  liable  to  blame,  or  minutely  inquiring 
as  to  who  were  the  authors  of  the  principles 
on  which  the  measure  under  consideration 
was  founded,  and  on  which  they  were 
now  called  upon  to  act.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  stated,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  come  forward  as  converts  in 
support  of  principles  to  which  they  had 
been  previously  opposed,  but  although 
he  would  not  now  enter  into  any  contro- 
versy with  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
point,  he  must  enter  his  protest  against 
the  statement,  and  wished  to  be  understood 
as  distinctly  denying  the  truth  of  such  an 
allegation.  There  existed  no  such  change 
of  either  views  or  principles  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated,  and  the  fact  would 
be  demonstrated  by  a  reference  to  the 
commercial  history  of  the  country.  Those 
who  had  watched  the  course  of  events 
since  the  war,  must  be  aware  of  the  truth 
of  what  he  asserted,  and  when  it  was 
remembered,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  was  the 
colleague  of  Mr.  Huskisson,  and  had  zea- 
lously co-operated  with  Mr.  Huskisson  in  all 
his  measures  nearly  twenty  years  ag:o,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  whatever,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  neither  changed  nor  aban- 
doned his  former  opinions.  He  felt  bound 
to  say  so  much,  because  the  late  Go- 
vernment had,  in  its  last  moments,  endea- 
voured to  blend  their  policy  in  particular 
with  the  history  of  the  principles  of  free- 
trade,  and  at  the  fitting  opportunity  when 
the  matter  could  be  discussed  without  ob- 
structing the  public  business,  he  would  be 
prepared  to  show,  that  there  was  no  justice 
whatever  in  their  laying  claim  to  any  such 
association.  For  the  present,  he  would  be 
contented  with  the  simple  assertion,  that 
if  they  were  to  take  the  twenty-seven 
years  since  the  war,  it  would  be  found, 
that  in  no  period  of  seven  years  out  of 
the  twenty-seven,  had^so^" 


|it|le,|»t5^f|6 


3d5 


Customs  Aefs<-^ 


{COMMONS} 


thiTdHff. 


366 


for  the  advancement  of  the  principles  of 
commercial  relaxation,  as  during  the  seven 
years  through  which  the  late  Government 
had  held  office.  He  said  this  without  wish- 
ing to  provoke  discussion  at  the  present 
moment.  He  laid  claim  to  no  credit  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of 
the  House,  and  made  the  assertion  merely 
because  of  the  allegation  of  an  opposite 
kind  which  had  been  confidently  but  care* 
lessly  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo* 
site.  He  denied,  that  there  was  auy  histo. 
rical  foundation  for  the  alleged  charge,  and 
he  thought,  that  nothing  was  imore  un- 
worthy than  to  impute  to  parties,  that  they 
were  supporting  opinions  contrary  to  those 
which  they  had  professed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  conclusion,  suggested 
whether,  instead  of  indulging  in  personal 
altercations,  it  would  not  be  better  at 
once  to  proceed  with  the  measure  under 
consideration  ? 

Mr.  B,  B.  Roche  was  as  anxious  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  to  proceed  to  the  discussion  of  the 
main  question  before  the  House ;  but  when 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  there  had 
been  no  alteration  of  opinion  upon  this 
question,  he  could  not  but  take  leave  to 
remind  him  that  when  similar  measures  to 
these  were  brought  forward  by  the  late 
Government,  they  had  heard  nothing  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  undeviating  ad- 
herence to  free-trade  opinions.  When 
Lord  Melbourne's  Government  introduced 
their  great  measure  for  the  revision  of  the 
tarifT— was  the  right  hon.  Baronet  a  free- 
trader then?  Not  at  all.  When  the 
measure  for  the  alteration  of  the  Corn- 
law  was  introduced — was  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  an  enemy  to  monopoly  then  ? 
Why,  they  heard  of  nothing  but  support 
of  the  agriculturists.  When  an  appeal 
was  made  last  year  to  the  constituencies — 
were  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  free-traders 
then  ?  Why,  they  were  anything  but  free- 
traders. They  took  their  stand,  as  they 
said,  on  the  principle  of  "  No  surrender." 
They  refused  to  permit  of  any  modi6ca- 
tions  whatever.  If  he  knew  little  of 
their  elections,  Gentlemen  would  give 
him  credit  at  any  rate  for  knowing  some- 
thing about  his  own,  and  certainly  the 
great  cry  raised  against  him  in  the  county 
of  Cork  was  on  account  of  his  supposed 
desire  to  alter  the  Corn-law.  But  he  had 
then  foretold  the  present  proceeding.  He 
said  to  his  constituents,  **  Let  the  Tories 
come  into  power,  and  they  will  alter  the 


Corn-law  on  our  principlas."  Did  they 
deny  that  he  was  a  true  prophet  t  Had 
they  not  adopted  the  liberal  principle  of 
modification,  and  effectually  altered  the 
law  ?  But  he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  entering  upon  reortmioatory  observa- 
tions of  this  sort.  Representing,  as  be 
did,  the  largest  agricultural  constituency 
in  Ireland,  he  could  not  but  look  with 
some  anxiety  at  this  measure,  and  when 
he  reminded  the  House  of  that  dretltn- 
stance,  and  also  reminded  them  that  thin 
was  the  tint  time  he  had  had  the  honour 
of  addressing  them,  he  was  confident 
they  would  give  him  an  attentive  hearing, 
whilst  he  offered  his  opinions  on  the  sub*^ 
jeot.  He  candidly  admitted,  that  he  had 
never  had  more  difficulty  in  comiag  to  a 
conclusion  upon  any  question  than  he  had 
had  in  deciding  upon  this.  He  had  al- 
ways advocated  principles  of  free-trade, 
but  when  he  looked  at  the  details  of  this 
measure,4ie  eould  not  but  see  that  they 
would  be  very  injurious  to  Irish  interests. 
Ireland  largely  exported  corn  and  provi- 
sions, the  latter  in  double  proportion  to 
the  former.  Now,  how  were  the  Govern- 
ment dealing  with  those  interests  t  Were 
they  applying  the  same  principles  to  each 
and  to  both  ?  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
great  sticklers  for  the  sliding-scale ;  bat 
if  they  were  sincere  in  their  advocacy  of 
that  extraordinary  elpedietit,  why  did 
they  not  find  it  necessary  to  apply  the 
same  principles  to  meat  as  to  grain  ?  His 
own  opinion  was  decidedly  favourable  to 
a  fixed  duty  upon  both  ;  but,  looking  at 
the  measure  as  it  stood,  he  did  say,  that 
they  were  doifag  a  great  itijustiee  to  Ire- 
land by  bolstering  up  their  own  interests 
by  this  juggle  of  a  sliding-scale,  and  leav* 
ing  Irish  interests  with  a  very  inferior  pro- 
tection. But,  examining  tnore  deeply  into 
the  matter— looking  at  the  amount  of  duty 
they  proposed,  why  they  put  a  duty  equal 
to  27  per  cent  upon  com,  whilst  the  duty 
on  meat  was  only  equal  to  9  per  cent, 
thus  giving  a  diflPerential  duty  of  300  per 
cent  in  favour  of  the  meat  over  the  corn 
imported.  This  was  a  manifest  injustice 
to  the  meat  interest.  But,  still  further) 
viewing  the  question  as  a  practical  agri* 
culturist,  he  did  say,  that  if  they  foraed 
upon  Ireland  the  necessity  of  growing  com 
in  preference  to  rearing  cattle,  they  were 
forcing  that  upon  her  for  which  She  Was 
the  least  fitted.  Oh  these  accouiits, 
therefore,  he  thought  that  Ireland  Was 
likely  to  sufivr  by  this  measure ;  but  then 
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the  qutttioD  ttto^e,  did  he,  on  that  ground, 
intend  to  oppose  It?  Now,  he  looked  at 
the  feelings  of  his  constituents,  and  he 
fbund  that  they  deeply  sympathised  with 
the  distressed  people  of  this  country,  and 
that  on  every  principle  of  justice  and  hu- 
inanity  they  were  willing  and  prepared  to 
make  a  sacrifice  to  relieve  their  wants. 
He  shottM,  therefbre,  lb  compliance  with 
their  wished  and  his  own,  give  his  support 
to  the  measure  of  the  present  Govern- 
mettt ;  but^  doing  so,  he  would  ask  were 
they  not  entitled  to  demand  Some  equiva- 
lent t  He  did  not,  of  course,  mean  that 
they  should  put  their  hands  into  their 
pockets  tb  relieve  the  wants  of  the  Irish 
people ;  but  what  he  did  ask  was,  thai 
they  should  give  to  Ireland  a  good  and 
comprehensive  measure  of  legislative  jus- 
tice. He  asked  tKem  to  consider  the 
important  question  of  the  formation  of 
failwavs  in  Ireland  ;  he  asked  them  to 
give  Ireland  a  proper  measure  of  fiscal 
reform— to  alldw  the  people  to  have  some 
share  in  the  administration  of  the  funds 
they  Supplied  ;  and  he  further  asked  for 
that  which  he  feared  the  party  opposite 
wens  loth  to  grant — a  properly  defined 
firanchise,  and  one  also  which  was  more 
extended  than  the  present.  As  one  of  the 
tepresentatives  of  a  people  prepared  to 
make  a  large  pecuniary  sacrifice  for  the 
general  good,  he  did  ask  them  to  afford 
Ireland  some  compensation  for  her  in- 
evitable loss  by  turning  their  attention  to 
these  subjects,  and  adopt  measures  which 
would  Btinulate  the  people  b^  giving  them 
the  advantages  he  had  pom  ted  out,  as 
well  as  by  awarding  them  the  unbiassed 
justice  to  which  they  were  so  hilly  en- 
titled. 

Mr.  G.  P^Llmer  was^  he  said,  astonished 
to  find  both  parties  now  claiming  for 
themselves  the  credit  of  originating  and 
Buppotting  free-trade.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  very  properly  and  very 
consistently  claimed  this,  if  it  were  a 
merit  for  himself.  It  was  because  the  right 
IkOn.  Gentleman  had  been  so  last  year, 
that  he  had  opposed  him  and  his  princi- 
ples, and  those  principles  he  now  also  was 
opposed  to.  His  believed  in  his  conscience 
that  the  happiness  and  greatness  of  this 
tountry  depended  not  upon  free-trade, 
but  upon  protection.  It  was  to  protection 
they  owed  the  maintenance  of  their  inter- 
ests, the  superiority  of  their  na? y ;  and  it 
\m  that,  and  that  ah)ne>  the!  had  made 


them  powerful.  He  must  say,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  below  him  had  only 
stated  last  year  the  opinions  which  he  had 
JQst  now  given  utterance  to,  the  division 
would  not  be  like  what  it  was  then,  and 
all  parties  would  be  in  a  very  different 
situation  now.  What  must  have  been  the 
case  if  such  declaratio  s  had  been  made 
at  the  hustings.  Sure  he  was,  that  if  he 
himself  had  made  such  declarations  as  he 
had  heard  that  night,  he  should  not  have 
had  fifty  votes.  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
judge  for  themselves ;  but  he  would  only 
say,  that  last  year  he  had  given  his  vote  in 
one  way,  and  he  was  not  sufficiently  ac- 
quainted with  Parliamentary  customs  to 
gife  a  vote  the  contrary  way  now.  The 
tariff,  as  it  was  now  presented  to  them,  was 
composed  of  a  mixture  of  all  manner  of 
contradictions.  There  was  protection  for 
one  interest,  and  all  protection  was  taken 
away  from  another.  But,  then,  the  ma- 
nufacturers remained  untouched.  The 
intention  to  assist  them  was  shown  in 
lowering  the  duties  on  oils  and  other 
matters,  and  then  there  was  a  protection 
of  20  and  30  per  cent,  on  what  they  pro-^ 
duced.  The  agricultural  interest  must 
look,  in  his  opinion,  with  much  alarm 
upon  the  measures  that  were  taking 
place.  There  was  the  first  measure— 
the  Corn-laws  —  and  with  regard  to 
wheat,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  gone 
the  full  length  that  the  agriculturists 
would  consent  to  let  him  go.  And  now, 
having  past  that  measure,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  going  on  deeper  and 
deeper,  until  at  last  he  had  come  to  the 
reduction  of  all  protection  upon  some  of 
the  smaller  articles,  perhaps  because  it 
was  though  t:hat  thev  had  no  powerful 
a4vocates  to  contend  for  them.  Let  them, 
for  instance,  look  at  the  article  of  pota- 
toes. There  was  no  article  that  was  of 
more  importance.  They  were  told  that 
the  people  of  this  country  were  short  of 
food.  Now,  three  times  as  much  money 
was  expended  in  the  cultivation  of  an  acre 
of  potatoes  as  on  an  acre  of  corn.  Not 
only  was  there  so  much  more  expended 
in  the  cultivation ;  but  the  produce  was 
three  times  as  nourishing  in  maintaining 
the  lives  of  the  people,  as  an  acre  of 
wheat.  Now,  that  he  said  was  not  the 
Sort  of  article  on  which  they  ought  to  try 
their  free-trade  principles.  It  was  his 
opinion,  that  all  they  were  doing  was  cal- 
culated to  create  alarm  amongst  the  agri- 
culturists.    If  ther^  .f^i^^n^thing  else^o 
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alarm  them,  they  must  find  it  in  the  sort 
of  free-trade  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  that  those  observations  had 
been  answered  by  the  cheers  of  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side,  not  one  of  whom 
but  had  advocated  the  total  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws.  It  did  not  rejoice  him  to  hear 
cheers  from  that  side  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  But  the  thing  went  farther. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  turned  to 
Members  on  the  Opposition  benches.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  heard  before 
now  quoting  their  opinions ;  for  instance, 
he  had  told  them  to  attend  to  the  opinions 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Dr. 
Bowring),  who  was,  he  said,  so  well  ac- 
quainted with  matters  of  this  kind,  and 
Had  such  great  research  in  statistics ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  told  them,  on 
the  autiiority  of  that  Gentleman,  that  the 
cattle  were  not  yet  dropped  that  were  to 
be  imported  into  this  country,  nor  was  it 
likely  they  would  be  dropped.  But  then, 
if  that  hon.  Gentleman's  authority  was 
good  in  one  case,  surely  it  roust  be  so  in 
another;  and  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
assured  them,  that  if  they  gave  him  a  little 
of  what  he  wanted  now,  it  would  enable 
him  to  secure  the  ultimate  object  of  his 
wishes — and  that  was  a  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws  altogether.  Such  assertions 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House  gave 
reason  to  the  agriculturists  to  be  alarmed. 
He,  for  one,  felt  that  alarm  himself,  for 
he  did  not  know  what  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet might  not  yet  do.  He  did  not  know 
but  that  similar  things  to  what  he  op- 
posed before  might  occur.  He  feared  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  passed 
his  tariff  he  would  be  called  upon  to  re- 
peal the  Corn-laws.  The  same  engine 
might  be  set  to  work  again,  the  same  de- 
signing individuals  might  use  the  same 
engine,  and  the  multitude  might  be 
brought  forward.  That  same  engine  might 
be  brought  into  use  that  had  carried  the 
Reform  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  not  able  to  resist  the  Reform  Bill, 
and  he  remembered  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  on  the  occasion  of  a  dinner  at 
the  London  Tavern,  to  celebrate  the  tri- 
umph of  the  Reform  Bill,  had  said,  that 
the  two  best  friends  to  reform  were  the 
right  hoQ.  Baronet  and  the  noble  Duke, 
for  without  them  it  could  not  be  carried ; 
for  if  they  had  not  repealed  the  Test  Acts, 
and  if  they  had  not  carried  Catholic 
Emancipation,  they  neyer  could  have  had 
the  Reform  Bill. 


Colonel  Sibtkorp  said,  that  if  anything 
could  tend  more  than  another  to  make 
him  dislike  the  tariff  it  would  be  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  had  been  received  by 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  It  had  met 
with  the  full  and  entire  approval  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  who  came  to 
the  House,  after  his  short  absence,  duly 
primed  and  loaded,  and  who  had  dis- 
charged his  great  gun  no  less  than  seven- 
teen times  the  first  night,  displaying  a 
degree  of  celerity  in  re-loading  and  firing 
again  which  could  not  have  been  executed 
by  the  best  disciplined  park  of  artillery. 
He  had  listened  with  great  attention  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  which 
displayed  much  ingenuity,  and  (he  should 
be  pardoned  the  expression)  considerable 
subtlety,  with  some  fallacy.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  said,  that  he  was 
delighted  with  the  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  he  repeated,  that  if  any- 
thing could  tend  more  than  another  to 
make  him  dissatisfied  with  the  tariff,  it 
was  the  approbation  of  that  hon.  Member. 
But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  too  strong 
a  head  to  be  led  away  by  any  such  indi- 
cation of  support — ^he  was  too  sensible  to 
be  caught  with  chaff— he  would  not  listen 
to  the  voice  of  the  charmers  at  the  other 
side,  "  charm  they  never  so  wisely,"  and  in 
particular  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon« 
trose.  When  hon.  Members  opposite  ex- 
pressed their  approval  of  the  measure  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  remembered 
that  he  had  read  at  school-- 

Timeo  Danaios  et  dona  ferentes." 

And  he  could  assure  those  hon.  Members 
that  they  were  too  wise  at  his  side  of  the 
House  to  be  affected  by  that  praise.  He  cau- 
tioned the  right  hon.  Baronet  against  listen- 
ing to  the  voice  of  those  charmers  opposite. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  read  for  the 
House  resolving  itself  into  committee  on 
the  Customs'  Duties  Acts. 

On  the  motion  that  the  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair, 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  had  been  already'  so 
much  occupied,  and  for  such  a  length  of 
time,  that  perhaps  it  would  be  more  con« 
venient  for  the  House  if  he  were  to  post- 
pone his  resolution  for  the  present,  and 
bring  it  on  again  the  neit  evening  on 
which  the  House  went  into  committee  upon 
the  tariff. 

Major  Vivian  rose  to  move  *'  for  any 
additional  details  which  i 
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supplied  by  Mr.  Meek  to  the  Qovera- 
ment,  relative  to  the  importation  of  agri- 
cultural produce,  salt  profisions,  &c.y  or 
any  passage  or  passages  which  may  ha?e 
been  suppressed."  He  said  he  feared,  that 
after  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down,  he  might  not  be  con- 
sidered in  strict  order  in  pressing  the  mo« 
tion  of  which  he  had  given  notice.  Ne- 
vertheless, he  would,  in  a  few  words,  state 
what  he  wished  to  say,  and  the  grounds 
of  his  motion,  which  he  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  to.  He  found,  on  comparing 
the  original  document  with  the  report 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  that 
certain  passages  had  been  suppressed  in 
the  latter,  particularly  some  statements  of 
Mr.  Meek  with  reference  to  the  contract 
prices  of  salt  meat  and  the  expense  of 
importation.  With  reference  to  these  ad- 
ditional  details  at  pages  49  and  50  of  Mr. 
Meek's  report,  the  original  document  went 
on  to  state,  that  "  the  last  contract  prices 
for  navy  beef  were,  per  tierce,  lU  6s.  Ad. ; 
pork,  71.  ds.  6d."  And  this  statement 
was  wound  op  by  one  which,  as  coming 
from  the  head  of  the  victualling  depart- 
ment in  the  navy,  was  one  which  was  en- 
titled to  very  serious  consideration ;  that 
statement  was  the  following:— 

''As  the  Hamburg  salt  meat  is  so  much 
cheaper  than  the  Irish,  and  equally  as  good  in 
every  respect,  it  may  become  a  question  for 
consideration,  whether  a  portion  of  Hamburg 
meat,  as  a  measure  of  economy,  shall  not, 
upon  payment  of  a  12  per  cent,  duty,  be  per- 
mitted to  be  tendered  when  the  salt-meat  con- 
tracts are  arranged  next  summer." 

It  wu  thus  fully  admitted,  that  the 
meat  could  bear  the  duty,  and  still  afford 
a  sufficient  profit.  The  difference  between 
the  contract  prices  in  this  country,  and 
those  which  might  be  concluded  at  Ham- 
borgb,  was  then  thus  stated : — 


English  contract  for  beef,  per 


tierce 


Hamburgh,  including  freight  and 
all  other  charges    • 


Deduct  duty  . 

Difference   • 
And  then  as  regarded  pork : 
Eoglnh  contract 
Hamburgh  ditto 


.£754 


Deduct  duty 
Difference   « 


4    8 

0 

£2  IT 
0  12 

4 
0 

£2    5 

£7    3 
4  It 

0 

6 
0 

2    12 
0  12 

6 
0 

.•^2    0    6 


The  tierce  being  304  lbs,,  of  12  stone, 
it  followed,  that  including  duty  and  all 
other  charges.  Hamburgh  beef  could  be 
had  in  our  markets  under  4d.  per  lb.  If 
the  whole  of  this  report  had  been  given, 
he  believed  that  the  consequences  would 
have  been  a  very  strong  protest  from  the 
agriculturists  against  the  measure  now 
submitted  to  the  House.  It  would  only 
have  been  fair  to  have  given  the  report 
entire  and  unmutilated,  while  his  convic- 
tion was,  that  upwards  of  twelve  pages  of 
the  report  had  been  suppressed.  If  the 
case  had  been  more  fairly  stated,  he 
thought  that  the  consequences  would  have 
been  most  disadvantageous  to  the  Go- 
vernment.  There  was,  he  observed,  a 
difference  in  the  paging  of  the  two  doca- 
ments,  which  could  not  be  properly  ac- 
counted for,  and  he  thought  that  there 
existed  a  necessity  for  giving  the  doco* 
ment  in  full  before  going  into  committee 
upon  the  tariff.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  concluded  by  proposing  his 
motion. 

Lord  Worsley  seconded  the  motion.  It 
was  a  matter  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  all  details  of  the  information  received 
should  be  laid  before  them.  It  was  most 
notorious  that  there  had  been  considerable 
panic  among  the  agriculturists,  and  if  the 
whole  of  the  details  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment had,  in  part  at  least,  grounded 
their  measure  were  not  to  be  made  public, 
he  believed  that  that  panic  would  be  in- 
creased. It  would  be  supposed  that  they 
were  discussing  a  question  on  informa- 
tion, the  whole  of  which  they  were  not 
possessed  of,  or,  at  least,  which  they  were 
not  quite  sure  they  possessed  in  as  correct 
a  state  as  it  could  be  given  to  them.  He 
thought  that  it  would  only  be  doing  jus« 
tice  to  the  agriculturists  to  give  their 
members  the  whole  of  the  information 
possessed  by  Government.  He  trusted 
that  they  would  not  be  asked  to  decide 
upon  the  question,  without  having  the  in- 
formation which,  whether  it  might  be 
valuable  or  not — and  that  was  a  question 
he  was  not  called  upon  to  decide — it  was 
yet  clearly  their  right  to  be  in  possession 
of.  For  these  reasons  he  would  support 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  he  was  really 
at  a  loss  to  discern  the  great  importance 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite  seemed  to  attach  to  the  subject 
of  to  motion  if  H,g^*r§^t(^J,H^|j^ 


409 


OcllMfftf  ifef^— 


{C0MH0N6} 


the  TaHff. 


46a 


hh  ht\u}^ng  it  forward,  ^B  he  did,  at  the 
itiometit  when  the  Huuie  wati  on  the  eve 
of  going  into  committee  upon  such  an 
itoportant  and  ettensife  subject  as  that 
now  utider  its  hotice.  He  trusted,  how- 
eter,  that  the  agriculturists  would  be 
alive  to  the  importance  and  the  gigantic 
nature  of  the  effort  which  wai  noW  being 
made  by  the  hon.  Oehtleman  to  shield 
them  from  imoetading  ruin.  But  trifling  a« 
hh  conceited  the  taatute  of  the  tnotion  to  be, 
he  must  ask  the  House  to  negative  it,  be- 
cause  in  cases  in  which  Gentlemen  were  sent 
eonfldetttiftUy  by  a  Ootemm^nt  fbr  the 
j^ufpose  of  coUeeting  certain  infbrmlitibn, 
it  rested,  as  he  conceited,  with  that  Go- 
yernment  to  determine  what  part  bf  that 
information  shotild  be  teserred  for  their 
own  nse,  and  what  portion  of  it  should  be 
laid  before  Parliament  and  the  public, 
pmvlded,  of  course,  it  were  so  done  as 
not  to  produce  false  impressions.  He 
never  heard  that  there  could  be  a  doubt 
upon  sUch  a  question,  tn  the  volumes 
which  they  had  seen  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  HoUs6  of  confidential  communica- 
tions from  ambassadors,  governors  of  co- 
toniel,  and  other  functionaries,  it  was  a 
matter  of  course  that  there  should  be  U 
power  of  selection  veited  in  the  Govern- 
ment. But  he  did  not  now  require  to 
claim  the  exercise  of  this  right  to  withhold 
information.  He  had  now  come  to  hii 
second  objection  to  the  motion,  an  ob- 
jection which  was  founded  upon  the  fact 
that  there  had  really  been  no  suppression 
and  no  omission  of  any  information  what- 
ever: there  was  merely  an  omission  of 
certain  pro  jbtmd  bills,  invoices  bf  ship- 
ping corn,  &c..  Which  were  not  Infor- 
mation, but  merely  hypothetical,  and  to 
a  Certain  ettent,  arbitrary  invoices  or 
ftrfaAgementft  in  the  form  of  invoices, 
of  the  information  contained  in  other 
parts  of  the  report  \  there  was  also  cer« 
taioly  the  omission  bf  the  name  of  a 
party  Who  had  flirnished  certain  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  trade  of  Hamburgh, 
and  whose  wish  it  Was,  that  his  name 
should  be  suppressed ;  that  wish  had  been 
Complied  with  \  his  name  had  been  sup- 
pressed, but  hil  information  had  been  fully 
given.  Reference  had,  however,  been  fur- 
ther made  to  some  statements  regarding 
iait  meat  in  Hamburgh,  which  had  been 
etrnck  out,  and  which  it  wai  now,  on  the 

tart  of  Government,  refused  to  supply.    If 
on.  Gentlemen  who  happened  to  have  a 
tepy  of  Mr,  Metk'S  report  would  turn  to 


the  forty-ninth  page,  they  would  find  some 
statements  relative  to  the  terms  at  which 
salt  meat  could  be  supplied  at  Hamburgh. 
The  prices  of  pork  and  beef  were  there 
given,  and  it  was  stated  at  what  prices 
these  provisions  cOuld  be  obtained  for 
navy  contracts.  Mr.  Meek,  after  giving 
the  information  in  qaestion,  acting  not  so 
much  in  the  capacity  of  a  commissioner  of 
inquiry  as  the  head  of  the  victualling  de- 
partment of  the  navy,  made  a  very  proper 
allnsion  to  the  prices  at  which  the  navy 
contracts  had  been  concluded  during  the 
Ust  year,  and  he  concluded  by  asking 
whether  it  Would  not  be  worth  While  that 
Hamburgh  meat  should  be  received  for  the 
navy  after  the  payment  bf  the  necessary 
duties.  Such  was  the  nature  of  the  pas- 
sage omitted,  and  the  reason  of  its  being 
left  out  was,  that  It  belonged  to  the  admi- 
nistration of  Mr.  Meek's  department,  and 
was  irrelevant  to  the  subject  of  his  inquiry. 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  mean  to  say, 
that  any  positive  mischief  wotild  have  re- 
sulted from  its  insertion,  and  it  was  a 
matter  of  but  little  consequence  originally, 
either  one  way  or  the  other.  The  navy 
contracts  were  no  lecret,  and  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  mieht  very  easily,  if 
he  chose,  ascertain  at  what  prices  provi> 
sions  were  purchased  under  these  con- 
tracts by  moving  for  their  production.  As 
regarded  the  dlflerence  in  the  paging  of 
the  two  documents,  it  had  merely  arisen 
from  a  difference  in  the  type  in  which 
they  had  been  printed.  He  objeetedi 
then,  to  the  motion  befbm  the  flausei 
both  in  the  abstract,  because  he  tbooght 
that  the  Government  had  a  right  to  witb« 
holdi  according  to  their  jvdgnefit,  any 
parts  of  confidential  statements  s  and| 
on  the  other  ground,  because  bo  infoT'^ 
mation  had  in  the  present  case  been  8«p« 
pressed,  but  every  detail  and  particular 
mformation  which  Mr.  Meek  had  stated 
had  been  AiUy  and  immediately  tupplled 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  M.  il/hoood  thought  that  the  House 
ought  to  have  before  it  as  much  informa- 
tion as  possible  on  the  subject  which  was 
before  them.  If  they  left  this  branch  of 
trade  to  itself,  to  the  natural  operations  of 
supply  and  demand,  they  would  find  that 
the  evil  would  soon  cure  itself.  t*hat  had 
happened  on  former  occasions,  and  they 
would  find  that  the  price  would  be  reduced 
without  any  occasion  for  Legislative  inter- 
ference. He  thought  in  discussing  a 
question  of  this  kind  the  Honte  were  bound 
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to  cxAmiM  ifery  part  with  the  fnoi t  scni- 
pnloas  siixiety.  If  it  was  ihown  that  any 
infonnatioQ  was  withheld  that  ought  to  be 
gtten,  ^he  would  support  any  motion  for 
giving  to  the  House  the  fullest  opportunity 
of  examiniDg  this  question. 

Sir  R.  Pwel  said,  as  the  House  is  tow 
Bonewhat  more  full  than  when  I  made  my 
statefnent  at  an  earlier  part  of  the  evening 
I  will  refor  to  what  I  then  stated.  I  slated 
what  was  the  half  that  for  several  recent 
yeark  a  gradual  advance  had  taken  plaee 
in  the  prion  of  provisions»  I  took  the  year 
1835,  when  I  said  distinctly  that  the  price 
of  meat  and  pork  was  at  its  lowest  point, 
and  I  showed  that  from  1835  to  1840,  a 
progressive  increase  of  price  had  taken 
place-^I  stated  that  at  the  same  time  ti 
considerable  increase  had  taken  place  in 
the  price  of  cattle  imported  from  Ireland. 
I  stMsd,  that  taking  the  prices  at  Green- 
wieh  Hospital  in  1840,  as  compared  with 
1635,  the  difference  of  price  in  meat  alone 
made  a  difference  in  the  cost  of  that  es<* 
taUishment  for  that  year  of  not  less  than 
AfiOOL  1  then  took  the  price  of  provisions 
IB  France  and  Belgium  and  this  country^ 
and  I  argued,  from  the  gradual  and  pro- 
gressive advance  in  the  price  of  previsions 
in  those  countries  that  there  were  no 
gronnds  for  the  apprehensions  that  were 
entertained  in  some  part  of  the  country, 
that  the  price  of  cattle  would  be  niaterlally 
lestened  by  importation  from  those  coun- 
tries. With  respect  to  Holstein  and  Jut- 
land, I  admitted  that  there  might  be  some 
supply,  but  that  there  was  no  probability  of 
anch  an  increase  as  would  have  any  serious 
effect  on  the  priee  of  provision^  in  this 
oonntry^-^^eeing  thAt  within  the  last  six 
years,  notwithstanding  the  facilities  af- 
ibfded  by  steam  navigation^  the  prices  of 
meat  in  most  of  the  public  establishments 
had  progressively  increased  during  each  of 
these  years.  Seeing  that  this  had  taken 
^lace,  I  stated  that  I  thought  the  time 
was  come  when  competition  with  respect 
to  live  animaU  and  meat  might  be  safely 
pemitted.  This  was  the  statement  which 
1  made  to  the  House  with  respect  to  this 
part  of  the  subject.  Now,  with  respect  to 
the  parikttlar  motion  before  the  House,  1 
mutt  say » that  there  must  have  been  soibe* 
where  or  other  a  gross  breach  of  trust. 
These  papers  were  {printed  solely  for  the 
nee  of  tM  Governmeat.  The  whole  of 
tlm  matetill  tnformatioB  Was  extracted 
ffWB  them^  and  given  lo  the  House.  So 
I  wae  this  the  oas«  that  it  might  be 


remarked  that  Mu  Meek  was  never  al« 
luded  to,  and  the  measures  proposed  by 
the  Government  were  at  variance  with  the 
information  furnished  by  Mr.  Meek.  But 
supposing  that  those  papers,  containing 
information  procured  by  a  servant  of  the 
Government  for  the  service  of  the  Qo<> 
verament^  contained  infbrmstion  given  by 
an  individual,  who  said,  that  he  would  cbmu 
municate  all  the  ihformatfon  in  his  powers 
but  he  did  not  wish  to  have  his  name 
made  public.  Supposing  this  to  be  the 
case,  does  the  House  think  that  it  would 
have  a  right  to  compel  the  Government 
to  disclose  the  name  of  that  individual 
The  Government  gave  the  House  all  the 
information  they  possessed  |  they  gave  the 
House  ail  the  facts ;  and  as  to  the  sup- 
pression of  particular  passages,  the  charge 
is  altogether  without  foundation.  We 
gave  you  the  prkses  of  meat  at  Hamburgh 
— we  gave  you  the  prices  taken  for  the 
navy  contracts— we  gave  you  everything 
material-^but  a  gentleman  officially  con* 
nected  with  the  VictoaUing  Office  makei 
an  obiervation  with  respect  to  the  expe* 
diency  of  taking  the  contracts  for  the  navy 
from  other  countries ;  and  does  the  House 
think  that  we  ought  to  give  this  comma- 
nieation,  intend^  for  the  Government 
alone  ?  Well^  then,  take  the  case  of  an 
individual  supplying  informatmn  for  the 
use  of  the  Government,  requesting  that 
his  name  might  not  be  disclosed.  Would 
it  not,  I  ask,  be  a  breach  of  all  confidence 
to  disclose  the  name  of  that  individuaL 
We  have  given  you  all  the  information 
with  reference  to  the  tenor  of  the  meaisires 
We  have  proposedi  We  have  given  you 
the  price  of  the  contracts^  and  you  may 
have  the  navy  contracts  if  you  think  it 
fiecessary }  but  1  think  it  would  be  gotdg 
too  far,  when  a  gentleman  connected  with 
the  Victualling  Office  makes  a  suggestion 
to  the  Government,  that  the  Government 
should  be  called  upon  to  communicate  that 
information  to  the  House.  There  is  the 
other  case  of  an  individud  communicating 
information  %t  the  Government,  under  the 
assurance  that  his  name  will  not  be  dis^- 
closed,  and  I  say  that  if  the  House  com* 
pels  us  to  give  this  information  there  is  an 
end  to  all  confidence.  We  have  withheld 
tiothing  in  the  shape  of  information 
contained  in  the  report  of  Mr*  Meek.  We 
have  given  you  all  the  facts^  In  the  eaetb 
cise  of  our  discretion  we  have  withheld 
particular  passages,  which  I  maintain  we 
were  justified  in  doingi  I  say^  then,  oe»i 
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sidariDg  that  there  has  been  a  groM  breach 
of  coafidence  on  the  part  of  somebody  in 
giving  to  thehon.  Member  information  in- 
tended for  the  Government,  I  trust  that 
the  Honse  will  not  compel  the  Government 
to  give  information  that  has  been  so 
presented  to  them. 

Lord  J,  RusseU:  If  the  motion  now 
made  were  calculated  to  produce  public 
inconvenience,  I  should  not  support  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  alludes  to  the 
case  of  public  despatches.  Undoubtedly, 
if  the  production  of  the  despatches  were 
detrimental  to  the  public  service,  I  should 
be  satisfied  with  that  avowal,  without  ask- 
ing for  a  further  ground  of  refusal.  In 
like  manner,  when  it  was  urged  that  divulg- 
ing the  name  of  a  gentleman  who  had 
given  information  to  an  officer  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  a  breach  of  trust,  and  that 
difficulties  would  be  thereby  thrown  in 
the  way  of  communications  hereafter  to 
be  made,  I  think  that  a  sufficient  ground 
for  not  producing  this  gentleman's  name, 
and,  of  course,  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
will  not  press  for  its  production.  But 
with  respect  to  the  information  which  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  chiefly  calls  for, 
I  think,  in  refusing  its  production,  he  has 
taken  away  the  reasons  for  not  divulging 
it.  '*  No  public  inconvenience,"  says  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — **  No  injury  can 
possibly  flow  from  its  production.  '*  Then 
the  question  reduces  itself  to  this — the 
Government  having  thought  fit  to  lay  these 
papers  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  not 
confining  them  to  their  own  cognizance, 
should  they  not  be  asked  to  produce  facts 
which  are  suspected  to  be  important,  and 
which  are  of  a  etrictly  statistical  nature. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
says,  that  the  Government  has  laid  before 
the  House  all  that  it  is  important  it  should 
know;  but,  according  to  his  own  state* 
ment,  Mr.  Meek,  who  is  at  the  head  of 
the  victualling  department,  and  therefore 
the  most  competent  judge,  drew  certain 
inferences  from  the  prices  which  he  found 
to  exist,  and  which  were  to  this  effect : — 
^'  If  such  and  such  provisions  were  bought 
for  the  navy,  might  they  not  be  supplied 
in  a  better  manner  ? ''  If  such  is  not  the 
tenor  of  the  gentleman's  observations,  I 
think  it  clearly  better  that  the  observations 
themselves  should  be  produced ;  because 
the  position  which  he  holds  under  the  Go- 
▼emment  renders  his  opinion  most  impor* 
laat.    Be  it  Qf  little  or  great  importancei 


however,  it  is  of  a  statistical  kind ;  it  re- 
fers to  the  general  question.  Of  the  price 
of  provisions,  it  does  not  contain  any  se- 
crets by  the  publication  of  which  the  pub- 
lic service  would  be  at  all  injured,  and  it 
ought  therefore,  in  my  judgment,  to  be 
produced.  I  do  not  impute  any  blame  to 
the  Government  for  having  excluded  thb 
matter  from  their  first  report.  It  may  have 
struck  them  as  not  important  with  regard 
to  the  subject  to  which  it  refers,  but  being 
once  called  for,  I  do  not  think  there 
should  be  any  hesitation  concerning  its 
production. 

Mr.  S.  Wariley  said,  he  could  hot  help 
expressing  his  surprise  that,  at  the  moment 
when  they  were  engaged  about  matters  of 
the  greatest  and  gravest  importance,  they 
should  be  interrupted  in  that  paramount 
duty  by  the  introduction  of  a  topic  so  ut* 
terly  unproductive  of  any  information 
which  might  assist  them  in  their  present 
inquiry.  They  were  called  on  by  their 
constituents  to  address  themselves  with 
all  convenient  speed  to  the  adjustment  of 
commercial  regulations  of  great  and  so« 
lemn  interest  to  the  whole  population  of 
the  country ;  instead  of  which  the  hon« 
and  gallant  Member  now  invited  them  to 
employ  their  time  in  fighting  with  a  shade* 
For  his  part  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  of  the  reason  for  not  pro^ 
ducing  the  whole  of  the  document  offered 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  persuaded 
that  nothing  had  been  withheld  which 
would  enable  them  to  come  to  a  proper 
decision  upon  the  question  before  the 
Honse.  For  this  reason,  therefore,  he 
could  not  give  his  support  to  the  motion. 

Sir  G.  Orey  admitted  that  an  unneces- 
sary delay  had  taken  place ;  but  it  was 
on  account  of  the  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  information  which  would  en* 
able  the  House  to  come  to  a  right  decision 
uDon  this  subject.  The  whole  blame — if 
blame  there  were — rested  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  resisted  a  reasonable 
proposal,  which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
thought  essential  to  the  proper  discnssion 
of  the  question  on  which  they  had  entered. 
If  the  suppressed  part  of  the  report  were 
immaterial,  why  not  allow  the  House  to 
judge  of  the  fact?  But  he  mast  say,  it 
was  establishing  a  dangerous  precedent, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
say,  "  The  facts  you  ask  for  I  have  seen, 
and  they  are,  in  my  opinion,  immaterial ; 
and  therefore  it  is  unnecessary  to  ditulge 
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them.  '*  Such  an  annotincement  tended, 
undoubtedly,  to  establish  the  omnipotence 
of  the  Government,  bat  not  at  all  the 
omnipotence  of  Parliament. 

Lord  Stanley  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  North  Riding  of  York- 
shire, that  a  great  deal  of  time  had  been 
lost  in  discussing  this  subject,  and  he 
must  add  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  exhibited  much  unnecessary 
warmth  in  refuting  imputations  supposed 
to  be  thrown  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  He  admitted,  that  the  paper  was 
perfectly  immaterial ;  but  it  was  confiden- 
tial and  irrelevant.  All  the  real  informa- 
tion which  the  Government  received  from 
Mr.  Meek  they  produced,  and  laid  before 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  admitted  they  were  not  to  blame 
for  omitting  this  suggestion,  which  had 
been  called  for,  from  their  report.  The 
passages  on  which  the  Government  was 
charged  with  suppressing  information, 
contained  a  suggestion  of  Mr.  Meek  for 
the  conduct  of  his  own  department,  and 
also  the  name  of  the  gentleman  who  had 
communicated  some  information.  The 
report  before  the  House  gave  the  price  of 
the  meat,  the  freight,  and  every  possible 
information  which  could  be  deemed  ma- 
terial. But  Mr.  Meek  wrote,  on  this  fact, 
a  sort  of  private  commentary,  **  Would  it 
not  be  wise  if  Hamburgh  provisions  were 
resorted  to  for  victualling  our  navy  ?  '^  It 
would  be  establishing  a  dangerous  pre- 
cedent to  accede  to  the  motion  before  the 
House.  In  consequence  of  a  breach  of 
confidence  on  the  part  of  some  servants 
of  the  Government,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  become  possessed  of  the  con- 
tents of  part  of  a  document,  and  then  he 
thought  It  consistent  with  his  duty,  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  to  come  down  to 
the  House  and  move  for  the  production  of 
the  original  passage,  a  knowledge  of  which 
had  been  acquired  by  such  means.  The 
passage  in  itself  was  immaterial,  but  the 
precedent  sought  to  be  established  was 
not  immaterial.  If  the  House  should  in- 
sist upon  the  Government  communicating 
the  information,  it  would  establish  a  most 
dangerous  precedent. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  it  might  be  a  bad  pre- 
cedent for  the  Government  to  be  compelled 
to  give  information  which  they  did  not 
wish  to  disclose,  and  a  knowledge  of 
which  had  been  obtained  in  consequence 
of  a  breach  of  confidence  committed  by 
some  person  in  their  employment ;  but  it 
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was  a  still  worse  precedent  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  produce  a  document,  purporting 
to  be  perfect  and  complete,  and  to  omit  a 
passage  which  they  alleged  to  be  imma- 
terial, but  respecting  the  materiality  of 
which  the  House  ought  to  be  the  best 
judge.  The  Government  had  in  this  mat- 
ter  been  convicted  of  a  auppresHo  vert,  if 
not  of  the  suggesiio  faUi.  The  document 
before  the  House  certainly  professed  to  be 
perfect,  and  Mr.  Meek's  name  was  attached 
to  it.  It  was  made  the  foundation  of  a 
great  change  in  the  financial  and  com- 
mercial policy  of  the  country,  and  under 
these  circumstances,  the  whole  of  it  ought 
to  have  been  laid  before  Parliament.  If 
the  Government  thought  it  would  be  pre- 
judicial to  the  public  service  to  publish 
certain  portions  of  the  report,  that  fact 
should  have  been  stated  in  a  note.  As 
that  course  had  not  been  pursued,  the 
House  was  justified  in  insisting  upon  the 
production  of  the  passage  that  had  been 
suppressed. 

Mr.  Muniz  wanted  no  other  proof  that 
the  information  sought  to  be  obtained  was 
important,  than  the  fact  that  Minister 
after  Minister  had  risen  to  declare  that  it 
was  of  no  value.  Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site were  the  persons  most  interested  in 
the  production  of  the  document.  If  they 
chose  to  give  up  the  advantages  they  pos- 
sessed, without  inquiring  into  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  was  proposed  that  they 
should  do  so,  they  would  have  nobody  but 
themselves  to  blame ;  though  he  had  little 
doubt  that  when  they  began  to  suffer  they 
would  turn  round  upon  the  Members  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
and  attribute  their  misfortunes  to  them. 
He  was  satisfied  that  there  was  something 
in  the  passage  which  had  been  omitted, 
not  only  by  the  general  denial  of  Minis- 
ters, but  by  the  manner  of  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  There  was 
a  great  deal  in  manner. 

Mr.  Christopher  was  quite  convinced  by 
the  candid  statement  of  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  informa- 
tion which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
sought  to  obtain  by  his  motion  was  of 
no  importance  whatever.  He  was  dis- 
satisfied  with  what  he  had  already  seen 
of  Mr.  Afeek's  reports,  and  wished  for 
nothing  more  from  the  same  quarter.  He 
would  Fote  against  the  motion,  because 
its  adoption  would  establish  a  bad  pre- 
cedent. 

Mr.  /.  O'Comell  said,  that  the  hoQ£ 
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Member  who  apoke  last  always  professed 
1  great  desire  to  senre  his  agricultural 
friends,  but  it  unfortunately  happened  that 
they  ne?er  could  get  the  benefit  of  his 
vole,  which  was  invariably  recorded  in 
favour  of  Hinistenh  He  had  beard  nothing 
which  satisfied  him  that  die  information 
sought  to  be  obtained  was  not  very  im* 
portani,  and  for  that  reason.  After  having 
observed  the  course  of  the  noble  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  in  that  House,  nothing  bad 
ever  surprised  hira  more  than  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  deprecate  a  display  of  warmth 
and  loss  of  temper  upon  this  occasion, 

Mr.  Lambtam  thought  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  bis  (the  Oppjosition)  side  of  the 
House,  that  if  the  motion  should  be  agreed 
to$  the  House  would  establish  the  prece* 
dent  that  henceforth  no  Government  what- 
ever would  be  justified  in  withholding 
information  from  the  House.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  if  the  late  Govern- 
ment bad  been  in  power  they  would  not 
have  maintained  the  doctrine  which  they 
were  now  endeavouring  to  establish.  There 
was  one  circumstance  which  threw  suspi- 
cion and  discredit  upon  the  motion ;  the 
information  of  the  hon*  and  gallant  Mover 
must  have  been  obtained  by  a  gross  breach 
of  fpnfidenoe.  The  House  had  received 
00  eiplanatma  upon  that  point;  but  they 
ought  to  be  informed  of  the  mode  in  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  obtained  his 
information, 

Visoount  Stmdcn  asked  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bolton  (Or.  Bowring), 
as  we  understood,  whether  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  printed  his  reports  in  the  form 
jn  which  they  had  been  presented  to 
them, 

Mr,  MUea  declared  his  intention  of  vot- 
ing for  the  motion.  The  House  ought  to 
look  to  something  more  than  the  mere 
party  speeches  on  each  side ;  they  should 
consider  what  the  public  would  think  upon 
the  occasion ;  and  if  they  believed  that 
no  government  interest  would  be  compro- 
mised, they  should  insist  upon  the  produc- 
tion of  the  information, 

Mr.  C.  Wood  said,  the  question  which 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  livernool 
bad  put  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton 
was  formerly  proposed  to  the  Ex-secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  upon  which  occasion 
Lord  Palmerstoa  avowed  that  certain  por- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member's  reports  bad 
boen  withheld  because  it  was  considered 
that  their  publication  would  be  prejudicial 
l»iheiiiiMiaaerviQft.  No  aaeh  reason  bad 


been  assigned  upon  the  present  occasion. 
The  only  ground  upon  wnich  the  produc- 
tion of  the  information  wa«  resisted  was, 
that  it  was  not  material.  He  protested 
against  the  Government  taking  upon  them- 
selvei  to  determine  what  information  it 
was  or  wu  not  material  for  the  House  to 
be  in  possession  of, 

Mr,  Shaw  deprecated  the  waste  of  va« 
luable  time  which  had  been  caused  by  the 
motion. 

Major  Vivian  said,  he  had  derived  hie 
information  from  a  person  in  no  respeot 
connected  with  the  Government,  and  it 
was  probable  he  had  acquired  the  page  of 
Mr.  Meek's  report  through  the  carelessness 
of  the  bead  of  one  of  the  departments, 
[Cheers.]  He  did  not  understand  the  mean- 
ing of  that  cheer.  He  repeated  that  the 
person  who  had  furnisheu  him  with  the 
mformation  bad  become  possessed  of  it 
without  any  breach  of  confidence  on  his 
part. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :— 
Ayes  219 ;  Noes  152 :  Majority  67. 
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Allii,J.P. 
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Mackemie,  T. 
Mackensie,  W,  F. 
M'Geacby,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Manners,  Lord  G.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
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Smith,  A. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
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Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Tomline,G. 
Ti^och,Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
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Prvse,  P. 
Pulsfon],  R. 
Puiey,  P. 
Rawdoiiy  Col. 
Redington,T.N. 
Roche,  £.  B. 
Rumbold,  C.  £. 
Rundle,  J. 
KussellyLordJI. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scrape,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sbeil,  rt.  bon.  R.  L. 
Smithy  B. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
StaDsfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Sunton,  W.  II. 
Stuan,  W.  V. 
Stratt,  £. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
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Traill,  O. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Troubridge,  Sir  £.  T. 
Tufnell,  IL 
Turner,  E. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
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Watson,  W  H. 
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Wood.  B. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  G.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Vivian,  Major 
Worslcy,  Lord 


House  in  commUtee  profarmd.  Re- 
iamed.— Committee  to  sit  again. 

Poor  Laws.]  Mr.  7.  Duncombe  had 
asked  the  right  bon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  on  the  2l8t  of 
Febraary,  at  what  time  it  might  be  ex- 
pected that  the  Poor-law  Bill  would  be 
introduced  into  the  House ;  and  he  had 
received  an  answer  that  the  measure  would 
be  brought  in  immediately  after  Easter. 
That  measure  had  not  as  yet  been  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House.  In 
two  months  the  Poor-law  commission  would 
expire :  if  this  bill  were  postponed  until 
after  Whitsuntide,  there  would  only  be  a 
month  or  six  weeks  during  which  it  could 
be  considered  by  the  House  and  by  the 
country.  The  measure  would,  of  course, 
make  very  considerable  alterations  in  the 
law,  and  it  was  right  that  the  country 
should  have  time  to  consider  its  provisions. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  as  no  long  dis- 
cussion was  likely  to  be  required  upon  the 
introduction  of  the  bill,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  take  steps  to  secure  the 
early  attention  of  Parliament  to  this  im- 
portant subject. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  misunderstood  a  portion  of 
the  answer  which  he  had  given  on  a  former 
occasion,  in  reference  to  his  inquiry.  He 
had  certainly  stated,  that  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  bring  the  subject  before  the 
House,  until  after  Easter,  but  he  did  not 
recollect  that  he  had  accompanied  that 
statement  by  any  intimation  involving  an 
immediate  necessity  for  the  introduction 


of  that  measure.  He  had,  however,  pro. 
mised  to  give  the  hon.  Member  an  intima- 
tion when  the  subject  would  be  brought 
forward.  He  had  hoped  to  be  able  to 
bring  the  question  before  the  House  pre- 
viously to  the  Whitsuntide  holidays ;  but, 
unless  he  received  the  sanction  of  the 
House  to  take  the  matter  o^t  of  its  turn, 
he  feared  he  should  not  be  able  to  do  so. 
To-morrow  the  orders  of  the  day  had  pre- 
cedence of  notices  of  motion,  and,  unless 
this  arrangement  was  altered,  he  should 
not  be  able  to  move  the  introduction  of  the 
bill  during  this  week.  Could  a  new  course 
of  proceeding  be  arranged,  he  should  be 
most  happy  to  avail  himself  of  it,  aad  to 
introduce  his  bill  to-morrow  afternoon. 
If  he  understood  the  House  to  give  assent 
to  bis  suggestion,  he  would  undoubtedly 
avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  which 
presented  itself;  and,  he  would,  therefore, 
postpone  the  motion  which  stood  on  the 
paper  for  this  evening,  and  would  to- 
morrow move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Poor-law. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

Shannon  Improvements.]  Mr. 
French  stated,  that  at  that  very  late  hour 
he  should  content  himself  by  putting  the 
House  in  possession  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  he  sought  the  information 
relative  to  the  improvements  of  the  Shan- 
non he  was  about  to  move  for.  The  com- 
missioners were  about  to  levy  off  the 
county  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  a 
sum  of  about  100,000/.  for  works  that 
county  had  never  sanctioned,  and  for  an 
expenditure  over  which  they  had  no  con- 
trol. Bv  their  applotment  of  this  sum,  to 
which  there  was  no  power  of  objecting, 
the  land  adjoining  the  river,  which  may 
be  relieved  from  floods,  and  the  value  of 
which  may  be  doubled,  is  charged  say  1/. 
per  acre,  whilst  the  land  twelve  or  fourteen 
miles  from  the  river,  the  traffic  from  which 
is  to  a  seaport  in  an  opposite  direction, 
was  to  be  charged  19s.  Sd.  per  acre— pro- 
portions neither  equitable  nor  just.  The 
tolls  which  were,  by  an  act  of  Parliament, 
made  applicable  to  meet  the  expenses  of 
the  improvement  of  the  river,  were  no 
longer  to  be  so,  and  the  sum  to  be  sup- 
plied by  them  was  to  be  defrayed  by  the 
counties — who,  under  such  circumstances, 
were  at  least  entitled  to  the  fullest  infor- 
mation of  the  principle  under  which  they 
were  to  be  taxed.  The  hon.  Member 
moved  for  the  following  returns:— j QIC 
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'  ^  Return,  showicg  the  principle  upon  which 
the  commissioners  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Shannon  have  proceeded  in  estimating  the 
benefit  anticipated  to  result  to  the  several 
baronies  in  the  county  of  Roscommon,  from 
tlie  improvement  of  that  river  and  its  tribu- 
taries, and  what  proportion  of  benefit  is  an- 
ticipated to  result  to  the  barony  of  Athlone, 
which  lies  along  the  banks  of  the  said  river, 
as  compared  with  the  proportion  of  benefit 
anticipated  to  result  to  the  barony  of  Bally- 
more,  which  is  at  a  distance  from  it. 

'*  Also,  alike  return  in  respect  of  the  barony 
of  Boyle,  as  compared  with  the  barony  of 
Frenchpark,  and  of  the  barony  of  Roscommon, 
as  compared  with  the  barony  of  Castlerea, 
which  are  similarly  situated. 

"  Return  of  the  proportions  of  the  sum  of 
10,894/.  llf.  2(1.,  levied  on  the  county  of  Ros- 
common for  the  improvement  of  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  river  Shannon,  payable  by  each  of 
the  following  baronies,  viz.^  Athlone,  Bally- 
more,  Boyle,  Frenchpark,  Roscommon,  and 
Castlerea,  distinguishing  the  amount  per  hun- 
dred acres  in  each  of  these  baronies^  respec- 
tively. 

**  Also,  return  of  the  works,  if  any,  which 
have  been  executed  in  the  county  of  Roscom- 
mon by  the  direction  of  the  commissioners  for 
the  improvement  of  the  river  Shannon  since 
their  appointment,  and  the  proportion  of  the 
sum  of  10,894/.  lis.  2i/.,  already  levied  on 
that  county  expended  in  such  works. '^ 

Lord  Eliot  bad  hitherto  consented  to 
the  production  of  ell  papers  moved  for 
relating  to  the  Shannon  navigation,  and 
exceedingly  regretted  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  give  those  now  sought  for  by  the 
bon.  Member  for  Roscommon.  The  com- 
missioners for  the  improvement  of  the 
river  Shannon  were  governed  by  rules  laid 
down  in  an  act  of  Parliament,  by  which 
they  were  bound  to  adhere;  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  granting  the  returns 
sought  for  would  not  only  imply  that 
blame  could  be  attached  to  the  commis- 
sioners by  whom  the  awards  were  decided 
on — a  commission  no  longer  in  existence 
— but  that  it  would  tend  very  much  to 
weaken  confidence  in  securities  given  in 
Ireland  for  the  advances  of  public  money. 
That  part  of  the  returns  which  could  be 
obtained  from  the  treasurer  of  the  county 
of  Roscommon,  and  which  related  to  the 
proportion  of  the  applotmenton  the  differ- 
ent baronies,  he  should  not  object  to. 

Lord  Clements  fully  concurred  with 
the  noble  Secretary  in  the  inexpediency 
of  granting  the  motion  then  before  the 
House.  The  proportion  of  seventy-five — 
one  settled  on  the  county  of  Roscommon — 
was,  in  his  opinion,  if  anything,  too  small. 
The  advantages  derivable  from  opening 
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the  river  were  incalculable,  and  Roscom- 
mon and    Limerick    were    the    counties 
which  would  derive  most  advantage  from 
the  improvement.    The  principle  on  which 
the  commissioners  acted  would  be  found 
in  the    Library   of  the   House,  in   their 
I  different  reports,  and  appeared  both  just 
,  and  reasonable.    The  motion  implied  dis* 
trust  of  the  commissioners,  who  were,  he 
considered,  entitled  to  the  utmost  con- 
'  fidence.     The  noble    Lord    referred,   at 
some  length,  to  the  different  calculations 
of  the  commissioners,  to  show  the  length 
of  navigation  and  other  advantages  which 
i  were  to  accrue  to  the  county  of  Roscom- 
mon from  the  improvement  of  the  river 
and  its  tributaries. 

Mr.  Ormsby  Gore  wished  to  know  on 
what  principle  the  county  of  Sligo,  which 
was  separated  from  the  Shannon  by  the 
Curlew  mountains,  and  which  never  could 
derive  the  slightest  advantage  from  the 
improvement  of  that  river,  was  to  be  taxed 
5,000/.  by  these  commissioners.  He  sup- 
ported the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Roscommon. 

Mr.  French,  in  reply,  should  not  detain 
the  House  by  referring  to  anything  which 
fell  from  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Leitrim.  His  speech  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  the  two  points  before  the 
House.  If,  as  the  noble  Lord  stated, 
Roscommon  was  not  charged  sufficiently, 
the  commissioners  had  not  faithfully  dis- 
charged the  duty  entrusted  to  them  ;  but 
he  was,  if  necessary,  prepared  to  prove 
that  that  county  had  been  much  over- 
rated. The  first  point  contended  for  was, 
that  it  was  proposed,  in  violation  of  a 
pledge  given  by  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  deprive  the  counties  bounding 
the  river  of  the  assistance  of  the  tolls  in 
defraying  the  instalments  for  its  improve- 
ment. The  navigation  of  the  Shannon, 
from  time  immemorial,  was  vested  in 
the  Crown,  for  whose  use  the  tolls 
were  annually  received.  Various  im- 
provements were,  from  time  to  time, 
made  in  its  navigation,  such  as  re- 
moving accidental  obstructions,  forming 
lateral  canals  to  avoid  the  vessels — all  of 
which  were  executed  at  the  public  expense. 
As  the  powers  of  steam  were  developed,  it 
was  considered  most  desirable  that  im- 
provements on  an  extended  scale  should 
be  effected,  so  that  vessels  of  a  certain 
size  might  ascend  from  Limerick  to  Lough 
Allen.  Plans,  surveys,  and  estimates 
were  prepared   by  ^^i;,^  Gra^h^^^ 
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Rhodes,  and  others,  al  the  public  expense ; 
commissioners  reported,  and  a  committee 
of  this  House  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  river ;  all  concurred 
in  declaring  the  proposed  improvements 
to  be  both  desirable  and  necessary  ~"  a 
national  work,  to  be  executed  by  national 
means."  In  1835  the  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Spring  Rice)  intro- 
duced the  bill,  which  was  now  the  5th  and 
6th  William  4th,  chap.  67,  by  which, 
contrary  to  the  recommendations  of  every 
party— contrary,  he  contended,  to  every 
principle  of  justice  and  poliey^t  was 
enacted  that  the  improvement  of  a  river 
the  property  of  the  Crown  should  not  be 
effected  at  the  public  expense.  The  sum 
required  was  600,000/.,  one  moiety  of 
which  was  to  be  a  free  grant :  so  it  was 
ridiculously  termed  in  the  act.  The  other 
moiety  (300,000/.)  to  be  repaid  by  twelve 
half-yearly  instalments  out  of  the  tolls ; 
should  those  tolls  prove  insufficient,  the 
deficit  to  be  made  good  by  the  counties 
and  districts  adjoining.  Taking  into  con- 
sideration that  of  this  sum  of  300.000/., 
repayable  from  the  tolls,  50,000/.  was  to 
be  defrayed  by  the  sale  of  mill-sites  and 
other  properties,  to  be  vested  in  the  com- 
missioners—that the  value  of  the  fisheries 
must  be  considerable,  and  that  the  amount 
of  toll  on  230  miles  of  navigation  could 
not  be  trifling  (the  commissioners  after- 
wards estimated  them  at  upwards  of 
30,000/.  a  year),  20,000/.  of  which,  at 
the  least,  might  be  appropriated  towards 
the  payment  of  the  instalments^-he  consi- 
dered the  liabilities  to  which  the  counties 
were  subjected  trifling,  if  any ;  and  he  did 
not  feel  himself  justified  in  doing  more 
than  entering  his  protest  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  declaring  those  districts  liable  to 
any  portion  of  the  payment  for  works  to 
be  executed  on  the  property  of  the  Crown, 
and  from  the  improvement  of  which  the 
public  would  derive  important  advantages. 
The  commissioners  were  appointed  under 
this  act  solely  to  inquire  and  determine 
the  proportion  to  be  borne  by  the  several 
counties  and  districts,  should  the  surplus 
tolls  not  prove  adequate  to  pay  the  re- 
quired  instalments.  This  they  were  fully 
aware  of;  in  their  second  report  they  re- 
cite the  preamble  of  the  5th  and  6th  of 
William  4lh ;  twice  they  admit  themselves 
to  be  bound  by  it,  but  they  do  not  adhere 
to  it.  They  think  differently  from  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  appears  theirs  are  the  views 
to  be  carried  into  operation.    Under  the 


13th  and  44th  sections  of  the  2nd  and  3rd 
of  Victoria,  c.  61,  in  which  no  mention  is 
made  of  the  tolls,  the  moiety  of  the  sum 
is  to  be  duly  levied  off  the  counties.  No 
credit  is  to  be  given  for  the  tolls  which 
are  to  continue  public  property,  and  to  be 
appropriated  as  Parliament  shall  direct. 
Under  this  plan  about  100,000/.  is  to  be 
levied  off  Roscommon,  50,000/,  off  Lei- 
trim,  50,000/.  off  Qalway  by  compulsory 
presentments.  So  doing  was,  he  con- 
tended, as  far  as  the  counties  were  con- 
cerned, a  breach  of  public  faith.  The 
commissioners  state  that,  from  the  perfect- 
ing of  the  Shannon  navigation  under  the 
system  already  approved  of,  the  public 
will  be  amply  remunerated  for  the  advance 
of  the  funds  required  for  the  works  by  the 
great  increase  of  internal  traffic  which 
must  follow  their  completion  ;  and  in  de- 
termining the  proportions  to  be  contri* 
buted  by  the  districts,  should  the  tolls 
prove  inadequate,  the  very  nature  of  the 
improvements  will  manifestly  lead  to  an 
increased  value  of  the  neighbouring  pro- 
perties,  and  that  in  their  opinion  a  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  necessary  outlay 
should  be  provided  from  private  funds  or 
baronial  assessment.  On  this  principle 
they  have  acted  in  respect  of  piers*«on 
this  principle  they  professed  they  wett 
about  to  act  with  regard  toother  improve* 
ments.  They  prepared  a  table  to  show 
how  their  assessments  were  to  be  made  ^— 


Coondet  to  be 


Tlpperwy.^ 

Kiof^  Cmoty 
Clare 

•Oalway    .,., 


Baronlct  to  be 


Upper  and  Lr.  > 
OnBond....! 
OarryeaiUe 


Tnllaib 

fLrttrlm    omI 
I     Loofford 

{MoycarOf  -  * 
;     ■ 


iiritilBi  ittd  I 
Longford  »»i 
If  oycam,  Ath-^ 
loae,aiid  Roa-  > 
coromon  ....J 


ProportloQa 
to  beaa- 
laaicd  off 
coonty  at 


to  be  aa- 
anaM  off 


>  WcBtOMtth  aori  Longtard  in  the  i 


This  was  a  perfectly  intelligible  princi- 
ple; the  amount  distributed  generally 
over  the  country  at  laiige,  particularly  over 
the  baronies,  to  be  specially  benefitted* 
The  principle  on  which  the  comaissiooers 
at  present  act,  is  perfectly  unintelligtbte : 
all  are  to  be  chai^^  alike.  In  their  second 
report  they  justify  their  proposed  levy  of  a 
higher  rate  on  the  adjoining  districts,  by 
the  peculiar  benefit  they  derive,  and  by 
saying  their  inhabitants  will  receive  in 
wages  double  the  amonnt.in  w^kfkcir 
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districtf  are  asMBsed,  by  which  the  la- 
bourers, laodholdersi  and  landowners  will 
be  motaelly  bene6tted  :  arguments  which 
can  have  no  reference  to  the  remote  dis- 
tricts which  they  now  propose  shall  bear 
an  equal  proportion  of  the  proposed  taxa- 
tion.    Notwithstanding   the    praise    be- 
stowed   by    the    noble    Lord   on  public 
boards,  he  was  still  of  opinion  that  it  was 
expedient  that  their  proceedings  should 
be  strictly  scrutinised.     He  found,  by  an 
account  of  certain  sums  entrusted  to  the 
commissiooers  of  public  works  for  the  re- 
lief of   the  peasantry  on   the  coast    of 
Donegal,  in  the  spring  and  summer  of 
1836,  that  a  sum  of  300/.  Os,  Sd.  had  been 
supplied  by  the  Lord-lieutenant  and  the 
Ballinglass  committee  for  this  purpose: 
that  the  expenses  incurred  by  four  of  their 
staff  iu  travelling,  reporting,  and  distri- 
bating  meal  absorbed  200/.  Os.  M.  of  this 
sum ;  under  the  awards  of  the  Shannon 
commissioners  he  found  the  case  of  the 
Limerick  navigation,  extending  a  short 
distance  from   Limerick  to  Killaloe,  for 
which  that  eompany  paid,  a  few  years 
previous,  the  sum  of  3,000/.    They  were 
limited  by  their  act  from  dividing  more 
than  10  per  cent,  on  this  capital ;  this  di- 
vidend ,  they  made,  but  had    they  dis- 
charged their  debts  they  could  not  have 
done    so.     The  Shannon  commissioners 
purchased  their  interest  for  6,000/.,  a  sum 
double  what  the  company  had  paid  for  it, 
in  addition  to  which  they  gave  them  a  fur- 
ther sum  of  6,227/.  18(.  7c/.  to  pay  off 
their  debts  and  incumbrances,  the  interest 
of  which  ought  to  have  been  valued  and 
deducted  from  their  award,  in  place  of 
being  added  to  it;  in  addition  to  this  they 
relieved  them  from  the  liability  to  the  re- 
payment of   14,656/.    13s.  4</.,  due  by 
them  to  the  Board  of  Works,  for  money 
borrowed  on  the  security  of  the  navigation, 
making  in  all  a  sum  of  26,884/.  lis.  1  Id., 
for  a  navigation  which  had  been  purchased 
for,  and  which  could  not  be  considered, 
taking  their  liabilities  into  account,  worth 
more  than  3,000/. ;  half  of  this  enormous 
tun  is  to  be  levied  by  compulsory  pre- 
aentment  off  the  neighbouring  counties. 
The  bon.  Member  concluded  by  stating 
he  would  content  himself  by  limiting  his 
flSotioB  to  the  return  which  had  been  con- 
ceded by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Irdaod. 
Retora  ordered. 
Adjoanied. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Wednesday,  May  11,  1842. 

MiiruT«8.]  Bills.  Prtvaie.—f^  Northern  Union  (New* 
castle  and  Darlington  Jandion)  Railway. 
.V'  and  paned  t— Huish  Champflower,  etc.  Indosure  i 
Gosport  Pier;  London  and  BlaekwaU  Railway i  Gnat 
Torrington  Market;  Kirkintilloch  Uoada;  Liferpool 
Paving  and  Sewenme. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  May  11,1 842. 

MfHtrres.]    Bills.    PhMIc.— 1"*   Poor-law  Amendment 
Jb|Mr/0il.--SalnMii  Fisheries  (Scotland),  (Na  f)t   Fines 
and    Recoveries    (Wales   and    Cheshire);   PentonviUe 
Prison. 

Privaie^-^Reporied, — Liverpool  Health  of  the  Town  and 
Buildings  Regulation;  Guarsntee  Society;  South  Metro- 
politan (3as  I  Drogheda  Hartxmr. 
S^'     and  passed  :— Norwich  and  Yarmouth  Railway  t 
Warwick  and  Leamington  Railway. 

PariTiom  PnnsaMTno.  By  Mr.  Roebuck,  from  Brighton, 
for  the  Disfranchisement  of  that  Borough.— By  Sir  J. 
Easthope,  from  the  Coffee-house  Keepers  of  the  Metro- 
polis, for  the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Foreign  Sugar. 
—By  Sir  H.  DougkMk  Lord  Sandon,  and  Sir  John  Han- 
mer,  from  York,  SL  John's,  and  Miramichi,  in  New 
Brunswick,  against  the  proposed  Alteration  of  the  Timber 
Duties. — By  Mr.  J.  Young,  ftt>m  Bellasls,  for  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  Marriage  Law  as  aflbcting  Presbyterians  In 
Ireland.— By  Sir  T.  D.  Acland,  and  Lord  Sandon,  from 
places  in  Yofkshlre,  for  a  Ten  Hoots  Factory  BilL~- By 
Mr.  T.  Dunoombe,  tnm  Merchants  of  London,  sgainst 
the  Importation  of  Foreign  Labouien  into  tb»  West 
India  Colonies^— By  Mr.  M.  Phillips,  from  Mandiester. 
and  Bristol,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attomles 
CertUicates.— -By  Mr.  Hume,  from  Bonthwark,  and  St. 
Leonani's,  Shoteditoh,  for  the  Redemptkm  of  the  Tolls 
on  the  Metropolitan  Bridget— By  an  hon.  Member,  from 
Kingston-upon-HuU,  that  the  Alteration  hi  the  Timber 
Duties  may  take  place  not  later  than  5th  July  next^— 
By  an  hon.  Member,  from  Chesterfield,  and  Bury  SL 
Edmunds,  for  Equality  of  Civil  Rights.— By  Mr.  Vlllien, 
from  the  Workpeople  of  two  Silk  Flsotories  in  Leek, 
from  Cripplestile,  and  Stoke  Abbot,  in  Dorsetshire,  from 
Stanstead  MountfitdMtt,  in  Essex,  and  from  the  people 
navigating  the  river  Weaver,  in  Cheshire,  against  the 
Com  and  Proviekm  Laws.— From  Killesk,  for  a  New 
Valuation  of  Land  in  reference  to  Tithes.— From  J. 
Henry,  praying  that  all  persons  who  pay  the  Income-tax 
shaU  have  a  Vote  in  the  Eleotkm  of  Members  of  ParHa- 
menL— From  Owners  of  Fishing  Vessels  on  the  Norfolk, 
Suffolk,  and  Yorkshire  Coasts,  complaining  of  the  heavy 
Duty  payable  on  Herrings  Imported  into  Naples.— From 
Newport  (Monmoath),  and  Chepstow,  against  the  Remo- 
val of  the  Padcet  Establishment  from  Milford.— From 
Doncaster,  Tadcaster,  Bolton-le-Moors,  and  other  places, 
agahsst  the  Turnpike  Roads  BUL— Fkom  Tamli^t  Aid, 
for  Alteration  of  the  present  System  of  Education  (Ire- 
land).—From  the  Chairman  of  a  Meeting  in  the  Old 
Bailey,  against  the  Property  Tax.-»From  Sutton,  for 
Alteration  of  the  Fnor-towc 


Newcastle  -  Under  •  Ltmb  Elec- 
tion.] Sir  /.  y.  Buller  reported  from 
the  lelect  Gommitlee  appointed  to  try  the 
merits  of  the  petition  against  the  return  of 
John  Quincey  Harrit  for  the  borough  of 
Newcastle-under-Lyme, 

"That  John  Quincey  Harris,  esquire^  was 
not  duly  elected  a 
P2 
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brancer*8-office ,  bat  that  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  the  law  officers  that  any  attempt 
at  present  to  convict  the  party  of  forgery 
must  inevitably  fail. 

Lord  Clements  was  aware  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  anxions  to  do  his  best  in  this 
matter,  bat  he  was  not  quite  so  sure  re- 
specting; the  other  authorities  in  Ireland. 
The  present  was  really  an  extraordinary 
case.  The  question  he  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  was  with  respect  to  the  decision 
of  the  Chief  Remembrancer,  whether  he 
would  have  any  objection  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  papers  which  had  been  furnished 
to  the  foreman  of  the  grand  jury  of  the 
county  of  Donegal,  and  also  to  the  jadge 
of  assize? 

Lord  Eliot  had  no  objection  to  produce 
the  papers,  but  saw  no  advantage  that 
would  be  derived  from  their  production. 

Lord  Clements  then  desired  to  know 
from  the  noble  Lord  whether  the  secretary 
to  the  grand  jury  of  the  county  of  Done- 
gal had  been  dismissed,  or  if  it  was  the 
tention  of  her  Majesty's  Government  to 
do  anything  towards  his  dismissal. 

Mr.  French  said,  that  the  Government 
had  no  power  to  dismiss  the  secretary  of 
the  grand  jury. 

Subject  at  an  end. 


present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  New- 
caatle-under-Lyme. 

*'  That  the  last  Election  for  the  said  Bo- 
rough,  80  far  as  regarded  the  Return  of  Joha 
Quincey  Harris,  enquire,  was  a  void  Election. 

'*  And  the  said  Determinations  were  ordered 
to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this  House. 

"  House  further  informed,  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  come  to  the  following  Resolutions  : 

**  That  John  Quincey  Harris^  esquire,  was 
by  his  Agents  guilty  of  Bribery  at  the  last 
Election  for  the  Borough  of  Newcastle-under- 
Lyme. 

"  That  it  has  been  proved  before  the  Com- 
nittee^  that  John  Tabbemor  was  bribed  with 
6/.,  William  Follows  with  3/.,  John  Follows 
with  3/.,  paid  to  his  wife  for  him,  and  Joseph 
Follows  with  2/.  15i.,  paid  to  his  daughter  for 
him,  by  Thomas  Mayers. 

"  That  Thomas  Gallimore  was  bribed  with 
4/.,  and  Daniel  Pickerill  with  Al,  by  Thomas 
Cqnyers. 

^*  That  Thomas  Hassell  was  bribed  with  8^, 
and  Henry  Harrison  with  3/.»  by  Edward 
Leech. 

'*That  such  bribes  were  given  to  each  of 
them  to  vote  for  Mr.  Harris  :^And  that  it 
further  appear  that  in  most  of  these  cases  a 
small  sum  by  way  of  commission  was  retained 
out  of  the  said  sums  by  the  briber. 

*'  That  no  evidence  was  given  to  show  that 
these  acts  of  Bribery  were  committed  with 
the  knowledge  and  consent  of  John  Quincey 
Harris,  esquire. 

**  That  from  Evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee it  appears^  that  a  most  objectionable 
practice  has  existed  for  many  years,  and  still 

Erevails  in  the  Borough  of  Newcastle-under- 
lyme,  of  distributing  money^  under  the  ap- 
pellation of  ''Market  Money,''  ''  Finner  Mo- 
ney," or  some  other  local  term,  to  the  poorer 
voters,  after  the  Election. " 

Report  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Gravd  Jury  —  Donegal.]  Lord 
Clements  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  a  question.  In 
September  last  the  secretary  of  the  grand 
jury  for  Donegal  was  charged  with  forgery 
in  the  Chief  Remembrancer's  office.  The 
fact  being  brought  to  the  Chief  Remem- 
brancer's knowledge,  be  communicated 
with  the  Attorney-general  for  Ireland, 
and  the  question  he  wished  to  ask  was, 
whether  the  Attorney-general  intended  to 
prosecute?    • 

Lord  Eliot  said,  the  noble  lx>rd  having 
previously  intimated  to  him  the  nature  of 
the  question  he  had  just  asked,  he  had 
communicated  with  the  Attorney-general 
for  Ireland  upon  the  subject,  and  the  an- 
swer he  had  received  was  to  the  effect  that 
many  irregularities  had  occurred  in  Mr. 
Spence's    department     in    the    Remem- 


The  National  Petition.]  Mr. 
7*.  Duncomhe  said,  that  when  he  bad  had 
the  honour  of  bringing  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House  the  National  Peti- 
tion, an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  had  stated  to  the  House, 
that  that  petition  had  been  drawn  up  by 
a  cowardly  and  malignant  demagogue; 
and  that  he  would  name  that  individual 
were  not  the  reptile  beneath  his  contempt. 
Now,  he  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  whether  he  had  ascer- 
tained the  real  authorsofthat  petition,  and 
if  he  had,  whether  he  intended  those  terms 
to  apply  to  those  individuals?  ["Order."] 

The  Speaker  said,  that  he  thought  the 
question  which  was  put  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  was  most  irregular. 

Mr.  T,  Duncombe  wished  to  observe.  In 
explanation  of  the  course  he  bad  taken, 
that  very  offensive  terms  had  been  used 
against ;  parties  who  were  not  present  to 
defend  themselves,  and  statements  made 
by  which  many  characters  were  maligned, 
had  gone  forth  to  the  public.    ["  Order."] 

The  Speaker  again  interfered,  and 
stated,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
quite  out  of  order.  |     ^^^f  i  ^ 
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Election  Proceedings.]  Lord  John 
Russell  said,  that  it  certainly  appeared  to 
him  desirable,  for  the  regularity  of  their 
proceedings,  that  such  questions  should 
DOt  be  allowed  to  be  put;  and  he  was 
happy  to  find  the  Speaker  had  interfered  on 
that  occasion.  He  wished  to  ask  a  question 
himself  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Bath,  which  would  be  in 
order.     The  hon.  and    learned  Member 
had  a  notice  on  the  paper  to-night  for 
naming  the  Members  on  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  certain  Election  Pro- 
ceedings.      The     inquiry    was    a    most 
important  one.     Upon  that  inquiry,  the 
hon.   and   learned   Gentleman    proposed 
to  found  a  bill  of  indemnity  for  the  pro- 
tection of  witnesses,  which  would  require 
the  sanction  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament.    The  subject  was,  therefore,  one 
of  great  importance.     The  question  which 
he  wished  to  put  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  this,  whether  he  meant  to 
bring  on  his  motion  for  appointing  the 
committee  after   the  other  business   was 
disposed   of?      It  was    very   likely   the 
House  would  at  that  time  be  very  thin. 
Many  Members  might  possibly  object  to 
the  constitution  of  that  committee  as  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member ; 
It  was,  therefore,  desirable,  that  the  sub- 
ject should  be  brought  forward  at  a  time 
when  there  would  be  a  full  attendance  of 
Members. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  he  was  most 
anxious  to  consult  the  wishes  of  the  House 
on  the  subject  of  the  motion.  The  ap- 
pointment of  the  committee  would  neces- 
sarily be  a  difficult  and  an  invidious  task ; 
and  he  would  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House  in  any  way  they  might  think  desir- 
able. Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  would 
himself  state  the  time  at  which  he  wished 
the  motion  should  be  submitted  to  the 
House. 

Lord  John  Russell  considered  it  better, 
perhaps,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site should  state  the  time  when  he  thought 
the  House  could  properly  entertain  the 
question. 

Sir  R.  Peel  had  already  stated,  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  move  on  Friday,  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  until  the  Fri- 
day following.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Bath,  woald 
thus  be  limited  either  to  this  day,  the  day 
after,  or  to  Friday,  in  bringing  forward  his 
motion.  For  his  part,  he  had  no  objec- 
tiODy  that  any  day  should  be  selected  by 


the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  which 
would  meet  the  wishes  of  the  House. 

After  a  short  conversation  across  the 
Table,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  better  proceed  on  Friday. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  begged  to  give  notice, 
that  whenever  the  committee  should  be 
moved  for,  he  should  propose  the  following 
addition  to  it : — 


''That  it  be  ordered,  that  each  Member 
appointed  to  serve  on  the  said  committee  shall 
subscribe  the  following  declaration  iu  the  pre- 
sence of  Mr.  Speaker.  '  I  do  solemnly  declare, 
that.  I  never,  directly  or  indirectly,  have  been 
guilty,  by  myself  or  my  agents,  of  any  act  of 
bribery  or  corruption  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
curing a  seat  in  Parliament ;  that  I  have  never 
paid,  or  promised  to  pay,  or  have  ever  sanc- 
tioned the  payment  of  any  sum  or  sums  of 
money,  beyond  the  legal  expenses  of  my  last, 
or  any  previous  election ;  and  that  I  have 
never  at  any  time  connived  at,  assisted  in,  or 
been  privy  to,  any  corrupt  practices,  by  myself 
or  agents,  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  the 
return  of  any  Member  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment/ " 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  when  with  a 
view  of  consulting  the  general  convenience 
of  the  House,  he  did  not  anticipate  any 
such  discussion  as  would  affect  the  pro- 
gress of  the  tariff.     The  appointment  of 
the  committee  was  a  matter  of  considera- 
ble importance,   and   he  did    hope    the 
House  would  be  spared  the  very  disagree- 
able discussion,  that  must  arise  from  mak- 
ing allusions  to  individual  names.     It  was 
of  the  utmost  importance,  that  a  commit- 
tee of  this  kind  should  be  such  as  would 
command  general  confidence,  not  in  re- 
spect merely  to  the  individual  Members 
composing  it,   but  that  it  should  be  so 
constituted,  as  to  obtain  the  general  con- 
fidence as  a  committee  of  authority  and 
weight.     He  never  recollected  an  occasion 
of  the  appointment  of  a  committee,   in 
which  it  was  more  important  that  it  should 
do  so.     He   hoped,  therefore,  that  some 
arrangement  would  be  made,  that  should 
prevent  any  disagreeable  discussion  as  to 
the  preponderance  of  individuals  of  one 
political  set  of  opinions  over  those  of  ano- 
ther set  of  opinions.     It  was  in  that  hope, 
that  he  had  consented  to  give  up  his  right 
of  precedence  on  Friday.  But  the  amend- 
ment of  the   hon.   Member  for  Finsbury 
would  open  a  new  field  for  discussion, 
and,  therefore,  he  was  afraid  he  should 
now  entirely  lose  the  whole  ofxFijda^  in 
reference  to  public  business.^       o 
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Mr,  T.  Duncomhe  said,  that  be  did  not 
iDtend  mentioning  the  names  of  any  indi- 
viduals, nor  should  he  propose  to  add 
any.  His  only  wish  was  that  those  who 
should  be  appointed  to  try  this  p^reat  and 
important  question  should  go  into  court 
with  clean  bands.  Therefore,  whether 
the  motion  should  be  made  now  or  ano- 
ther day,  he  should  certainly  imove,  that 
the  words  he  had  read,  should  be  added 
to  it  as  an  amendment. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  if  it  were  the 
deiiire  of  the  House,  he  would  go  on  at 
once,  p*  Go  on."]  Then  if  the  House 
were  determined  that  he  should  go  on,  it 
must  understand  that  the  responsibility  of 
any  invidious  discussion  was  not  to  rest  on 
his  shoulders. 

Mr.  S.  Wortley  said,  that  it  would  lead 
to  a  very  serious  discussion  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  to  go  on  now, 
and  would  interfere  with  a  very  important 
measure,  the  intention  with  regard  to 
which  it  was  desirable  the  public  should 
be  acquainted  with. 

Lord  J,  Russell  said,  that  unless  there 
was  a  general  consent  of  the  Hoyse, 
he  did  not  think  the  subject  ought  to 
be  discussed  on  a  different  day  from 
that  on  which  it  was  6xed  to  be  brought 
on,  and  unless  there  was  some  reason  to 
the  contrary,  he  thought  that  it  should  be 
deferred  till  to-morrow  or  Friday. 

Mr.  Pakington  hoped,  that  the  discus- 
sion would  be  postponed  till  Friday,  which 
would  afford  time  for  an  arrangement 
to  be  made,  as  to  the  names  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  so  far  as  the 
appointment  of  the  committee  was  con- 
cerned, he  was  willing,  in  the  earnest  hope 
that  all  unpleasant  personal  discussion 
would  be  avoided,  to  give  up  his  right 
of  precedence  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  on  Friday  next.  A%  to  the 
bill  of  indemnity,  that  must  take  its 
course.  He  could  not  make  any  engage- 
ment with  reference  to  any  other  subject, 
except  that  of  the  appointment  of  the 
committee. 

Subject  to  be  discussed  on  Friday. 

Pooa-LAW  Commission.]  Sir  James 
Graham^  on  rising  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  '*To  continue  the 
Poor  law  commission  for  a  time  to  be 
limited,  and  for  the  further  amendment  of 
the  laws  relating  to  the  poor  in  England," 
saidi   since   the  commencement  of   the 


present  Session  the  attention  of  the  House 
has  been  directed  to  various  subjects  in- 
volving the  interests  of  almost  every  class 
in  the  community ;  and  in  the  discussion 
of  those  subjects  it  necessarily  has  oc- 
curred, inasmuch  as  the  nature  of  those 
subjects  partook  of  a  party  character,  that 
great  party  conflicts  have  taken  place,  that 
angry  feelings  have  been  excited,  that  ani- 
mosities and  adverse  interests  have  been 
brought  into  collision,  apd  naturally  strofig 
feelings  of  bitterness  have  been  mingled 
with  our  debates;  but  with  respect  to 
the  important  subject  which  it  is  now 
my  duty  to  bring  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  although  it  is  most  true  that 
it  involves  the  interest  of  a  very  numerous 
class  in  society,  yet  that  class  is  the  poor, 
the  needy,  and  the  destitute;  no  angry 
passions,  therefore,  need  be  excited  in  the 
discussion  to  which  I  now  invite  you.  On 
the  contrary,  the  subject  appeals  to  thecoma 
passion  and  to  the  kindly  feelings  of  every 
gentleman  whom  I  address,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  entertain  it  in  the  genuine 
spirit  of  charity,  benevolence,  and  good 
will.  Nothing  which  shall  fall  from  me 
will,  I  trust  be  calculated  to  disturb  that 
spirit  which  I  am  so  anxious  to  see  main- 
tained upon  this  subject.  It  would  be 
superfluous  for  roe  to  enter  into  any 
lengthened  or  detailed  description  of  the 
Poor-laW|  as  it  has  long  existed  in  this 
country.  It  is  the  distinguishing  boast  of 
our  policy  that  from  an  early  period  of 
our  history  the  law  has  made  provision  in 
every  parish  in  England  and  Wales  for  the 
relief  of  the  needy  and  the  destitute,  and 
has  taken  ample  precaution  that  none 
should  perish  from  want,  and  that  the 
sick,  the  aged,  and  the  infirm,  should  be 
visited  in  their  affliction,  and  should  not 
be  suffered  to  languish  or  die  from  desti- 
tution and  the  want  of  care.  From  an 
early  period  of  the  reign  of  Elizabeth, 
until  within  a^very  recent  period— within 
the  last  fourteen  or  fifteen  years— no  very 
material  alteration  occurred  in  the  ma- 
chinery for  regulating  this  relief.  Speaking 
generally,  in  each  parish  in  England  there 
was  an  annual  appointment  by  the  magis- 
trates of  overseers  to  whom  the  care  of  the 
poor  was  entrusted  :  and  the  sole  control 
over  them  in  the  exercise  of  this  power 
was  vested  in  the  magistrates.  From  the 
reign  of  Elizabeth  until  1819,  speaking 
generally,  this  was  the  machinery  by  which 
relief  was  administered.  Under  that  ar* 
rangement  the  sum  required  for  the  relief 
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of  Ibe  poor  progreMively  and  rapidly  in- 
creaaed.  From  time  to  time  the  attention 
of  the  legislature  was  directed  to  the  sub- 
ject in  consequence  of  the  magnitude  of 
the  demand  made  upon  the  resources  of 
the  country;  but  little  of  a  remedial 
nature  was  projected,  and  no  change  in 
the  controlling  power  over  the  administra- 
tion of  this  fund  was  attempted  until  the 
year  ISIQ,  when  Mr.  Sturges  Bourne — 
whose  name  I  cannot  mention  without 
offering  that  passing  tribute  of  respect 
which  is  due  to  one  who  made  an  honest 
and  successful  effort  to  remedy  a  great 
public  grievance*  Until  that  year  no 
effectual  step  was  taken  to  change 
the  hands  to  whom  the  administration 
of  relief  to  the  poor  was  entrusted. 
Mr.  Sturges  Bourne  introduced  a  bill 
which  became  the  law  of  the  land,  vesting, 
instead  of  in  the  hands  of  the  overseers, 
in  the  hands  of  a  select  body  called  the 
select  vestry,  appointed  by  the  magistracy^ 
the  power  of  administering  relief.  The 
exercise  of  that  power  still,  however,  con- 
tinued under  the  exclusive  control  of  the 
local  magistracy.  This  measure  was  only 
partially  adopted,  and  proved  only  a  par- 
tial remedy  for  the  growing  and  rapidly 
increasing  evil  of  a  constantly  accumulat- 
ing charge  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
poor,  and  when  I  say  the  evil  of  an  in- 
creased charge  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
poor,  I  describe  only  a  small  portion  of 
the  evi);  for,  coincident  with  that  in- 
crease, there  had  arisen  a  frightful  sys- 
tem, quite  inconsistent  with  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  honest  labourer.  By  various 
contrivances  and  expedients  a  system  was 
introduced  of  eking  out  the  amount  of 
wages  from  the  poor-rates,  whereby  the 
actual  employer  of  the  labourer  evaded 
the  exclusive  burden  of  maintaining  his 
workmeu,  by  shifting  it  in  a  great  measure 
from  himself,  and  making  others  share  the 
burden  of  maintaining  the  man  who  did 
not  partake  of  the  profit  of  his  labour. 
So  matters  stood  until  1831,  when  the 
Government  of  Lord  Grey  appointed  a 
commission  specially  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  of  the  admmistration  of  relief  to 
the  poor,  and  into  the  extent  and  nature 
of  the  abuses  to  which  I  have  shortly  re- 
ferred. That  committee  presented  a  re- 
port v^hich  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
all  whom  I  have  now  the  honour  to  ad- 
dress. I  do  not  think  I  exaggerate  at  all 
the  nature  of  that  report  when  I  state  that 
no  public  document  ever    developed  a 


system  of  more  alarming  evil,  or  of  greater 
abuses,  than  is  to  be  found  in  the  evidence 
and  report  of  that  commission.  At  the 
time  it  was  presented  it  commanded  uni- 
versal attention,  and  a  direct  remedy  for 
such  a  serious  evil— threatening,  as  it  did, 
the  property  and  peace  of  the  community 
was  generally  demanded.  The  govern- 
ment of  that  day,  upon  considering  the 
report,  did  not  hesitate  to  endeavour  to 
applv  a  remedy.  They  brought  forward, 
on  their  own  responsibility  as  a  Govern- 
ment, a  measure  founded  upon  that  re- 
port. After  ample  discussion,  much  de- 
bate, and  full  consideration,  the  measure, 
with  some  modifications  which  they  intro- 
duced, was  passed  into  a  law.  That  law 
is  now  upon  our  statute-book ;  that  is  the 
law  which,  at  the  present  time,  regulates 
the  relief  of  the  poor  in  England  and 
Wales.  With  the  exception  of  one  por- 
tion of  that  statute,  its  enactments  are  of 
a  permanent  character.  Like  every  other 
law,  those  enactments  are  susceptible  of 
alteration  by  a  subsequent  statute;  but 
there  is  one  portion  of  this  enactment 
which  is  temporary  in  its  nature,  and  it  is 
to  that  portion  that  it  becomes  my  duty 
first  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  ; 
I  allude,  of  course,  to  the  provision  which 
regulates  and  controls  the  local  authori- 
ties by  whom  relief  is  administered  in  the 
various  counties  of  England  and  Wales. 
It  was  thought  expedient  at  the  time  the 
statute  was  passed  into  a  law  to  limit  the 
duration  of  the  Poor-law  commission  to 
the  period  of  five  years,  and  until  the  end 
of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament  after 
the  expiration  of  the  five  years.  Two 
years  ago,  when  that  period  of  five  years 
first  expired,  a  bill  was  introduced  by  the 
then  Government  for  the  prolongation  of 
the  term  of  the  commission.  At  that 
time  it  was  thought  inexpedient  on  ac- 
count of  circumstances  to  which  it  is  un- 
necessary more  particularly  to  advert  to 
proceed  to  a  full  discussion  of  the  measure 
so  brought  in,  and  a  short  continuing  bill 
was  introduced,  and  carried  into  a  law. 
Last  year  a  similar  course  was  pursued, 
and  the  commission  was  prolonged  until 
the  31  St  of  July  in  the  present  year, 
when  its  powers  will  expire.  The  first 
subject,  therefore,  to  which  it  is  my 
duty  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House, 
is  the  question-' whether  it  be  expedi- 
ent to  prolong  the  existence  of  this 
commission,  and,  if  expedient,  for  what 
length  of  time.    It  is,  upon  mature  ]$« 
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flection,  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's 
servants  to  propose  to  the  House  that  this 
commission  shaU  be  renewed  for  a  period 
of  6ve  years,  and  also  until  the  end  of  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  five  years.  This  is  the 
term  originally  enacted  for  its  continuance, 
and  no  circumstances  which  have  since 
intervened  have  shaken  my  belief  in  the 
slightest  degree,  that  the  existence  and 
full  authority  of  this  commission  is  as 
requisite  at  the  present  time  as  when  the 
original  measure  first  became  law.  [Mr. 
Wakley:  "Hear.'']  Thehon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  cheers.  Perhaps  he  will  allow 
me  very  shortly  to  state  the  reason  why  I 
entertain  that  opinion.  I  know  that  he  is 
complaining  of  the  law  not  being  uniformly 
administered.  I  know  it  is  contended 
that  the  professed  object  of  this  commis- 
sion was  to  secure  uniformity,  as  it  is 
termed,  in  the  mode  of  administering  re- 
lief. I  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  I 
conceive  that  to  be  an  entire  misrepresen- 
tation of  the  motives  with  which  the  com- 
mission was  appointed.  I  cannot  so  well 
express  my  own  view  of  the  reasons  which 
justified  the  original  appointment  of  that 
commission,  and  which  in  my  opinion 
render  its  prolonged  continuance  neces- 
sary, as  by  quoting,  if  the  House  will 
allow  me,  the  words  of  one  who  when  this 
measure  was  introduced  was  my  Col- 
league, and  at  that  time  filled  the  situa- 
tion of  first  law  officer  of  the  Crown.  The 
then  Lord  Chancellor,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  stated  in  a  speech  of  remark- 
able ability  the  views  of  Ministers  in  rela- 
tion to  this  great  question.  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  with  me,  that  the  passage 
I  am  about  to  read  is  remarkable  for  its 
perspicuity  and  accuracy.  I  do  not  know 
whether  those  who  were  then  my  Col- 
leagues are  prepared  to  adopt  this  as  an 
exposition  of  their  views  in  appointing  the 
commission  as  fully  as  I  do;  but  I  confess 
that  to  my  mind  it  does  convey  the  exact 
reasons  which  then  influenced  the  Govern- 
ment in  supporting  this  part  of  the  mea- 
sure.   Lord  Brougham  said— 

*^  One  part  of  this  country  may  require  one 
mode  of  treatment,  another  may  require  the 
application  of  different  remedies ;  agricultural 
districts  will  stand  in  need  of  very  different 
treatment  from  that  which  must  be  employed 
in  the  manufacturing  and  commercial  places ; 
nay,  the  circumstances  of  one  agricultural 
parish  may  be  so  entirely  different  from  those 
of  another,  even  of  one  in  its  immediate  vici- 
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nity,  as  to  render  the  same  course  of  manage- 
ment inapplicable  to  both.'' 

I  ask  the  House  to  listen  to  the  words 
which  follow : — 


''  One  uniform  inflexible  rule,  prescribed  by 
a  statute  can  never  be  applied  to  these  various 
cases,  and  hence  the  operation  must  be  per. 
formed  by  a  discretionary  power,  lodged  some- 
where, that  the  hand  which  works  may  feel  its 
way  and  vary  its  course  accordiug  to  the  facili- 
ties or  obstructions  it  may  encounter." 

That,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  correct  ex- 
planation of  the  reasons  which  led  to  the 
establishment  of  a  commission  with  dis- 
cretionary powers.  I  think  the  passage  I 
have  read  gives  a  good  historical  and 
graphic  account  of  what  the  commission 
has  actually  done,  as  well  as  a  brief  sum- 
mary of  what  remains  to  be  done,  the 
very  functions  which  Government  con- 
templated as  necessary  to  be  performed  by 
the  commission  ;  being,  I  believe,  as  ne- 
cessary now,  as  when  the  bill  passed,  and 
that  provision  must  be  made  for  the  dis- 
cbarge of  those  functions,  if  the  efficiency 
of  the  plan  is  to  be  maintained.  I  have 
quoted  Lord  Brougham  on  this  subject ;  I 
will  now  read  to  the  House  the  opinion 
which  was  expressed  on  the  same  point  by 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  :— 

''  I  disapprove  of  a  system  of  administra- 
tion which  differs  in  each  and  every  one  of 
1 2,000  parishes  in  this  country,  and  in  each  of 
which  different  and  varied  abuses  have  crept 
in.  It  is  impossible  for  Parliament  to  frame 
any  law  that  can  remedy  or  apply  to  abuses 
which  are  as  varied  in  their  character  as  they 
are  numerous.  Hence  it  has  become  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  such  an  appointment  as 
a  central  board  of  commissioners  should  he 
made,  with  power  to  control  the  whole  of  the 
parishes  in  the  land,  and  to  adopt  such  re- 
medies as  would  secure  a  sane  administration 
of  the  Poor-laws  throughout  the  country.  As 
the  central  board  of  commissioners  must  ne- 
cessarily have  extraordinary  and  very  exten- 
sive powers,  it  would  be  proper  that  they 
should  keep  such  a  record  of  their  proceedings 
as  would  render  them  liable  at  all  times  to  the 
actual  control  of  Government  and  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  doubt  much  whether  the  provisions 
of  this  bill  give  such  a  control  to  the  Govern- 
ment as  will  afford  a  full  knowledge  to  the 
Parliament,  at  all  times,  of  the  course  pursued 
by  the  commissioners ;  but  in  committee  on 
this  bill  I  shall  consider  whether  some  altera- 
tion be  not  necessary  to  make  that  control  more 
active." 

So  far,  therefore,  from  uniformity  of 
practice  under  this  law,  being  the  object 
either  of  the  law,  or^pf^he^  ^^g^gf^ 
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control  its  administratioDi  I  contend  that 
this  commission  was  at  first  appointed, 
and  is  still  required  to  be  continued,  for 
two  objects, — that  it  may  secure  diversity 
of  operation  where  circumstances  are  dif- 
ferent, and  that  it  may  prevent  diversity 
of  operation  where  the  circumstances  are 
identical.  Nay,  I  go  further ;  I  say,  that 
some  such  body  is  indispensably  neces- 
sary, unless  you  can  show  that  in  all  the 
varying  circumstances  of  this  great  com- 
munity one  universal  scheme  of  adminis- 
tering relief  to  the  poor  can  be  devised  by 
the  legislature,  applicable  in  all  cases  and 
under  all  circumstances,  or  unless  you  are 
prepared  to  show  that  some  such  discre- 
tionary power  must  be  vested  in  some 
branch  or  other  of  the  executive  Govern- 
vernment.  It  is  always  dangerous  to  at- 
tempt definitions,  but  if  I  were  to  hazard 
one  on  this  occasion,  I  should  say  that  the 
principle  of  the  present  measure  is  this, — 
local  administration,  in  conformity  with 
the  plan  defined  by  law,  placed  in  the 
hands  of  a  mixed  body,  composed  partly 
of  persons  chosen  by  the  ratepayers,  and 
partly  of  magistrates  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  checked  and  controlled  by  a  cen- 
tral authority  emanating  from  the  Crown 
itself.  This  was  the  original  scheme, 
and  there  has  been  nothing  in  the  sub- 
sequent working  of  the  plan  to  lead  me 
to  doubt  the  wisdom,  the  policy,  or 
the  necessity  of  the  system.  On  the 
contrary,  I  say  experience  has  demon- 
strated that  necessity,  and,  believing  it 
to  be  necessary,  I  certainly  am  most 
strenuously  bent  upon  proposing  to  Par- 
liament the  continuance  of  the  commission 
for  the  term  which  I  have  stated.  Allow 
me  just  to  ask,  if  you  destroy  this  commis- 
sion, what  is  your  intention  with  reference 
to  control  over  the  administration  of  relief. 
Some  gentlemen  would  say;  "  Go  back  to 
the  old  system."  If  you  go  back  to  the 
old  system,  you  find,  indeed,  a  local 
board,  but  in  the  whole  history  of  the 
Poor-law  you  will  find  no  period  at  which 
the  local  administration  has  been  uncon- 
trolled by  authority.  From  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth,  down  to  the  time  at  which  the 
great  change  now  in  operation  was  intro- 
duced, the  local  magistracy  controlled  the 
administration  of  relief?  If  you  revert  to 
that  system,  you  must  of  necessity  change 
the  boards  of  guardians.  Your  boards  of 
guardians  are  now  composed,  as  I  have 
stated,  partly  of  a  body  elected  by  the 
rattpayers,  and  partly  of  magistrates,  who 


uniformly  and  invariably  are,  ex  officio 
members  of  the  board.  If  you  restore 
them  to  their  control,  they  must  cease  to 
be  members  of  the  board  ;  you  must  re- 
constitute the  boards  of  guardians.  If 
you  change  the  form  of  the  boards,  you 
must  change  the  unions,  and,  step  by  step, 
you  will  find  it  necessary  to  go  back  to  that 
system  which  the  act  of  1834  terminated 
as  intolerable  ;  and,  by  reverting  to  that 
system,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  all 
the  abuses  which  were  put  an  end  to  by 
the  act,  will  be  renewed  in  an  aggravated 
form.  I  have  already,  perhaps,  stated  as 
fully  as  is  proper  on  opening  the  measure, 
the  reasons  why  I  decidedly  adhere  to  the 
opinion  as  to  the  necessity  of  a  central 
commission.  I  have  quoted  the  explana- 
tion given  by  Lord  Brougham  of  the  views 
which  led  to  the  appointment  of  such  a 
body.  I  will  now  state  the  opinion  he  ex- 
pressed with  respect  to  the  choice  or  rather 
the  character  of  the  persons  who  ought  to 
compose  that  commission.     He  said, 

'^  Show  me  a  person  whose  opinions  on  party 
matters  differ  widely  from  my  own,  and  if  he 
be  a  roan  of  firm  mind,  of  extensive  experience 
as  to  the  working  of  the  Poor-law,  of  concilia* 
tory  manners,  of  sound  discretion — if  he  be  a 
man  whom  I  can  trust,  for  his  temper  cone  of 
the  prime  requisites  in  such  a  work),  that  man 
I  prefer  before  any  of  those  with  whom  I  agree 
in  politics.'' 

Such  was  the  rule  laid  down  by  Lord 
Brougham  ;  and  what  was  the  practice  of 
Lord  Grey's  Government  ?  They  selected 
a  political  opponent ;  they  placed  at  the 
head  of  the  commission  Mr.  Frankland 
Lewis,  who  at  that  time  was  opposed  to 
the  Government.  And  what  has  been  the 
course  taken  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Administration  ? 
A  vacancy  occurred  in  the  commission 
since  we  acceded  to  power.  Did  we  look, 
for  a  political  supporter  to  fill  the  office  ? 
No;  adhering  strictly  to  the  rule  laid 
down,  we  exercised  an  honest  judgment 
as  to  the  gentleman  of  greatest  experience, 
possessing  the  requisites  I  have  stated,  and 
we  advised  the  Crown  to  exercise  its  pa- 
tronage in  conformity  with  the  principles 
laid  down ;  and  the  appointment  made,  I 
think  the  House  will  consider  unexcep- 
tionable. I  have  thus  endeavoured  to 
show^  first,  the  necessity  for  the  law,  and 
next,  I  have  slightly  touched  upon  the 
composition  of  the  board.  And  I  cer* 
tainly  think,  that  this  body  as  now  com- 
posedi  appointed  as  it  has  been  by  two 
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Governmenta  differing  in  opiDioD,dBMrvet 
to  coiDiDaiid  tha  confidence  of  the  House 
and  the  approbation  of  the  people.  No 
difficulty,  therefore,  I  hope  will  arise  with 
respect  to  the  composition  of  the  commis- 
sion. I  now  pass  on  from  the  commission 
itself  to  the  question  of  the  number  of  the 
assistant-commissioners.  On  the  first  in- 
troduction of  the  scheme,  from  the  novelty 
of  it9  arrangements  and  the  extent  of  the 
change  proposed,  it  was  found  necessary, 
although  nine  was  the  number  contem- 
plated, to  add  considerably  to  the  force  of 
assistant-commissioners.  I  believe,  that 
the  number  has  amounted  to  thirteen  or 
fourteen,  but  that  number,  during  the  last 
two  years,  has  been  reduced  considerably ; 
and  at  present  only  ten  assistant-commis- 
sioners are  employed.  It  is  my  intention, 
in  the  bill  I  am  about  to  ask  leave  to  in- 
troduce, to  adhere  to  the  original  limit, 
and  to  fix  nine  as  the  number  of  assistant- 
commissioners  for  England  and  Wales. 
My  view  of  the  matter  being,  that  consi- 
dering the  enlarged  experience  of  the 
boards  of  guardians,  their  services  are  not 
80  necessary  for  directing  the  proceedings 
of  the  guardians  as  when  the  law  was  just 
brought  into  operation — that  their  inter- 
ference will  be  less  frequent,  and  that  they 
will  assume  rather  the  character  of  visitors 
for  the  purpose  of  prosecuting  special  in- 
quiries than  of  ofiicers  appointed  to  direct 
the  mode  in  which  the  law  should  be  car- 
ried into  operation.  I  will  not  dwell 
longer  upon  this  part  of  the  subject,  but 
proceed  to  the  next  point  which  is  one  of 
considerable  importance,  —  namely,  the 
power  of  the  commission  to  issue  general 
rules.  When  the  subject  was  last  under 
discussion^  I  confess  I  had  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  original  enactment,  requiring  that 
general  rules  should  be  passed  by  the  com- 
missioners, subject  to  the  veto  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  with  a  power  reserved  to 
the  Crown  in  council  of  annulling  those 
rules — had  been  evaded  in  spirit,  if  not  in 
letter,  by  issuing  special  orders,  and  re- 
fraining from  passing  general  rales.  I 
think  I  expressed  an  opinion  of  that  kind; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say,  that  since  I  have 
had  access  to  official  information  on  the 
subject,  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  until  the 
unions  generally  throughout  England  were 
formed,  it  would  have  been  impossible 
with  advantage  to  issue  general  orders; 
because,  as  each  new  union  was  formed, 
and  came  under  the  operation  of  the  act, 
it  woul4  have  been  necessary  to  include  i 


in  a  general  order,  which  would  have  been 
attended  with  a  revocation  and  re-issue  of 
general  orders,  and  must  have  produced 
the  utmost  possible  inconvenience.  Since 
I  acceded  to  the  office  which  I  have  now 
the  honour  to  hold,  the  whole  of  England 
and  Wales,  speaking  generally,  having 
been  brought  under  the  operation  of  the 
original  law,  it  did  appear  to  me  and  to 
the  commissioners  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  general  orders,  touching  all 
the  principal  points  of  Poor-law  adminis* 
tration,  should  be  issued  in  strict  confor- 
mity with  the  original  enactment ;  and 
the  consequence  is,  that  I  shall  to-night, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  lay  on 
the  Table  the  report  of  the  Poor-law 
commissioners  for  the  current  year,  to 
which  there  will  be  appended  five  or  aix 
general  orders,  embracing  all  the  points  of 
Poor-law  administration,  to  which  general 
orders  have  been,  or  could  be  directed. 
The  first  will  apply  to  the  internal  govern- 
ment of  workhouses;  another  will  touch 
the  prohibition  of  out-door  relief;  a  third 
will  relate  to  medical  relief;  a  fourth  will 
apply  to  the  duties  of  paid  officers;  and, 
speaking  generally,  I  am  in  a  condition  to 
say,  that  every  subject  has  been  exhausted 
in  general  orders,  so  that  both  the  letter 
and  the  spirit  of  the  original  enactment 
has  been  carried  into  execution.  If  I  ob- 
tain leave  to  introduce  the  bill,  it  will  lay 
open  to  the  House  and  to  the  country,  in 
most  minute  detail,  the  whole  of  the  regu- 
lations for  the  relief  of  the  poor  and  desti- 
tute. Having  adverted  to  general  orders. 
I  think  it  right  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  of  the  public  to  the  illustration 
of  what  I  have  said.  Not  only  is  it  the 
theory  of  the  board  of  commissioners  |o 
vary  the  practice  in  different  parts  of  the 
kingdomt  but  I  will  show  ui  what  way 
that  theory  has  been  practically  executeii. 
I  do  not  know  any  topic  on  which  I  have 
heard  more  angry  declamation  than  on  the 
prohibition  of  out-door  relief.  In  the  first 
place,  I  beg  leave  to  say,  that  what  is 
called  a  prohibitory  order  has  been  issued 
only  to  a  very  small  portion  of  the  roauu. 
facturing  districts,  and  even  where  it  has 
been  issued,  the  most  discreet  considera- 
tion was  given  from  time  to  time  to  alter 
it,  according  to  the  varying  circumstances 
of  the  labourers;  but  as  much  error  exists, 
and  the  opinion  is  widely  spread  that  out- 
door relief  has  ceased  to  be  allowed,  and 
that  tie  workhouse  test  is  invariably  ap- 
plied with  rigour  and  scTerityi  I  beg  lea^ 
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to  state  this  simple  faot :«— Id  the  quarter 
of  the  present  year,  ending  3Ut  March, 
there  were  in  Eogland  and  Wales,  I  grieve 
to  say,  1,072,000  receiving  parish  relief. 
Of  this  number  what  proportion,  according 
tQ  the  official  return,  does  the  House 
think  received  relief  within  the  work- 
house? Only  159,000  were  relieved  in  the 
worl^hoose,  while  no  fewer  than  913,860 
were  relieved  out  of  the  workhouse.  But 
it  Qiay  be  said,  that  this  arises  from  the 
great  caution  and  foresight  (powerful  re* 
cQnimendations,  by  the  way,  of  the  mode 
in  which  these  extensive  powers  have  been 
administered)  of  those  who  have  had  the 
control  of  this  matter ;  but  I  have  had 
before  me  a  very  painful  case,  which  was 
brought  under  my  notice  by  the  Poor- 
law  commissioners  within  the  last  month. 
In  the  Stourbridge  Union,  great  distress 
has  recently  existed,  owing  to  the  lowering 
of  the  rate  of  wages,  and  in  that  union  a 
prohibitory  order  was  in  force.  What  was 
the  conduct  of  the  commissioners  ?  The 
moment  they  ascertained  from  the  report 
of  the  assistant  commissioner  what  were 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  that  the  distress 
arose  from  temporary  causes,  they  issued 
a  special  order  empoVering  ihe  board  of 
guardians  to  suspend  the  operation  of  the 
prohibitory  order.  Out-door  relief  was 
immediately  afforded  to  the  suffering  po- 
pulation ;  the  necessities  of  the  poor  were 
promptly  met :  their  gratitude  was  great ; 
the  emergency  was  overcome,  and  the 
people  have  happily  returned  to  their  work, 
while  all  confusion  has  been  avoided.  On 
a  former  occasion  it  was  said,  that  nothing 
could  be  so  inflexible  as  the  enforcement  of 
the  rule ;  but  so  far  from  that  being  the 
case,  there  areiu  the  rule  seven  sections  in 
which  the  boards  of  guardians  have  the 
power  of  suspending  the  prohibitory  order 
without  reference  even  to  the  commissioners. 
These  exceptions  are : — 

^  1.  Where  such  persons  shall  require  relief 
on  account  of  sudden  and  urgent  necessity. 

**%.  Where  such  person  shall  require  relief  on 
aoeoont  of  any  sickness,  accident,  or  bodily  or 
mental  infirmity  affecting  such  persons,  or  any 
of  his  or  her  family. 

^  3.  Where  such  pecson  shall  require  relief 
for  the  purpose  of  defraving  the  expenses, 
either  wholly  or  in  part,  of  the  burial  or  any  of 
his  or  her  lamily. 

'*  4.  Where  such  person,  being  a  widow*  shall 
be  in  the  first  six  months  of  her  widowhood. 

**  5  Where  such  person  shall  be  a  widow  and 
ha^e  a  legitimate  child  or  legitimate  children 
dependent  upon  her,  and  ineapable  of  earning 


his,  her,  or  their  livelihood,  and  no  illegitimate 
child  born  after  the  commencement  of  her 
widowhood. 

"  6.  Where  such  person  shall  be  confined  in 
any  gaol  or  place  or  safe  custody, 

*<7.  Where  the  relief  shall  be  required  by 
the  wife,  child,  or  children  of  any  ablebodied 
man  who  shall  be  in  the  service  of  her  Ma- 
jesty as  a  soldier,  sailor,  or  marine." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  thinks 
there  would  be  much  greater  convenience 
in  local  administration  and  control ;  but 
he  has  this  local  power  already  in  the  seven 
cases,  which  I  have  enumerated,  without 
any  reference  to  central  authority*  and 
dependent  only  on  the  will  of  the  local 
administration.  In  all  these  seven  cases 
relief  may  be  administered  by  the  board  of 
guardians ;  and  even  in  cases  not  so  spe- 
cific as  those  I  have  read,  there  is  an 
article  which  enables  the  board  of  guardians 
in  any  particular  instance  to  depart  from 
any  of  the  regulations  in  the  prohibitory 
order,  provided  only  that  within  fifteeo 
days  after  such  departure  they  shall  repprt 
the  same  and  the  grounds  thereof  to  the 
commissioners  :-^ 

*<Art,4.  Provided  always  that  in  case  the 
guardians  of  any  of  the  said  unions  shall  depart 
in  any  particular  instance  from  any  of  the  re« 
guiations  hereinbefore  contained,  and  shall 
within  fifteen  days  after  such  departure,  report 
the  same  and  the  grounds  thereof  to  the  Poor« 
law  commissioners,  and  if  the  Poor-law  com- 
missioners shall  approve  of  such  departure 
then  the  relief  granted  in  such  particular  ia- 
stance  shall,  if  otherwise  lawful,  not  be  deemed 
to  be  unlawful,  or  be  subject  to  be  disal« 
lowed." 

But  I  wish  to  state  to  the  House  that, 
in  addition  to  the  general  order  which  I 
have  just  read,  the  Poor-law  commissioners 
in  certain  of  the  manufacturing  districts 
where  they  do  not  think  it  expedient  to 
enforce  the  piohibitory  order  at  the  present 
time,  have  issued  an  oot-door»labour  order 
the  regulations  of  which  I  will  state  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  thea 
read  the  following  passages  from  tbo 
minute  above  referied  to : — 

Art.  1  provides  that  half  the  relief  is  to  he 
in  kind,  and  that  no  ablebodied  person  shall 
receive  relief  whilst  in  employment  for  any 
other  person,  hut  shall  be  set  to  work  by  the 
guardians. 

'<  Art.  2  makes  it  necessarv  for  the  guardians 
to  report  the  mode  of  employment  (such  for 
instance,  as  stone-breaking,  removing  earth, 
picking  oakum,  or  labour  at  a  hand-mill),  to« 
gether  with  the  place  and  time  of  work,  and 
any  other  regulations,  to  th(   '^ 
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missiooen.    This  report  must  be  made  within 
.  fourteen  days  after  the  order  comes  into  force, 
and  the  arrangements,  if  varied  afterwards, 
must  be  reported  in  the  same  manner. 

<<  With  reference  to  the  mode  of  payment, 
the  commissioners  think  that  it  is  always  ex- 
pedient to  treat  whatever  is  given  as  relief, 
and  not  as  wages." 

Leaving  the  question  of  general  orders, 
I  now  proceed  to  state  that  after  the  best 
consideration  her  Majesty's  Government 
have  been  able  to  give  the  subject,  they 
have  come  to  the  decision  that  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  abolish  expressly  and  in  terms 
what  are  called  the  Gilbert  Unions.  In  a 
former  discussion  I  stated  to  the  House, 
that  if,  upon  any  point  of  law,  I  could 
presume  to  entertain  a  decided  opinion,  I 
did  believe  that  the  original  enactment 
abolished  the  Gilbert  unions.  I  am  per- 
fectly convinced  that  that  was  intended 
to  be  done ;  my  belief  is,  that  taking  the 
clauses  of  the  enactment  together,  that 
object  was  accomplished ;  but  to  prevent 
all  mistakes  on  the  sulnect,  I  shall,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  introduce  a 
clause  expressly  and  plainly  abolishing 
those  unions.  Why  do  I  propose  this? 
In  the  first  place  I  beg  leave  to  state  to 
the  House  that  out  of  the  community 
of  nearly  16,000,000,  the  unions  under 
the  Gilbert  Act  comprised  a  popula- 
tion not  exceeding  155,000;  and  the 
inconvenience  arising  from  the  scattered 
localities  of  these  Gilbert  unions  has 
increased  to  a  very  great  degree.  There 
are  only  fifteen  Gilbert  unions  and  three 
parishes,  under  the  operation  of  the  Gil- 
bert Act  comprising  in  the  whole  a 
population  of  182,000,  according  to  the 
census  of  1831,  and  200,000  under  the 
census  of  1841.  There  are  242  parishes 
not  included  in  unions,  and  not  under  the 
operation  of  the  Gilbert  Act,  containing 
a  population  approaching  to  300,000 
scattered  throughout  the  country  and  cut 
off  from  union  management  and  control 
by  these  Gilbert  districts,  which  remain 
incorporated  in  disjointed  patches,  without 
reference  to  contiguity  or  local  connivance. 
Fot  the  sake  of  mere  uniformity,  or  to 
remedy  no  practical  inconvenience  it  might 
be  unwise  to  make  the  proposed  change ; 
but  I  must  state  deliberately  to  the  House 
that  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act  and 
the  Gilbert  Act  stand  upon  two  opposite 
principles,  which  cannot  co-exist.  I  know 
that  aome  enthusiasts  will  say,  '<  Why  not 
Gilbertifo  all  England/'    [Mr.  T.  Dwu 


combe,  ^'  hear."]  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  cheers  me ;  but  it  is  for 
the  House  to  decide  upon  that  proposition. 
I  think  it  can  be  proved  to  a  demon- 
stration, that  the  two  principles  are  dia- 
metrically opposed  to  each  uther,  and  so 
decidedly  at  variance  that  the  Legislature 
must  choose  between  them.  What  is  the 
principle  of  the  Gilbert  unions?  The 
principle  of  the  Gilbert  unions  is,  that  every 
able-bodied  man  seeking  for  relief  shall 
have  that  relief  found  for  him  at  his  own 
house,  and  the  guardians  are  under  the 
penally  of  5L  if  they  do  not  provide  it. 
This  is  stated  very  succinctly  by  Mr.  Se- 
nior in  a  pamphlet  lately  published,  from 
which,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
I  will  read  a  few  sentences : — 

"  The  guardian  is  required,  on  application 
mnde  to  him  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  person, 
and  under  a  penalty  of  5/.  for  every  case  of 
neglect,  to  agree  for  the  labour  of  such  person, 
at  any  work  or  employment  suited  to  his  or 
her  strength  and  capacity,  in  any  place  near 
the  place  of  his  or  her  residence,  and  to  main- 
tain, or  cause  such  person  to  be  properly 
maintained,  lodged  and  provided  for,  until 
such  employment  be  procured,  and  during  the 
time  of  such  work,  and  to  receive  the  money 
thereby  earned  and  apply  it  in  such  mainte- 
nance and  make  up  the  deficiency,  if  any,  and 
if  there  be  any  surplus,  account  for  it  to  the 
pauper. 

^*  It  is  to  be  near  their  place  of  residence. 
They  are  not  to  seek  distant  work,  they  are 
not  even  to  change  their  residence  in  order  to 
obtain  employment  five  miles  off.  Instead  of 
their  going  to  the  employment,  the  employ- 
ment is  to  be  brought  to  them.  If  a  manufac- 
turer removes  to  a  better  fall  of  water  at  six 
miles  distance,  and  offers  his  workmen  good 
residences,  and  good  wages,  they  need  not  fol- 
low him. 

<*  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  employer  think 
fit  to  discharge  his  workpeople,  he  can  apply 
the  next  day  on  their  behalf  to  the  guardian, 
require  them  to  be  provided  with  suitable  em- 
ployment, and  offer  to  agree  to  take  them  back 
at  half  wages,  the  other  half  being  supplied  by 
the  parish.  There  is  nothing,  indeed,  in  the 
act  to  prevent  the  guardian  and  the  employer 
being  the  same  person,  and  agreeing,  as  guar- 
dian, with  himself  as  employer,  what  portion 
of  the  wages  of  his  own  workpeople  he  shall 
pay  out  of  his  own  pocket  in  his  individual 
capacity,  and  what  portion  out  of  the  parochial 
funds  in  his  corporate  capacity. 

''The  rule  is  to  give  in-door  relief  to  the  im- 
potent, and  out-door  relief  to  the  able-bodied." 

On  the  other  hand,  the  rule  of  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act  is  to  give  relief  to 
the  aged  and  infirm,  to  those  who  are 
.bore  .Uty  yew  dd^«  ^^^(^^^ 
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but  to  apply  the  workhouse  test  to  the  able- 
bodied.  Iq  a  word,  these  are  antagonist 
principles,  and  the  Legislature  must  decide 
to  which  preference  is  due.  It  is  useless, 
therefore,  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
by  urging  this  point  farther,  and  I  frankly 
avow,  that  it  is  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment in  terms,  to  propose  the  repeal 
of  the  Gilbert  Union  Act,  and  it  will  be 
for  the  House  to  determine  which  of  the 
two  principles  shall  prevail.  As  to  local 
acts,  I  will  now  state  to  the  House  what 
will  be  our  proposal.  We  do  not  intend, 
in  the  slightest  degree,  to  alter  the  existing 
law ;  and  the  law  as  it  now  stands  accord- 
ing to  repeated  decisions  ;  and  according 
to  a  recent  decision  of  the  Court  of 
.Queen's  Bench  is  this — that  where  a  local 
act  regulates  the  election  of  the  body 
which  is  to  distribute  relief,  neither  with 
the  constituent  body,  nor  the  body  to  be 
elected,  have  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
a  right  to  interfere;  but  with  that  exception 
the  Poor-law  Commissioners  have  the 
same  powers  with  respect  to  the  mode  of 
administering  relief  in  such  cases  as  if  the 

fuardians  had  been  elected  under  the 
*oor-law  Act.  So  confident  am  1  of  the 
present  state  of  the  law  that  it  is  not  our 
intention  to  propose  any  alteration  in  it 
whatever;  it  is  our  intention  to  leave  it 
exactly  as  we  now  find  it,  not  interfering 
in  the  least  with  the  choice  or  the  mode  of 
choosing  the  governing  body,  but  exercis- 
ing a  supreme  control  over  the  administra- 
tion of  relief  by  such  bodies.  It  is,  how- 
ever, our  intention  to  propose  a  limitation 
on  the  existing  power.  According  to  a 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
the  power  is  said  to  exist  of  adding  to  a 
governing  body,  chosen  under  a  local  act, 
a  contiguous  parish  or  parishes  under  the 
operation  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act;  but  it  is  quite  obvious  that  that 
power  might  be  exercised  so  as  completely 
to  defeat  and  over-bear  the  authority  of 
the  body  chosen  under  the  local  act.  We, 
therefore,  think  thai  on  the  whole  it  would 
be  right  to  impose  a  limitation  on  that 
power,  and  say  that  where  there  were  a 
certain  number  of  persons,  according  to 
the  last  census,  under  the  operation  of  a 
local  act,  there  should  be  no  power  of 
adding  to  the  governing  body  any  board 
of  guardians  from  a  contiguous  parish. 
Perhaps  the  House  will  think  that  1  have 
already  said  enough  on  the  points  con- 
nected with  the  local  acts.  The  next  im- 
portant provision   contained  in  the  bill 
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which  I  seek  to  introduce  is  one  which 
was  very  fully  discussed  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament,  and  relates  to  the  impor* 
tant  question  of  education;  and  I  have 
had  the  advantage,  in  bringing  in  the  bill 
this  Session,  of  having  ascertaiued  what 
in  last  Parliament  was  the  opinion  of  the 
House  of  Commons  on  this  point.  It  is 
our  intention  to  abide  by  the  decision  then 
pronounced,  and  to  propose,  subject  only 
to  a  limitation  in  point  of  distance,  that 
there  shall  be  a  power  of  appointing  large 
district  schools  in  various  unions.  We 
propose  that  within  a  m  ximum  distance 
of  fifteen  miles  parishes  may  be  combined 
for  the  formation  of  district  schools.  Un- 
der the  operation  of  the  clause  so  limited 
in  point  of  distance,  we  do  not  contem* 
plate  that  district  schools  of  the  kind  to 
which  1  have  adverted  can  be  constituted 
excepting  in  the  metropolitan  district,  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Manchester,  and 
four  or  five  principal  manufacturing  or 
commercial  towns  in  England.  I  have 
thought  it  prudent  to  assign  this  limit  for 
various  reasons ;  first  of  all,  it  will  en« 
able  the  experiment  to  be  tried  in  the  most 
densely  peopled  districts.  In  the  next  place, 
the  limitation  of  distance  appears  a  hu* 
mane  provision  for  the  poor.  I  have  great 
objections  to  district  schools  which  remove 
the  children  of  the  poor  twenty  or  thirty 
miles  from  their  parents  or  natural  guar^ 
dians;  but  by  this  narrow  limitation  of 
distance  it  will  be  quite  within  the  power 
of  relatives  and  friends  on  Sundays  or 
holydays  to  visit  the  children  in  those 
establishments,  and  to  have  the  advantage, 
more  or  less,  of  superintending  their  edu- 
cation. At  the  same  time  I  have  added  a 
provision  from  the  recomendation  adopted 
last  Session,  which  1  hope  the  House  will 
consider  salutary.  Inasmuch  as  the  great 
example  for  schools  of  this  description  is 
to  be  found  at  Norwood,  we  have  intro- 
duced a  clause  that  the  schools  so  estab- 
lished shall  be  subject  to  the  inspection  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
who  shall  have  power  to  call  for  the  dis- 
missal of  any  improper  master.  This  will 
be  a  very  great,  and  I  think  a  prudent, 
advance  in  the  right  direction  of  educa- 
ting the  poorest  and  most  destitute  of  the 
whole  community.  I  need  hardly  say  how 
essential  it  is  that  the  education  of  the 
people  should  commence  there  where  the 
destitution  is,  unavoidably,  the  greatest; 
and  nothing  certainly  can  be  so  imme- 
diatel,  conducive  to^  the  «^l^^}5g^^ 
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the  poor  at  the  diffusion  of  knowledge  on 
the  best  the  safest  principles,  under  a  sys- 
tem of  education  conducted  with  the  sn- 
pertnteodenee  I  propose,  [Lord  J.  Ru$^ 
sell  here  inquired  across  the  Table  what 
was  to  be  the  system  of  reh|ious  instruc- 
tion ?]  The  same  system  of  religious  in-, 
stmction  is  to  be  established  as  was  pro- 
posed last  year.  A  chaplain  will  be  ap- 
pointed to  each  school,  but  there  will 
be  power  for  the  parents  and  guar- 
dians of  dissenting  children,  objecting 
to  the  children  being  taught  by  the 
chaplain,  to  name  the  minister  of  their 
own  persuasioo,  who  will  have  easy  ac- 
cess to  the  schools,  subject  to  such  regu. 
lations  as  may  be  considered  necessary. 
Pasting  from  the  question  of  education, 
I  beg  to  state  that  the  bill  contains  various 
provisions  for  the  better  protection  of 
parish  apprentices.  On  this  subject,  there 
has  been  a  report  recently  presented  to 
the  House  which  is  sure  to  command  at- 
tention as  it  has  already  excited  deep 
feeling.  It  would  appear,  that  in  many 
cases,  f^vere  hardship  has  been  incurred 
by  children  of  tender  age  tinder  parish 
apprenticeship ;  and  it  seems  to  be  neces- 
sary that  regulations  should  be  adopted 
for  securing  kinder  and  more  conside- 
rale  tteatment  of  the  apprentices  by  tbehr 
masters.  We  have,  therefore,  proposed 
that  every  half-year  the  children  be  pro- 
duced before  the  boaids  of  guardians, 
when  the  relieving  ofiroers  shall  examine 
into  their  treatment  and  condition.  With 
respect  to  casual  poor,  we  propose  that 
relief  shall  be  chai]^d  upon  the  common 
fund  of  the  union,  instead  of  falling,  as  it 
does  at  present,  upon  the  parish  in  which 
relief  may  be  aomtntstered.  We  also 
propose,  that  a  provision  shall  be  intro- 
duced to  meet  a  charge  which  has  been 
wiade  against  the  existing  law,  which  is 
applicaUe  more  especially  to  anions  in 
the  north  of  England,  and  to  unions  of 
larger  sise.  It  is  felt,  and  Hghtly  felt,  by 
the  boards  of  guardiana,  that  when  an 
able-bodied  man  applies  for  relief,  they 
are  bound  to  see  the  head  of  the  family 
himself.  Where  there  is  a  large  union, 
the  attendance  of  the  head  of  a  family  is 
attended  with  the  loss  of  one  day's  work, 
and  often  of  more  i  what  we  propoae  is, 
that  power  shall  be  given,  where  the 
board  of  guardians  meets  at  a  place  dis* 
tant  (Uank)  miles  (the  blank  to  be  filled 
«p  1^  the  committee  from  the  reakleoce 
•f  the  pitty  applying  for  relief)i  for  the 


board  to  appoint  a  local  meeting  to  re- 
ceive the  application,  and  to  report  the 
cases  to   the  full  board.    We  propose, 
likewise,  one  other  alteration.      Seeing 
the  magnitude  of  the  whole  question,  we 
do  not  intend  to  encumber  the  bill  with 
a  change  in  the  law  of  settlement ;  we  are 
satisfied,  that  ere  long  this  question  must 
occupy  the  serious  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature ;  but  although  we  do  not  at  present 
raise  the  general  question,  there  is  yet 
one  case  of  such  crying  hardship  that 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  will  endeavour  to 
apply  an  immediate  remedy.    I  allude  to 
the  cases  of  those  who,  having  been  fong 
resident  in  parishes  in  which  they  have  no 
legal  settlements,  but  which  their  industry 
and  labour  have  for  many  years  benefitted, 
when  they  are  suddenly  seized  with  illness 
are  denied  all  relief,  except  under  the 
threat  of  being  expelled,  the  parish  im- 
mediately  on  their  recovery,  if  they  re^ 
ceive  a  single  shilling.    I  have  reason  to 
know  that  a  district  where  distress  has 
been  very  great,  more  than  one-third  of 
the  poorer  population  out  of  work  have 
been  debarred  from  applying  for  relief  by 
the  dread  of  removal  following  imme- 
diately on  their  recovery,  in  the  event  of 
their  receiving  anything.    I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  go  the  whole  length  on  this  occa- 
sion of  dealing  with  destitution  under  such 
circumstances ;  but  I  do  propose,  that  in 
the  case  of  siclcness  (limitmg  it  at  present 
to  that  case)  persons  may  receive  parish 
relief,  and  not  be  liable  to  removal  on  that 
account,  unless  they  receive  relief  for  forty 
consecutive  days.    There  is  one  other  ma- 
terial alteration  I  propose,  relative  to  the 
law  of  bastardy.    As  the  Poor-law  was 
passing,  clauses  were  introduced  in  the 
other  House,  by  which  power  was  given  to 
the  quarter  sessions  only  to  affiliate ;  that 
remedy  was  soon  found  inoperative,  and  a 
farther  remedy  was  given  by  application 
to  petty  sessions.    Still,  the  remedy  is 
only  against  the  goods  of  the  putative 
lather,  and  constantly  it  happens  that  the 
son  of  a  wealthy  man,  or  at  all  events  a 
working  roan,  receiving  16f.  or  a  guinea 
per  week,  having  no  **  goods,"  escapee 
altogether,  and  tfie  child  may  be  in  the 
workhouse,  supported  by  the  indvstrioos 
fathers   of   honest   faasiiiea,   themselvea 
hardly  able  to  pay  their  rates.    Against 
the  father,    ander   aneh   circametaBcea, 
there  is  no  remedy  under  the  present  law, 
and  he  may  set  the  law  at  defiance.    I 
think,  thai  both  in  a  moid  and  egwf^ 
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point  of  view,  this  is  anseemly.  I  there- 
fore purpose  to  go  back  to  the  ancient  law 
to  this  extent  at  least,  and  no  further, 
that  when  there  shall  be  a  return  of  n«//a 
b<ma,  there  shall  be  the  power  of  imprison- 
iDg  the  father  for  any  period  not  exceeding 
three  months  ;  this  power,  however,  to 
be  exercised  only  when  the  mother  and 
child  are  relieved  in  the  workhouse.  No 
doubt,  this  is  a  decided  change,  and 
involves  an  important  principle;  but 
after  the  best  consideration  I  have  been 
able  to  give  to  the  subject,  I  am  satisfied 
that  it  is  necessary*  There  are  many 
other  points  upon  which  alterations  are 
proposed,  but  which  I  need  not  enumerate 
with  the  exception  of  one  which  refers  to 
the  election  ojf  guardians.  We  propose  to 
place  the  owners  and  occupiers,  as  to  the 
number  of  their  votes,  upon  a  perfect 
equality,  and  to  provide  that  no  one  shall 
have  more  proxies  than  four.  We  pro- 
pose that  both  owner  and  occupier,  up  to 
a  rating  of  50^,  shall  have  one  vote,  of 
100/.  two  votes,  till  at  last  the  owner  and 
occupier  rated  at  300/.  shall  both  have 
six  votes;  but  beyond  that  number  that 
neither  shall  go.  This  will,  in  fact,  place 
the  owners  and  the  occupiers  exactly  on  a 
par.  I  have  now  stated  to  the  House  the 
principal  provisioos  of  the  bill,  and  1  de* 
dare  sincerely  that  no  sense  of  official 
duty— no  party  tie — no  wedded  adherence 
to  preconceived  opinions  could  induce  me 
to  be  responsible  for  a  measure  of  this 
description  if,  having  had  some  experi- 
ence on  the  subject,  and  after  careful  de- 
liberation I  were  not  in  my  conscience  and 
judgment  steadfastly  convinced  that  it 
will  be  found  conducive  to  the  comfort  of 
the  sick,  the  aged,  and  the  infirm,  and  to 
the  independence,  the  welfare,  and  the 
more  ample  remuaeration  of  the  honest 
industry  of  the  hard-working  labourer.  1 
assure  the  House  that  this  is  my  sincere 
and  deliberate  opinion,  and  nothing  could 
have  induced  me  to  be  responsible  for  the 
measure  except  the  strength  of  my  con- 
viction. Entertaining  that  conviction  1 
shall,  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  continue  to 
advocate  the  InU  in  its  subsequent  stages, 
and  thanking  the  House  for  the  patience 
with  which  it  has  listened  to  me,  I  will 
conclude  by  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
future  discussions  on  the  bill  will  be  con- 
ducted with  temper  and  with  a  due  regard 
to  the  interests  of  the  people.  The  right 
boo.  Baronet  ooncloded  by  moving  for 
leave  to  biiiig  ia  the  bill 


Mr.  7*.  i)tmcoinfte,  understanding  that 
there  was  to  be  no  opposition  to  the  in- 
troduction of  this  bill,  would  reserve  him^ 
self  for  the  future  discussion  on  it ;  he 
only  now  rose  to  express  his  sincere  and 
deep  regret  at  some  portions  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  re- 
gretted that  he  intended  to  introduce  a 
bill  which  was  virtually  to  prolong  the 
commission  for  six  years,  for  he  believed 
that  such  a  proposition  would  be  ex- 
tremely offensive  and  obnoxious  to  the 
public  at  large.  He  would  not  propose 
that  they  should  go  back  to  the  old  law, 
or  to  the  former  mode  of  giving  relief,  but 
he  would  have  boards  of  guardians  pro- 
perly elected,  and  then  he  would  give 
them  full  discretionary  power.  He  also 
regretted  that  the  Qovernment  intended 
to  abolish  the  Gilbert  unions;  it  was 
clear  the  other  evening,  when  the  Govern*- 
ment  refused  the  committee  for  which  he 
had  moved,  that  it  was  their  intention  to 
abolish  these  boards :  he  would  only  say 
that  it  would  be  his  duty  to  offer  to  this 
part  of  the  proposal  every  opposition  in 
his  power,  andhe  would  offer  every  im- 
pediment which  the  House  would  allow  to 
save  the  Gilbert  unions,  as  he  looked  upon 
the  proposal  as  the  breach  of  faith  of  an 
act  of  Parliament  that  those  unions 
should  be  dissolved  without  the  consent 
of  two-thirds  of  the  guardians. 

Mr»  WaJdey  said,  that  nothing  could 
be  more  inconvenient  than  to  enter  into 
discussion  upon  the  provisions  of  a  bill 
which  they  had  not  bad  the  opportunity 
of  seeing,  for  he  had  often  found  that 
there  was  no  agreement  between  the 
clauses  of  a  bill,  and  the  kindly  and  mer* 
cifiil  tone  in  which  those  clauses  were 
announced.  The  tone  of  the  rig^t  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  was  exceedingly  met^ 
ciful  and  kind  to  the  poor»  and  one  would 
really  believe  that  he  thought  he  was  in- 
troducing a  bill  which  would  do  them 
good.  He  had  always  objected  to  the 
principle  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act,  and  there  was  scarcely  any  form 
into  which  they  could  throw  the  detailsi 
which  would  remove  those  objeetidna. 
The  bill  took  from  the  rate-payers  the 
power  of  managing  their  own  poor,  and 
transferred  it  to  the  commissioners  sitting 
in  Soroerset-house.  He  did  not  like  the 
renewal  of  this  power  for  five  years,  it  was 
not  dealing  candidly  with  the  poUte. 
He  saki  that  there  was  no  intentioa  at 
any  time  of  giving  op 
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did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  at 
4)nce/^  We  like  the  Poor-law  commission, 
and  80  we  intend  to  make  it  perpetual?" 
He  would  like  to  see  bon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Benches  opposite  facing  their  con- 
stituents after  this  bill  was  supported ; 
he  recollected  what  had  been  said  by  them 
on  the  hustings ;  he  knew  that  it  was  the 
Anti-Poor-law  cry  by  which  those  Gen- 
tlemen had  obtained  so  many  seats  in 
that  House ;  they  were  now  as  mute  as 
so  many  mice,  whilst  the  Poor-law  com- 
mission was  to  be  fastened  upon  the  coun- 
try in  perpetuity.  He  believed  that  many 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposals 
were  goc^,  but  they  seemed  to  him  to  be 
only  the  proposals  which  had  been  so 
much  obstructed  in  the  bill  of  last  year  -, 
the  only  change  he  could  see  was,  in  the 
bastardy  clause ;  hon.  Gentlemen  opposed 
the  bill  then,  and  they  supported  it 
now.  Whatever  good  there  was  in  the 
bill  he  would  be  glad  to  accept,  but  he 
would  certainly  oppose  the  renewal  for  so 
long  a  term  as  five  years,  and  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  whether  it  should  not 
be  limited  to  two  years.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, when  he  introduced  the  first  act, 
had  said  that  the  object  of  the  commission 
was  to  accommodate  the  working  of  the 
law  to  the  circumstances  of  different  parts 
of  the  country,  but  he  believed  he  could 
show  that  although  this  might  have  been 
aaid  in  the  House  of  Lords,  the  professed 
object  of  the  commission  was  in  that 
House  declared  to  be  to  produce  uniformity 
of  practice.  Whatever  might  have  been 
said  in  the  other  House,  he  still  thought 
that  this  had  been  the  desie^n  of  the  com- 
missioners. What  did  he  find  ?  That  in 
400  unions  a  prohibition  had  been  issued 
against  out-door  relief,  and  that  in  100 
unions  only  no  such  order  had  been 
issued.  If  such  a  discretion  was  to  be  in 
any  body  as  to  the  nature  or  quantity  of 
relief  to  be  afforded,  who  were  likely  to 
exercise  it  so  wisely  as  the  persons  living 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  parties  ap- 
plying for  relief,  and  acquainted  with 
their  circumstances?  The  rule  hitherto 
adopted  in  this  country  was  to  make  the 
holders  of  their  own  funds  distribute  it  as 
they  thought  best;  and  it  was  a  sub- 
version of  the  principle  by  which  the  mass 
of  the  country  was  left  with  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  affairs,  to  vest  the 
power  in  the  commisioners*  He  had 
always  opposed  the  principle  of  the  bill. 


and  he  should  continue  to  do  so.  He 
told  the  people  of  England  through  that 
House,  that  if  they  did  not  wish  to  give  the 
power  to  the  commissioners  in  perpetuity 
they  must  pour  their  petitions  into  the 
House  in  such  numbers  as  to  let  the 
Government  know  their  opinion,  for  if 
there  was  to  be  a  continuance  of  the  com- 
mission for  five  years,  it  would  be  per- 
manent. He  now  entered  his  protest 
against  the  principle  of  the  bill,  and  he 
would  take  the  sense  of  the  House  against 
the  term  for  which  it  was  proposed  to 
continue  the  commission. 

Mr.  Shaw  asked,  whether  the  present 
commission  was  to  remain  as  it  did  with 
respect  to  Ireland  ? 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  make  any  alteration  as  to  the 
law  with  respect  to  Ireland  ;  the  manage- 
ment would  continue  to  be  vested  in  Uie 
same  hands. 

Captain  Pechell  would  offer  every  op- 
position in  his  power  to  that  part  of  the 
bill  which  would  dissolve  the  Gilbert 
Unions ;  with  respect  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  statement 
which  he  would  pledge  himself .  to  con- 
tradict. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
exercised  a  sound  discretion  in  not  touch- 
ing the  towns  having  local  acts,  for  he 
knew  well  that  if  he  had  touched  them  he 
would  have  been  met  with  violent  oppo- 
sition from  his  own  friends;  and  he 
warned  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  that 
though,  like  a  skilful  general,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  attacked  them  in 
detail,  he  would  apply  the  same  rule  to 
the  local  acts  as  he  did  to  the  Gilbert 
unions, 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  rose  to  deprecate  any 
entry  upon  criminatory  or  recriminatory 
subjects.  He  said,  as  far  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statements  and  tone 
went,  that  nothing  could  be  better.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  introduced  the 
question  with  fairness,  and  as  one  who 
had  been  accustomed  to  look  at  this 
measure  with  a  view  to  legislation^  and 
without  making  any  alteration  in  the 
principles  of  the  Poor-law  bill,  to  find 
amendments,  he  must  say  that  the  state- 
ment was  very  gratifying.  He  thought  it 
was  time  for  them  to  approach  this  ques- 
tion, throwing  out  of  view  all  hustings' 
proceedings,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  present  Government  were  legislating 
in  more  difficult  times  than  the  last,  when 
there  was  greater   distres)   among^^the 
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poor,  ftnd  when  the  discuBsions  upon  the 
bill  might  be  more  easily  turned  into  mis- 
chief. He  assured  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  that  the  amendments  he 
had  notified,  so  far  as  he  heard  them,  and 
could  approve  of  them,  should  meet  with 
fair  consideration  from  him,  and  as  far  as 
be  saw  he  would  be  able  to  support  them. 
With  regard  to  the  clauses  as  to  educa> 
tion,  he  thought  the  Government  had 
taken  the  proper  course ;  they  gave  him 
great  satisfaction,  and  there  were  other 
amendments  in  the  bill  of  which  also  he 
approved :  although  with  respect  to  bas- 
tardy he  thought  the  clause  would  require 
careful  consideration.  Upon  the  whole 
be  was  satisfied  with  the  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought 
forward  this  great  question,  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  ex- 
perience much  difficulty  in  bringing  it  to 
a  favourable  conclusion. 

Mr.  /•  <S^.  Wortley  was  afraid  he  must 
state  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   that 
there  were  parts   of  his  bill    which    he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  :  still  he 
gave  him  credit  for  his  plan,  and  as  far  as 
it  was  consistent  with  his  duty  it  would 
afford  him  the  sincerest  pleasure  to  give 
his  assistance  in  passing  the  law  in  his 
hands.   There  were,  however,  some  points 
on  which  he  would  gladly  have  seen  his 
right  hon.    Friend   take  a  few  steps   in 
advance  of  the  alterations  proposed  in  the 
bill  of  last  year.     If  he  had  done  so,  he 
would  have  made  his  bill  more  acceptable 
to  the  country.     In  conformity  with  the 
general  understanding,  he  would  not  then 
enter  into  a  discussion  as  to  the  points  on 
which  ke  differed.     He  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  on   other  points   he   had 
beard  the  statement  with  great  pleasure ; 
but  his  strongest  motive  for  rising  was  to 
express  his  delight  at  the  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  dealt  with 
the  argument  as  to  uniformity.  He  thought 
that    he    might    now    congratulate    the 
House  upon  the  dissipation  of  that  opi- 
nion.    The  orations  of  Lord  Brougham, 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  were  as  totally  at 
variance  with  the  acts  of  the  Poor-law 
commissioners  as  any  one  could  conceive. 
He  believed  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  the  commissioners  were  now  brought 
to  the  conviction  that  they  could  not  ap- 
ply uniformity  under  the  various  circum- 
stances of  the   country    and  in    various 
districts.     He  believed  that   it  was  the 
doty  of  the  authorities  to  adapt  the  bill  to 
VOL.LXIII.    {232} 


the  varieties  of  the  different  districts,  and 
if  they  did  so  adapt  it,  the  bill  would  not 
be  that  object  of  repugnance  which  it  now 
was ;  but  that  they  would  obtain  the  use- 
ful co-operation  of  all  called  upon  to  act 
under  it.  Till  this  was  done,  they  could 
never  expect  contentment  and  satisfac- 
tion. He  spoke  now  in  reference  more 
particularly  to  the  district  with  which  he 
was  connected,  where  the  bill  was  in  force 
without  the  acquiescence  of  any  one  class 
of  the  population,  either  rate-payers  or 
paupers. 

Mr.  Ferrand  would  not  have  risen,  had 
it  not  been  for  the  taunt  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury,  who  had  stated  that  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House,  who 
were  as  much  opposed  to  the  bill  as  him- 
self, were  mute  that  evening;  but  it  was 
the  general  understanding  that  there 
should  be  no  discussion.  It  was  unfair 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  fling  out  such  a 
taunt  against  Members  on  that  (the  Mi- 
nisterial) side  of  the  House,  and  then  to 
take  up  his  hat  and  walk  out  of  the 
House.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  would  give  an  op« 
portunity  for  all  towns  and  districts  in 
the  country,  who  might  choose  immedi- 
ately to  apply  for  a  local  act,  to  be  ex- 
empted from  the  bill?  If  he  would  do 
this,  many  large  towns  and  districts  would 
apply. 

Mr.  Gill,  after  the  satisfactory  state* 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  would 
be  sorry  to  prolong  the  discussion,  but 
would  ask  whether  the  limitation  upon 
the  commissioners'  interference  with  local 
acts  was  confined  to  towns  with  less  than 
a  population  of  20,C00  ? 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  the  judg- 
ment of  Lord  Denman  was,  that  the 
commissioners  had  a  right  to  issue  regu- 
lations and  orders  to  the  guardians  of 
every  parish.  They  had  the  same  power 
of  administering  the  law  under  local  acts, 
as  in  other  places  the  sole  limitation 
was,  that  they  could  not  interfere  with  the 
constituent  body.  But  the  commissioners 
now  had  the  power  to  add  to  any  district 
under  a  local  act  a  number  of  adjacent 
parishes,  and  so,  if  they  pressed  it  to  an 
extreme,  of  adding  a  majority  to  the  go- 
verning body.  He  proposed  by  the  pre- 
sent bill  to  limit  this  power  where  the  po- 
pulation under  the  local  acts  amounted  to 
20.000. 

Mr.  Borthwick  said,  that  as  he  was  not 
one  of  those  who  had  pledged  themselv^ 
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on  the  hustings  to  take  one  view  or  other 
of  this  question,  he  should  feel  himself 
wanting  in  his  duty  to  the  Government, 
and  to  himself,  if  he  did  not  express  then 
the  disappointment  which  he  felt  with  the 
measure  proposed  to  the  House.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  applied  to 
the  House  for  time  and  confidence  upon 
this  subject,  he  had  been  one  of  the  most 
liberal  in  yielding  to  that  application ;  he 
considered  the  Government  entitled  to 
that  con6dence;  and  by  the  same  spirit 
he  was  guided  now;  but,  in  the  proposed 
bill,  there  was  the  same  centralization — 
the  same  prevention  as  regarded  the  in- 
terference of  the  local  magistrates  in  the 
relief  of  the  poor — the  same  unwillingness 
to  recognise  in  the  poor  an  absolute  right 
to  that  property  in  the  kingdom  which 
was  as  sure,  as  legal,  as  just,  as  the  title 
of  any  hon.  Member  to  his  estate.  There 
was  but  a  very  imperfect  recognition  of 
that  right;  and  honest  industry  was  still 
to  be  made  the  martyr  for  deterring  the 
ill-conditioned  and  undeserving  from  ap- 
plying for  relief.  It  would  be  equally 
dishonest  and  disagreeable  to  him  to  take 
hold  of  any  of  the  numerous  subjects  of 
popular  excitement  with  which  the  ques- 
tion abounded,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  popular  attack.  He  should  carefully 
investigate  the  measure,  and  whatever  he 
might  think  it  necessary  to  oppose,  he 
should  oppose  with  the  calmness  and 
temper  in  which  such  a  subject  ought  to 
be  treated. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  thought  that 
the  measure  was  one  to  which  the  House 
ought  not  to  give  its  sanction.  It 
was  most  objectionable,  because  it  re- 
tained as  a  portion  of  it  the  arbitrary 
power  of  the  commissioners,  and  he  should 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  its  se. 
cond  reading,  in  order  to  give  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  an  opportunity  of  showing 
what  their  real  views  were  upon  this 
subject. 

General  Johnson  begged  to  inquire 
when  it  was  proposed  that  the  bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time  ?  He  thought,  that 
that  would  be  the  proper  occasion  on 
which  to  object  to  its  provisions. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  it  was  im- 
possible now  to  fix  the  day  for  the  second 
reading.  It  would  possibly  be  Monday 
se'oDight  or  Friday  fortnight. 

Mr.  Hardy  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  give  a  longer  time,  so  that  the 
people  of  the   north  of  England   might 


have  an  opportunity  of  stating  their  opin- 
ions upon  the  bill.'  What  was  the  case 
there  now  ?  Parties  holding  office  under 
the  bill  had  resigned,  from  their  utter 
repugnance  to  carry  out  its  provisions,  and 
from  the  interference  of  the  commission- 
ers. He  would  assure  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  that  he  had  not  changed  his 
opinions  upon  the  law— he  opposed  it 
when  it  was  first  introduced — he  divided 
against  it  in  all  its  stages.  He  was  one  of 
the  thiity-eight  who  divided  against  its 
third  reading ;  and  he  would  do  so  again, 
because  he  thought  its  principle  was  to 
save  the  money  of  the  rate-pdyers,  and 
not  to  support  the  poor.  It  was  disgrace- 
ful, that  the  poor  should  have  to  walk 
fourteen  or  fifteen  miles,  thereby  spenditig 
a  whole  day  upon  what  might  be  a  fruit- 
less application  for  relief.  The  law 
would  not  give  satisfaction  unless  k 
provided  that  the  poor  should  obtain  re- 
lief in  the  easiest  manner  that  was  possi- 
ble. He  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
centralixation  system,  but  was  happy  the 
bastardy  clauses  were  now  to  be  altered. 

M  r.  Grimsditch  had  always  entertained 
a  strong  objection  to  this  measure.  He 
begged  to  inquire  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net whether  there  was  any  intention  oti 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  place  any 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  guardians  to 
reduee  the  limits  of  the  unions  placed  un- 
der their  charge?  He  thought,  that  in 
Manchester  and  other  places,  where  large 
rural  districts  were  combined  with  towns, 
such  a  power  would  be  most  advantageoui. 
He  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  powers  of  the  commissioners 
for  so  long  a  period  as  was  propoled,  atid 
thought,  that  they  should  stand  only  in 
the  position  of  tenants  from  year  to  year. 

Mr.  Muntz  had  not  heard  the  whole  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but 
he  had  come  in  too  soon  for  his  own  satis- 
faction, when  he  had  heard  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  say,  that  he  proposed  to  retain  in 
the  hands  of  the  commissioners  the  power 
of  regulating  the  relief  granted  Under  the 
various  local  acts.  In  his  opinion,  that 
constituted  a  most  injurious  part  of  th^ 
bill ;  for  he  was  confident,  that  a  great 
deal  of  mischief  was  done  by  the  interpo- 
sition of  the  commissioners  in  these  cases. 
Thousands  of  persons  would  continue  to 
receive  relief  in  all  the  large  towns,  and  the 
principle  upon  which  the  commissioners 
professed  to  act,  of  not  giving  out  door 
relief,   would   beoij^f^fcet^  Uhrougb.      He 
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entertained  the  same  objections  to  this 
bill  as  to  the  former  measure.  He  be- 
lieved the  original  intention  of  the  Poor- 
law  Act  Was  to  prevent  the  poor  from 
seeking  relief,  and  to  saye  the  pockets  of 
the  rich.  He  had  watched  the  operation 
of  the  bill  since  it  was  passed,  and  his 
opinion  was  confirmed  by  observation.  He 
thought  one  Very  important  coosideration 
had  been  lost  sight  of — namely,  that  the 
present  class  ofpaupers  differed  Very  mate- 
rially from  the  class  which  formerly  came 
under  that  denomination.  Formerly,  the 
class  of  paupers  was  almost  confined  to 
the  idle,  the  drnnken,  and  the  vicious; 
but  ndw  thousands  of  men  were  compelled 
to  throw  themselves  upon  the  workhouse^ 
Mrho,  if  they  could  obtain  employment, 
would  be  glad  to  work  for  the  support  of 
their  families.  He  ren^embered  the  time, 
whet)  it  was  considered  a  disgrace  to  re- 
ceive part)cbial  relief,  and  when  its  recep- 
tion threw  a  slur  on  a  man's  character. 
Thousands  of  ()ersons  hid,  under  the  old 
system,  refused  relief,  lest  they  should 
Incur  this  disgrace ;  but  such  was  now  the 
demoralization  of  character,  that  men  re- 
ceived relief,  as  they  would  receive  wages. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
take  into  donstderation  the  iiicbnvenience 
Which  would  result  froth  th6  interference 
of  the  commissioners  iri  large  to>Vns. 
'  Viscount  Sandon  waS  anxious  to  say  a 
few  words,  lest  his  silence  might  be  mis- 
construed into  bH  assent  to  th^  pi-ovisions 
of  the  Poor-law  Bill,  to  which  he  had  for- 
merly exjpressed  his  objection.  He  had 
always  bc^n  of  opinion,  that  in  the  large 
towns,  there  should  be  a  discretion  vested 
in  the  guardians,  atid  tt  would  be  much 
better,  that  that  discretion  should  remain 
in  the  hands  of  gentlemen  living  in  these 
towns,  and  selected  by  their  neighbours, 
instead  of  in  the  hands  of  comhiissioners 
residing  in  London,  or  still  less  of  assist- 
atit-commlssibners ;  because  it  was  evident 
to  every  one,  that  occasions  might  arise, 
which  no  general  rule  could  apply  to. 
Experience  had  shown  them,  that  the  dis- 
cretionary power  was  much  better  exer- 
cised by  th086  parties  who  were  most 
deeply  interested  in  the  welfare,  and  who 
were  most  anxious  to  promote  the  pros- 
perity of  their  poorer  neighbours.  He 
hoped,  that  the  power  atid  control  of  the 
rommissioners  would  be,  in  a  great  degree, 
limitlid  to  some  general  power  of  supervi- 
sion and  reporting,  and  that  it  would  not 
be  exercised  in  the  manner  it  at  present 


was,  hanging  in  terror  over  the  beads  of 
the  boards  of  guardians,  crippling  them  in 
all  their  exertions.  He  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  Would  take  that  point  into 
his  consideration.  He  (Lord  Sandon)  was 
certainly  inclined  to  giVe  the  commission, 
ers  as  short  a  term  as  possible,  because  he 
thought  their  powers  were  so  extraordinary 
that  nothing  tint  their  being  compelled  to 
come  frequently  before  Parliament,  would 
be  an  effectual  check  upon  their  proceed- 
ings. 

Mr,  E,  Turner  was  understood  to  say, 
that  in  the  case  of  a  board  of  guardians 
with  which  he  was  connected,  representa- 
tions had  been  made  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  (Sir  J.  Graham)  Completely  at 
variance  with  the  real  facts,  he  sug- 
gested to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he 
should  endeavour  to  obtain,  from  the  over- 
seers of  parishes,  the  best  information  with 
which  they  could  furnish  him,  that  he 
might  have  some  test  for  ascertaining  how 
far  the  statements  made  to  him  were 
worthy  of  credit. 

8ir  /.  Graham  said,  he  Wduld  endea- 
vour before  the  bill  arrived  at  atiother 
stage,  to  obtain  acctirdte  infbrmation. 
An  hon.  Getitlemati  (Mr.  Gritasditch)  had 
asked  whether  it  WaS  proposed  to  vest  in 
the  board  of  guardians  the  power  of 
changing  the  limits  of  unions.  Judging 
from  the  example  of  Manchester,  and  the 
great  advantage  which  had  there  accrued 
from  uniting  the  adjacent  rural  districts 
with  the  town  under  One  board  of  guar- 
dians, he  (Sir  J*  Graham)  would  be  un- 
willing to  vest  in  the  guardiaus  the  power 
of  altering  the  limits  of  unions ;  and  he 
would  not  wish  to  prevent  the  union  of 
rural  districts  with  large  towns. 

Mr.  Grimsdiich  had  hoped,  that  some 
provision  would  have  been  made  for  re- 
ducing thesise  of  unions,  where  practically 
they  were  found  to  be  too  extensive. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  the  present  law,  in 
this  respect,  would  remain  unaltered.  The 
power  of  making  such  changes  would  con- 
tinue, as  was  the  case  at  present,  in  the 
hnnds  of  the  commissioners.  He  was  far 
from  concurring  in  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  he  thought  a  striking 
example  was  afforded  by  Manchester  of 
the  great  advantages  resulting  from  the 
union  of  rural  districts  with  large  towns. 

Leave  given. —  Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 
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MiNOTBB.]    BfLU.    PuMfo.— 2*'    Dublin  Police. 
IUporied,—Bnberf  at  Elections. 

3**     and    paiaed: — ^Exchequer  BIIUs    Victoria    Park; 
KnighUbridge  and  Kenungton  Openings 
Private. — 1'-  Warwick  and  Leambigton  Union  Railway ; 
Warkworth  Harbour. 

S*-  Gair'8  Natuialiiation ;  Sir  P.  Bathunt^  Egtotes. 
Reported. — Saunderafoot  Railway  (ipecially);  Equitable 
Gats    Bristol  Floating  Dock;    Ellesmere  and  Chester 
Canal. 
3*    and  passed : — KIngiclere  InclosuTCb 

Prtitioks  Prbscntso.  From  Owners  and  Occupiers  of 
Land,  ard  TnKlesmen  in  BUmdford,  against  the  proposed 
Reductirn  of  the  Import  Duty  on  Com,  Cattle,  and 
other  Provisions. — From  the  Guardians  of  the  Maid- 
stone Union,  for  Alteration  of  the  New  Poor-law. — From 
Hop  Planten  in  Goudhurst,  against  the  Alteration  of  the 
Hop  Duty. — From  the  Congregation  of  the  New  Chapel 
at  Todknorden,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Com  and  Pro\isioa 
Laws. — From  Catholics  of  Ashton-under-Lyne,  Clavton- 
le-Moors,  Hyde.  Newton,  Godley,  Wigan,  Boston,  Great 
Y«rroouth,  and  other  places,  for  better  Religious  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Catholics  in  the  Army  and  Navy.— From  Ar- 
drahan,  Drumcrce,  Killereran,  and  Abbey  Knockmoy, 
for  the  Encouragement  of  Schools  in  connexion  with  the 
Church  Education  Society  of  Ireland. 
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Hop  Duties.]  The  Earl  of  Winchil' 
sea  presented  a  petition  from  Goudhurst, 
Kent,  against  the  reduction  in  the  duty  on 
foreign  hops.  The  petitioners  stated,  that 
the  reduction  contemplated  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  21.  per  ton  would  ruin  their  trade. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam  would  remind  his 
noble  kinsman  (the  Earl  of  Winchilsea), 
that  if  the  culture  of  hops  were  destroyed, 
the  land  would  remain  and  be  capable 
of  being  converted  to  other  purposes. 
His  object  in  rising,  however,  was  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
of  his  noble  Friend  to  another  point.  The 
other  night  a  conversation  arose  respect- 
ine;  the  employment  of  persons  in  mines. 
His  noble  Friend  then  expressed  great 
anxiety  concerning  the  morals  of  that 
part  of  the  population,  which,  he  said,  was 
seriously  injured  by  the  employment  of 
females  and  children  in  mines.  Now,  as 
his  noble  Friend  was  so  exceedingly  de- 
sirous of  protecting  the  morals  of  the  inha- 
bitants in  the  manufacturing  districts,  he 
would  recommend  him  to  look  a  Httle 
more  to  the  morals  of  the  persons  in  the 
districts  with  which  he  was  himself  more 
immediately  connected.  He  would  turn 
his  noble  Friend's  attention  to  what  oc- 
curred in  the  hop  grounds  during  the  time 
of  hop-picking.  If  he  would  look  to  the 
morals  of  the  females  who  laboured  in  the 
field,  it  might  be  more  useful  than  turning 
his  attention  to  those  who  delved  in  the 
bowels  of  the  earth.  [The  Lord  Chan- 
ffiUor:  They  go    from    London.]    Yes, 


might  go  from  London ;  but  the  ex- 
ample of  their  conduct  was  calculated  to 
corrupt  the  morals  of  the  districts  with 
which  the  noble  Earl  was  connected.  Now, 
surely  the  noble  Earl  ought  to  endeavour 
to  prevail  upon  the  Government  to  which 
he  gave  his  support  to  put  an  import  duty 
upon  the  articles  which  were  brought 
down  from  London  into  those  rural  places, 
lest  they  should  corrupt  the  morals  of  the 
females,  and  it  might  perchance  be  of  the 
males,  in  the  very  pure  districts  of  Kent 
and  Sussex. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  said,  and  as  his 
noble  relative  remarked,  was  true,  that 
hop-grounds  might  be  converted  to  other 
purposes  of  cultivation  than  that  of  the 
production  of  hops;  but  the  mischief  to 
be  apprehended  from  the  admission  of 
foreign  hops  at  a  low  rate  of  duty  was  not 
limited  to  the  hop-grounds  and  hop- 
growers  ;  it  extended  to  woodlands,  and  to 
that  class  of  persons  who  had  invested 
large  sums  of  money  in  the  growth  of  ash, 
willow,  and  chesnat  poles  for  the  use 
of  hop-grounds.  Throw  the  hop-gardens 
out  of  cultivation,  and  these  woodlands, 
which  were  of  great  extent,  would  imme- 
diately become  valueless.  The  land  hi- 
therto devoted  to  the  growth  of  hops 
might  be  easily  convertible  to  other  pur- 
poses, bat  the  woodlands  could  not  be 
brought  into  a  state  fit  for  cultivation 
except  at  an  expense  equal  to  the  fee- 
simple  of  the  land  itself.  The  injury, 
therefore,  resulting  from  a  comparatively 
free  importation  of  foreign  hops,  would 
extend  much  further  than  his  noble  Friend 
appeared  to  contemplate.  The  noble  Earl 
had  recommended  him  to  look  to  the 
morals  of  the  population  in  his  own  im- 
mediate neighbourhood.  He  begged  to 
state  that  there  was  no  district  in  that 
neighbourhood  in  which  schools  were  not 
established  capable  of  affording  education 
to  the  whole  of  the  population.  All  he 
asked  was,  that  the  hop-grower  should 
have  a  fair  protection,  such  as  was  given 
to  other  classes. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam :  Then  it  appears  that 
we  are  to  protect  hops,  not  for  the  sake 
of  hops,  but  for  the  sake  of  woods — 
surely  his  noble  Friend — 

The  Earl  of  Wicklon? :  I  rise  to  order. 
If  irregular  discussions  of  this  nature  are 
constantly  allowed  to  take  place,  it  will  be 
quite  impossible  that  the  business  of  the 
House  can  proceed. 

Earl  fi/2«,i«iam,j.,.I^^j>|je,^t)^t^t 
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this  House  do  now  adjoarn,  •  and  my 
reason  for  making  that  motion  is,  that  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
has  called  me  to  order  in  a  way,  I  will  not 
say  perfectly  irregular  and  disorderly,  but 
in  a  way  not  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
grave  impartiality  which  should  influence 
every  one  of  your  Lordships  when  you 
rise  to  enforce  the  rules  of  the  House. 
If  the  noble  Earl^  the  Lord-lieutenant  of 
Wicklow^  can  show  to  me  that  he  never 
remembers  any  instance  of  the  sort  of 
conversation  taking  place  between  noble 
Lords  which  has  now  transpired  between 
my  noble  Friend  and  myself,  I  will  bow  to 
his  authority,  and  cease  to  make  any  fur- 
ther remarks ;  but  if  he  cannot  do  so,  then 
previous  to  moving  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn  I  shall  make  a  few  observations 
upon  what  has  fallen  from  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Winchilsea)  relative  to  the 
woods  of  which  he  tells  us.  It  appeared 
from  his  noble  Friend's  statement,  (the 
noble  Earl  continued),  that  the  Legisla- 
ture was  to  throw  an  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  the  importation  of  foreign  hops,  not  for 
the  sake  of  the  hop  growers  of  this  country, 
but  for  th^  sake  of  the  owners  of  woods. 
But  his  noble  Friend  must  very  well  know 
that  where  woods  became  less  valuable,  it 
was  customary  to  destroy  them,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  the  noble  Earl  had  himself 
been  a  great  destroyer  of  woods;  so  in 
the  case  of  woods  cultivated  for  the  sake 
of  hops,  if  they  became  less  valuable 
they  might  be  destroyed,  and  that  should 
be  the  case  instead  of  protecting  the 
hops  for  the  sake  of  the  woods.  He 
would  beg  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  alteration  about  to  be 
made  in  the  duties  on  foreign  timber, 
which  he  apprehended  would  have  more 
effect  in  deteriorating  the  value  of  woods 
— and  he  did  not  regret  it,  because  he 
thought  timber  ought  to  be  cheap — than 
any  alteration  in  the  hop  duties  would 
have  in  diminishing  the  value  of  wood 
grown  in  the  counties  of  Kent  and  Sus- 
sex. In  conclusion,  the  noble  Earl  moved 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  Earl  of  Winchilsea  said,  that  if  his 
noble  Friend  had  any  practical  experience 
upon  the  subject,  he  would  know  that  to 
bring  wood  lands  into  cultivation  would 
be  to  expend  a  sum  equal  to  the  fee 
simple  of  the  land  upon  which  the  wood 
grew.  When  the  noble  Earl  directed  his 
attention  to  the  immoralities  of  hop- 
grounds,  he  would  beg  to  point  the  noble 
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Earl's  attention  to  the  statements  made  in 
the  report  lately  laid  before  them  relative 
to  the  immorality  practised  in  the  mining 
districts  with  which  the  noble  Earl  was 
connected.  He  should  be  anxious  at  some 
future  time  to  give  the  noble  Rarl  an  op- 
portunity of  denying  that  such  immorality 
existed  in  any  of  the  mines  in  which  he 
had  an  interest. 

Earl  Fitzwilliam:  I  deny  them  now, 
and  am  glad  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
given  me  the  opportunity  of  doing  so.  I 
know  of  no  single  instance  of  the  em- 
ployment of  females  in  any  collieries  of  my 
own ;  and  I  believe  that  none  are  em- 
ployed by  any  of  my  lessees.  I  own  that 
I  do  not  run  into  any  of  what  I  think  the 
extravagant  opinions  that  are  entertained 
upon  this  report.  To  persons  not  accus- 
tomed to  these  employments  it  may  seem 
very  horrible  that  females  should  go  under 
ground  in  the  manner  described  in  the 
report ;  but,  whether  the  fact  of  their  so 
going  under  ground  contributed  to  the 
ruinous  demoralization  of  their  character 
is,  in  my  mind,  matter  of  considerable 
doubt.  But,  as  far  as  my  own  property 
in  collieries  is  concerned,  1  can  positively 
deny  that  any  females  are  employed  in  it. 
I  take  no  credit  for  this.  It  arises  from 
the  nature  of  the  seams  of  coal  wrought  in 
my  collieries.  Perhaps  it  might  be  desira- 
ble to  interfere  to  prohibit  the  employment 
of  children  and  females  in  collieries,  but  I 
should  have  some  delicacy  in  making  such 
a  proposition,  because  the  truth  is,  that 
the  mischief  from  employing  very  young 
children  in  collieries  arises  from  the  seams 
of  coals  in  certain  collieries  being  exceed- 
ingly thin ;  and,  any  noble  Lord  who  read 
the  report,  with  a  knowledge  of  mining, 
would  find  that  the  employment  of  chil- 
dren incolleries  was  confined  to  the  western 
districts  of  Yorkshire,  where  the  seams  of 
coal  were  of  that  description. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  rose  to  explain. 
He  should  be  exceedingly  sorry  for  the 
noble  Earl  to  suppose  that  he  meant  any 
discourtesy  towards  him.  (^Earl  FilzwiU 
liam:  Not  towards  me  personally.]  But 
Jthe  noble  Earl  insinuated  that  he  was  not 
strictly  impartial  in  enforcing  the  rule  of 
order ;  and  then  the  noble  Earl  went  on 
to  ask  whether  he  had  never  witnessed 
such  irregularities  before.  He  had  cer- 
tainly witnessed  them  frequently,  but 
never  so  often  as  in  the  noble  Earl  him- 
self. Take  the  House  collectively,  and 
he  would  venture  ^g.^.f|ijrgy^hj|^no  three 
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Members  of  it  had  ever  been  guilty  of  the 
irregularity  of  introduciug  matter  foreign 
tp  the  busioesa  of  the  House,  to  the  same 
extent  as  the  noble  Earl.  That  was  his 
reason  for  calling  the  noble  Earl  to  order. 
Only  the  other  night  the  noble  Earl  made 
no  less  than  five  speeches  upon  presenting 
one  petition.  If  this  were  to  be  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House,  and  no  UQble  Lord  were 
allowed  to  rise  to  order,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  it  would  be  quite  impossil^le  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  the  House. 

Lord  Redesdale  remarked  that  in  the 
discussion  which  took  place  on  a  previous 
evening  upon  the  point  of  order,  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Fitzwilliam)  was  the  person  who 
got  up  and  expressed  a  hope  that  some 
new  rule  would  be  established  to  render 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  more 
orderly.  [Earl  Fitzwilliam :  Make  a  rule.] 
A  new  rule  was  not  necessary.  The  rules 
which  already  existed  were  for  all  general 
purposes  sufficiently  stringent.  It  was  not 
the  practice  to  enforce  them  rigidly,  but  it 
might  be  necessary  to  do  so,  if  the  custo- 
mary relaxation  were  subject  to  abuse. 
No  one  could  doubt  that  the  making  of 
five  or  six  speeches  upon  the  presentation 
of  a  single  petition,  as  was  too  frequently 
the  habit  of  the  noble  Earl,  was  a  serious 
impediment  to  the  regular  fixed  business 
of  the  House,  and  could  be  attended  with 
np  advantage  whatever.  He  thought  that 
when  a  noble  Lord  was  called  to  order,  he 
should  bow  to  the  call,  and  not  put  him- 
self in  order,  by  moving  an  adjournment, 
thus  evading  ibe  rule  of  the  House,  and 
causing  great  inconvenience. 

Motion  for  the  adjournment  negatived. 

Incqme-Tax  (Exemftiok  or  Fo- 
reigners.)] The  Marquess  of  Xons- 
downe  rose,  in  pursuance  of  the  notice  he 
had  given  a  few  evenings  previous,  to 
move  for  certain  returns  relating  tp  the 
exemptions  granted  to  foreigners,  under  the 
acts  commonly  called  the  Income-tax  and 
the  Property-tax  Acts.  In  doing  so,  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  his  wish  to  hurry  the  House 
(which  could  not  be  otherwise  than  ex- 
ceedingly inconvenient)  into  any  prema- 
ture discussion  as  regarded  the  merits  of 
the  general  question.  He  should  confine 
himself  strictly  to  the  particular  point  to 
which  the  returns  for  which  he  was  about 
to  move  related.  He  did  not  apprehend 
that  her  Majesty's  Ministers  would  raise 
any  objection  to  the  making  of  those  re- 
turns, but  as  the  subject  to  which  they  re- 


lated was  one  of  considerable  importaqc^, 
he  hoped  to  receive  their  Lordships'  indul- 
gence whilst  he  offered  a  few  obaerviiuons 
in  respect  to  it.  He  was  the  more  iiiduced 
to  ask  for  this  indulgence  because  he 
found  not  Qply  that  his  own  authority,  but 
the  authority  of  other  men  roucb  inore 
eminent  than  himself,  and  with  whose 
opinions  he  had  had  opportunities  in  earlier 
life  of  becoming  iuiifDately  acquainted, 
had  been  referred  tp  in  connection  with 
this  subject  in  another  place.  The  reason 
why  he  fell  it  necessary  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships' attentiqn  to  the  subject,  at  this  p(|r- 
ticular  mon^eot  was  this — that  unques« 
tionably  this  was  the  first  time  ths^t  the 
income  enjoyed  by  forf^ignera  in  other 
parts  of  the  world,  arising  from  property 
vested  in  this  country,  had  been  m^de  the 
subject  of  taxation  under  any  act  of  the 
description  of  that  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament.  There  were, 
he  believed,  soon  after  the  Refolutioa, 
certain  imperfect  and  obscure  attempts 
made  to  impose  a  tax  upon  income ;  but 
these  attempts  were  not  carried  into  effect ; 
and  as  the  history  of  them  was  but  very 
imperfectly  known,  it  was  difficult  to  find 
out  either  why  they  were  made  or  why 
they  did  not  succeed.  But  early  in  the 
course  of  the  first  French  war  Mr.  Pitt  in- 
troduced  an  Income-tax  upon  all  income 
enjoyed  by  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  Eng- 
land. It  never  occurred  to  Mr.  Pitt  at 
that  time,  at  least  there  was  no  trace,  no 
record  of  its  ever  having  occurred  to  Mr. 
Pitt,  that  it  was  just,  equitable,  or  expe- 
dient to  include  foreigners  in  the  operation 
of  that  tax.  Shortly  afterwards  the  tax 
terminated  with  the  war.  In  the  next 
French  war,  Mr.  Addingtpn,  being  then 
the  Minister  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
proposed  what  was  called  the  propecty-tax, 
which,  though  differing  in  name,  was  in 
almost  all  respects  similar  to  the  previous 
tax  introduced  by  Mr.  Pitt.  The  tax  so 
proposed  by  Mr.  Addington  did  not  exn 
tend  to  foreigners.  Two  years  afterwards 
it  fell  to  his  lot,  in  a  very  early  period  of 
bis  public  life — too  early,  perhaps,  to  be 
employed  in  a  situation  so  high  and  im- 
portant as  that  which  he  had  then  the 
honour  of  filling — to  propose  a  consider- 
able alteration  and  modification  of  the 
property- tax  which  had  been  introduced 
by  Mr.  Addington — he  would  not  say  that 
it  never  occurred  to  him,  because  in  speak, 
ing  upon  the  present  occasion,  he  wished 
to  lay  aside  his  own  authocityAl>< 
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-.bat  it  never  occurred  to  those  under 
whom  he  acted — abo?e  all,  it  never  oc- 
curred to  Mr.  Fox  that  it  would  be  expe- 
dient or  just,  to  extend  the  operation  of 
the  act  to  foreigners  possessed  of  property 
in  this  country*  And  here  he  would  state 
the  ground  upon  which  be  felt  himself 
particularly  called  upon  to  direct  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  subject.  At 
the  time  of  which  be  was  speaking,  a  very 
material  and  %  very  beneficial  change  took 
place — a  change  which  he  was  numbly 
instrumental  in  carrying  into  effect;  and 
which,  witho^t  altering  the  principle  of 
the  act,  did  so  far  alter  its  form  and  ap- 
pearance with  respect  to  its  application  to 
the  funds,  as  to  suggest,  for  the  first  time, 
the  principle  of  taxing  foreigners.  It  had 
been  found  that  a  great  deal  of  inconveni- 
ence had  been  experienced  in  consequence 
of  the  tax  not  being  levied  at  the  Bank  of 
England,  where  the  income  derived  from 
the  funds  was  paid.  To  remedy  this  in- 
convenience, it  was  arranged  by  the  con- 
sent of  all  parties,  that  the  Bank  Direc- 
tors should  be  enabled  to  act  as  commis- 
sioners, and  to  receive  at  the  Bank  that 
portion  of  the  funds  which  was  subject  to 
the  tax.  The  tax  so  received  by  the  Bank 
directors  in  the  character  of  commissioners 
was  not  a  tax  upon  the  funds,  but  a  tax 
upon  income  derived  from  the  funds.  This 
was  carefully  provided  for  in  the  clauses 
of  the  act  constituting  the  Bank  directors 
commissioners.  The  tax  was  not  levied 
upon  the  funds  as  funds,  but  upon  income 
as  income,  and  the  Bank  directors  were 
made  commissioners  of  the  tax  for  the 
purpose  of  collecting  it  with  the  least 
amount  of  inconvenience  to  all  parties. 
However,  the  appearance  of  the  tax  being 
deducted  from  the  funds,  was  such  as  to 
suggest,  for  the  first  time,  to  two  or  three 
able  and  ingenious  persons  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  it  would  be  expedient  to 
include  foreigners  resident  in  other  coun- 
tries, and  not  being  subjects  of  his  Ma- 
jesty, in  the  tax.  A  proposition  to  that 
effect  was  accordingly  brought  forward  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  in  the  course 
of  what  passed  upon  that  occasion,  the 
strongest  opinions  were  expressed  that  it 
would  be  both  unjust  and  inexpedient  to  sub- 
ject foreigners  to  the  tax.  He  adverted  par- 
ticularly to  that  fact,  because  he  had  heard 
that  it  had  been  stated  in  another  place, 
that  Mr.  Fox  had  objected  to  the  subjecting 
of  foreigners  to  the  tax  as  a  matter  of  ex- 
pediency only,  and  not  of  justice.  In  con- 


sequence of  this  assertion,  he  had  been 
induced  to  refer  to  the  record  of  the 
opinions  expressed  by  Mr.  Fox  ;  and  with 
their  Lordships'  permission,  he  would  read 
the  words  employed  by  Mr.  Fox,  and  then 
leave  their  Lordships  to  judge  whether  it 
could  be  fairly  stated  that  Mr.  Fox's  ob- 
jection was  one  of  expediency  only. 

'<  Mr.  Secretary  Fox  was  astonished  at  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Philip  Francis)  on  this  subject.  For  his  part, 
he  should  consider  an  act,  such  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  recommended,  a  shameful  confis- 
cation. The  bill  under  the  consideration  of 
the  committee  was  not  for  taxing  foreigners, 
but  British  subjects.  So  unjust  did  he  consider 
such  a  measure  (involving  in  it  too^  as  he  con- 
ceived, a  flagrant  breach  of  the  national  faith), 
that  if  the  revenue  resulting  from  it  were  ever 
so  great,  he  should  think  it  his  duty  to  re- 
ject it." 

Now  whether  Mr.  Fox  were  right  or  wrong 
in  that  opinion,  it  could  not,  with  any  jus- 
tice be  said  by  those  who  advocated  the 
imposition  of  the  tax  upon  foreigners,  that 
the  high  authority  of  Mr.  Fox  could  be 
quoted  as  opposing  the  proposition  only 
upon  grounds  of  expediency  and  not  of 
justice.  He  had  shown  from  Mr.  Fox's 
own  words  that  his  opposition  to  the  pro- 
posal was  specifically  based  upon  the 
grounds  of  justice.  And  however  high 
the  sole  and  unsupported  authority  of  Mr. 
Fox  must  ever  be  held  to  be,  it  was  to  be 
recollected,  that  in  this  instance  Mr.  Fox 
was  giving  an  opinion  in  strict  conformity 
with  the  course  of  conduct  previously  pur- 
sued by  his  political  adversaries,  Mr.  Pitt 
and  Mr.  Addington,  and  which,  when  Mr. 
Fox  unhappily  ceased  to  exist,  was  after- 
wards pursued  by  Mr.  Percival,  when  the 
question  was  again  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament.  Here,  then, 
was  a  mass  of  authoriry,  to  show  the  in- 
justice and  inexpediency  of  including  fo- 
reigners in  an  Income-tax  levied  in  this 
country.  But  even  if  there  were  a  doubt 
as  to  the  justice  of  adopting  such  a  course, 
when  the  bills  were  first  introduced  to  tax 
property  and  income  in  England,  the  very 
recurrence  of  the  exemption  through  so 
many  successive  Parliaments,  and  so  many 
succeding  administrations,  was  calculated 
to  give  to  foreigners  the  idea  and  expecta- 
tion, that  by  becoming  creditors  of  this 
country,  they  would  be  creditors  free  from 
any  deduction  in  the  shape  of  direct  taxa- 
tion. It  had  been  said,  that  the  foreigner 
ought  to  pay  the  tax  on  account  of  the 
security  afforded  to  his  property,  but  did 
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a  mortgagor  ever  tax  bis  mortgagee  for 
repairs^  or  could  a  mortgagee  deduct  from 
the  interest  of  the  mortgage  money  on 
account  of  any  species  of  improvement 
which  added  to  the  value  and  security  of 
bis  property  ?  It  bad  also  been  said  that 
if  the  foreigner  was  discontented,  he  could 
sell  out.  That  was  an  argument  which 
went  to  a  frightful  extent  indeed,  because 
It  might  be  applicable  to  the  English  cre- 
ditor also,  and  some  day  he  likewise  might 
be  told  if  he  were  discontented  or  dissatis- 
fied with  some  great  deduction  that  "  he 
might  sell  out."  It  seemed  that  this  con- 
sideration had  been  forgotten  throughout 
the  present  discussion,  that  if  the  English 
creditors  were  affected,  it  would  be  their 
own  faults,  because  they  were  represented 
in  Parliament.  But  the  foreigner  was  not 
represented  in  Parliament,  and  bad  no 
means  of  making  his  case  known  and 
heard.  He  had  lent,  or  been  a  party  to 
lending,  bis  money  upon  the  faith  of  this 
country  that  he  should  receive  his  divi- 
dend free  from  all  deduction.  That  was 
the  opinion  he  entertained  of  the  justice, 
or  he  might  rather  say,  the  injustice  of  this 
case.  But  if  he  entertained  a  strong  opin- 
ion as  to  the  injustice,  he  also  entertained 
a  strong  opinion  as  to  the  inexpediency  of 
imposing  this  tax  upon  the  foreigner  ;  be- 
cause, for  the  sake  of  adding  some  18,000/. 
or  20,000/.  to  a  tax  amounting  to  some 
millions,  it  was  not  worth  while  to  impair 
in  the  least  degree  that  high  credit  and 
reputation  for  the  scrupulous  fulfilment  of 
engagements  which  had  hitherto  distin- 
guished this  country  in  every  part  of  the 
world.  It  was,  he  conceived^  a  part  of  the 
policy  of  this  country  to  maintain  that 
high  character.  A  case  might  occur, 
and  that  at  no  distant  period,  when  this 
country  might  be  called  upon  to  uphold 
British  securities  in  other  countries,  and 
when  we  might,  if  we  could,  have  to  use 
the  argument,  that  in  the  midst  of  all  our 
deprivations  and  distresses  we  had  care- 
fully guarded  against  the  slightest  deduc- 
tion from  that  interest  we  were  bound  to 
pay  the  foreign  creditor.  He  had  seen 
with  great  sorrow  any  attempted  deviation 
from  that  course  which  had  been  adopted 
for  so  many  years  in  this  country,  and 
which  had  the  sanction  of  so  many  Par- 
liaments. He  had  taken  the  opportunity 
of  stating  his  opinion  on  this  matter,  in 
moving  for  these  returns.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  papers  for  which  he 
moved  could  be  produced ;  be  knew  it  was 


very  likely  that  a  great  part  of  them  bad 
been  involved  in  the  grand  auto  da  Jl 
which  took  place  when  the  Income-tax 
was  abolished.  If,  however,  they  were  not 
destroyed,  they  might  perhaps  be  obtained 
from  some  returns  which  had  been  moved 
for  in  the  other  House.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess concluded  by  moving,  for  an 

''  Account  of  all  exemptions  granted  to  fo» 
feigners  in  respect  of  income  arising  from 
property  in  the  tunds  under  the  23rd'  and  26th 
of  George  the  Third.'' 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  did  not  apprehend 
that  there  could  be  any  objection  to  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Marquess.  The 
subject  was  undoubtedly  one  of  great  im- 
portance; and  the  noble  Marquess  was 
perfectly  justified  in  availing  himself  of 
the  present  opportunity  to  express  his 
opinion  upon  it.  He  confessed,  however, 
that,  with  all  the  respect  he  entertained 
for  the  authorities  quoted  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  for  the  noble  Marquess 
himself,  he  had  not  been  satisfied  by  the 
reasoning  of  the  noble  Marquess,  that  the 
proposal  to  subject  the  property  of  foreign- 
ers to  the  same  impost  as  other  property, 
was  unjust.  He  did  not  think  that  there 
would  be  any  violation  of  the  principles 
of  justice  in  calling  upon  all  parties  who 
had  an  interest  in  the  maintenance  of  tbe 
public  credit  of  this  country  to  contribute 
to  the  public  burdens.  Mr.  Pitt  bad,  no 
doubt,  exempted  the  property  of  foreigners 
from  tbe  Income-tax;  but  it  appeared  to 
bim  that  in  doing  so,  Mr.  Pitt  had  been 
Influenced,  not  so  roucb  by  considerations 
of  abstract  justice,  as  by  the  considera- 
tions of  policy  and  public  expediency. 
At  the  time  when  Mr.  Pitt's  property-tax 
was  imposed,  the  expenditure  of  this  coun- 
try was  vast,  and  it  was  subjected  to  great 
and  unusual  burdens ;  and  it  was  necessary 
to  meet  tbe  additional  expenditure  by 
loans.  At  that  time  the  funds  were  low, 
and  it  was  necessary  for  tbe  maintenance 
of  the  public  credit  that  every  means  should 
be  taken  to  increase  tbe  facility  for  raising 
the  supplies  that  might  be  necessary. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  could  con- 
ceive it  would  have  been  unwise  to  allow 
the  operation  of  the  tax  to  extend  to  the 
funded  property  of  foreigners.  The  same 
observation  applied  to  the  case  of  1806, 
for,  at  that  time,  there  existed  the  same 
considerations  of  expediency  with  regard 
to  the  position  of  this  country  and  the  state 
of  the  public  funds,  which  appeared  to 
have  influenced  Mr.  Pitt.    Upon  the  last 
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occation*  moreover,  it  was  not  the  question 
of  imposing;  a  property-tax,  bat  merely  of 
adding  to  the  amount  of  one  already  im- 
posed ;  and  foreigners  having  been  ex- 
empted on  the  original  imposition,  it  might 
have  been  unjust  to  take  the  opportunity 
created  by  raising  the  per  centage^  to  in- 
clude a  set  of  persons  who  had  previously 
been  excluded.  In  that  point  of  view, 
therefore,  he  entirely  concurred  with  his 
noble  Friend  opposite.  At  the  same  time 
he  could  not  see  the  application  of  that 
argument  to  the  abstract  justice  or  injus- 
tice of  imposing  a  new  tax.  Now  that  it 
was  proposed  to  endeavour  to  equalize  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  of  the  country 
by  means  of  direct  taxation,  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  perpetual  recurrence 
to  the  system  of  borrowing.  That  system 
of  borrowing  if  persisted  in  would  have  the 
effect  of  depreciating  the  value  of  funded 
property.  Therefore  the  value  of  that 
funded  property  appeared  to  be  essen- 
tially connected  with  any  plan  of  finance 
the  object  of  which  was  to  avoid  the 
necessity  of  perpetual  borrowing.  If  the 
foreigner  bad  the  same  interests  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  public  credit  that  every 
other  person  had  who  possessed  property 
in  the  funds,  there  appeared  no  ground  for 
the  accusation  of  abstract  injustice  in  call- 
ing upon  him  to  contribute  to  the  general 
taxation  upon  that  property.  He  con- 
fessed he  did  not  feel  the  force  of  the 
arguments  either  as  applied  to  the  injus- 
tice or  the  inexpediency  of  the  case. 

Lord  Monteagle  would  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  only  a  few  words.  His 
noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
not  made  any  reply  to  the  observation  of 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe)  as  to  the  altered  state  of  the  coun- 
try since  the  Property-tax  was  first  im- 
posed. He  would  admit,  but  only  for 
argument  sake,  that  foreigners  had  been 
exempted  on  selfish  grounds — that  was 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up  the  funds. 
Was  that  a  reason  why  they  should  be 
taxed  nowy  in  time  of  peace  ?  In  the  first 
renewal  of  the  tax,  the  exemptions  re- 
mained the  same.  In  every  subsequent 
renewal  of  the  Property-tax  foreigners 
were  exempted ;  and  by  the  acts  of  every 
succeeding  Government  they  were  led  to 
form  the  just  expectation  that  they  would 
be  protected  against  any  future  legislation, 
as  they  had  been  against  any  previous  pro- 
visions. He  felt  more  strongly  persuaded 
than  ever  that  the  Tiews  of  bis  noble 


Friend  were  founded  in  justice  and  sound 
policy;  and  he  was  peculiarly  strength- 
ened in  this  when  he  recollected  the  enor- 
mous mass  of  British  capital  which  was 
invested  in  foreign  funds,  and  which  was 
dependent  altogether  upon  the  conduct  of 
foreign  governments.  To  place  the  argu- 
ment upon  no  higher  ground  than  that  of 
mere  selfish  expediency  and  prudent  po- 
licy, he  must  say  it  appeared  to  him  that 
nothing  could  be  more  unwise  than  to  dis- 
regard the  recommendations  of  his  noble 
Friend.  At  anterior  times  anterior  Par- 
liaments and  Governments  had  been  very 
scrupulous  as  to  imposing  taxes  upon  fo- 
reigners, and  he  confessed  that  he  could 
not  understand  how  they  should  be  less 
scrupulous  now,  when  the  matter  in  ques- 
tion was  merely  a  miserable  sum  of  from 
20,000Z.  to  30,000/.  a  year ;  it  could  not 
amount  to  more.  These  considerations, 
then,  induced  him  to  say,  that  the  more 
he  looked  at  this  part  of  the  subject  the 
more  did  he  view  it  with  extreme  appre- 
hension. It  was  quite  obvious  that  if  the 
arguments  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  were 
to  prevail,  it  would  establish  a  principle 
most  injurious  to  the  British  holders  of  all 
foreign  securities. 

Lord  Brougham  quite  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  that  it  would  be  exceed- 
ingly unwise  to  impose  a  tax  upon  foreign- 
ers. From  the  announcement  of  the  pro- 
position to  the  present  moment,  he  was 
all  along  of  opinion  that  this  part  of  the 
measure  was  not  only  inexpedient  and 
unjust,  but  in  a  very  high  degree  unwise 
and  imprudent ;  and  for  this,  amongst 
other  reasons — that  it  would  give  foreign 
governments  a  handle  for  dealing  in  a 
similar  manner  with  the  funds  of  others. 
It  would  be  but  a  very  trifling  addition  to 
the  revenue,  while  it  would  do  an  injury  to 
British  interests  so  manifest  and  so  irre- 
parable, that  no  substantial  argument 
could  be  raised  in  its  favour.  He  found 
it  hardly  possible  to  touch  upon  those 
topics  without  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  sum  which 
British  subjects  had  invested  in  the  foreign 
funds  was  infinitely  greater  than  that  which 
foreigners  had  in  the  English  funds ;  he 
therefore  hoped  that  the  subject  would  be 
well  and  carefully  considered  before  it  was 
too  late;  he  earnestly  hoped  that  those 
who  had  the  management  of  the  bill  in 
another  place  would  torn  their  attention 
to  the  subject,  for  when  it  came  up  to  their 
Lordships'  House  it  would  be  too  late  to 
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mtke  a  change  in  any  of  its  clauses.  He 
^reed  to  tba  measure  of  an  Income-tax 
with  the  utmost  possible  reluctance^  but 
be  entertained  a  decided  objection  to  it 
accompanied  by  the  present  provision ;  if, 
ibeoy  it  came  to  them  from  the  other 
House  unchanged  in  this  particular,  their 
Lordships  would  have  do  alternative;  they 
must  either  throw  out  a  necessary  mea- 
sure, or  they  must  agree  to  the  unwise  and 
unjust  course  of  taxing  foreigners.  He 
should  not  trouble  their  Lordships  any 
further  than  to  expreu  an  earnest  hope 
that  the  ooasiderations  which  had  been 
Ui^ged  upon  this  point  would  have  their 
due  weight  in  the  proper  quarter. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklaw  contended,  that 
as  to  this  tax,  there  was  no  difference  be- 
Iwean  British  subjects  and  foreigners* 
When  the  latter  derived  profit  from  invest- 
ing money  in  the  British  funds,  there  ap- 
peared to  be  no  reason  whatever  why  they 
should  not  assist  in  bearing  their  fair  share 
of  the  public  burdens.  It  was  quite  true 
that  this  impost  was,  generally  speaking, 
a  war  tax,  and  it  also  happened  that  in 
time  of  war  it  was  the  practice  of  foreign- 
ers to  invest  a  smaller  amount  of  money 
in  the  British  funds  than  in  time  of  peace ; 
but  to  him  it  appeared  that  thoaa  subjects 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  mat- 
ter— nothing,  at  least.that  should  influence 
the  decisions  of  Parliament.  One  con- 
sideration which  he  was  sure  must  be  ob- 
vious to  every  noble  Lord  was  this,  that 
if  foreigners  were  exempted  a  door  would 
be  opened  to  fraud  ;  for  Englishmen  resi- 
ding in  other  countries,  or  even  at  home, 
might  invest  money  in  the  English  funds 
in  the  names  of  foreigners,  and  pro  tanto 
there  would  be  a  diminution  of  loss  on  all 
sales  to  foreigners.  It  was  said,  that  if  we 
laid  a  tax  of  this  nature  upon  foreigners 
the  governments  of  other  countries  might 
retaliate.  That  was  an  argument  which 
with  him  had  no  sort  of  weight*  If  fo- 
reign governments  wanted  taxes  they  would 
not  hesitate  to  lay  them  on,  without  the 
slightest  reference  to  British  interests. 
For  his  part,  he  thought  the  proposed  ar- 
rangement an  act  of  justice,  and  he 
thought,  that  as  the  bill  had  proceeded  so 
far  as  it  had  done,  it  was  not  likely  to  be 
altered. 

Lord  Brougham  did  not  refer  to  the 
probability  of  foreigners  following  our  ex- 
ample to  the  letter— they  might  not  retort 
upon  us  by  an  exact  imitation  of  what  we 
bad  doi^e,  but  unfortunately  human  nature 


was  so  constituted  that  one  act  of  injus- 
tice frequently  led  to  the  perpetration  of 
another  in  another  direction. 

The  Duke  of  Newcastle  was  inclined 
to  think  that  an  Income-tax  was  not  alto- 
gether necessary,  but  then  this  was  not 
the  proper  time  to  go  into  that  argument 
He  thought  that  our  financial  difficulties 
might  be  remedied  without  the  imposition 
of  this  tax,  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the 
Government  could  see  that  it  was  advisable 
to  abandon  it,  because  he  was  persuaded 
that  it  would  be  injurious  to  the  best  inte- 
rests of  the  country.  He  objected  also  to 
the  other  measures  which  the  Government 
had  introduced,  for  they  bad  adopted  the 
principle  of  free-trade— a  principle  to 
which  he  had  almost  all  his  life  objected. 
He  objected  to  Lord  Liverpool's  Govern- 
ment, when  it  introduced  a  similar  mea^ 
sure,  because  he  thought  it  was  a  tax 
which  it  would  be  unwise  to  put  into  the 
hands  of  any  Minister,  whoever  he  might 
be,  and  because  it  was  one  the  conse- 
quences of  which  the  country  could  not 
foresee.  If  it  could  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  any  Minister,  he  was  of  opinion 
it  could  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
present  Minister ;  but  still  be  thought  it 
ought  not  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
any  Minister  whatever.  He  thought  it 
would  not  have  been  honest,  as  an  oppor- 
tunity presented  itself,  if  he  had  not  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  on  the  subject.  Agree- 
ing in  all  other  things  with  the  present 
Government,  and  sincerely  wishing  that  it 
might  conduct  the  affairs  of  the  country 
with  every  advantage  and  success— but  as 
the  whole  experiment  in  our  present  cir- 
cumstances was  so  new,  and  in  his  view  so 
fearful— >he  could  not  help  expressing  this 
warning,  and  imploring  the  Government 
to  do  something  which  would  avoid  the 
necessity  of  imposing  on  the  country  a 
measure  which  would  not  be  conducive  to 
its  interests^  though  those  who  brought  it 
forward  most  unquestionably  thought 
it  would. 

Viscount  JfeZioume:  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  into  the  general  question  which 
has  just  been  broached  by  the  noble  Duke, 
and  which,  in  a  short  time,  must  come  re- 
gularly before  the  House.  But  for  this 
motion,  which  has  been  made  by  my 
noble  Friend,  I  cannot  refrain  from  ex- 
pressing my  sincere  agreement  in  every 
part  of  it.  On  the  ground  of  justice,  I 
must  hold,  that  if  foreigners  place  their 
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hrei^cb  of  ji|«tice  to  eiaqt  from  them  a 
ifix,  in  returo  for  the  advantage  und  pro- 
tection which  th^y  receivq.  At  the  same 
|ime|  they  only  receive  advantage  and 
protection  in  respect  of  their  property; 
they  dp  ^lot  receive  the  protection  and 
advantage  which  a  native  of  this  country 
receives  from  the  general  Governmenti 
and»  therefore,  it  may  be  doubted  whether 
it  is  fftir  tq  call  upon  thf  m  for  an  equal 
cofftribution,  A|  to  |h^  policy  and  ex- 
pediency of  imposing  this  duty*  on  them, 
in  tb^  present  state  of  the  country,  and 
ii)  the  present  state  of  the  world,  1  hold 
the  opinion — the  settled  opinioR — that  it 
vould  b^  both  ioipqlitic  and  inexpedient. 
The  Doble  Earl  says^  that  it  would  be 
DO  breach  of  faith  with  foreigners,  because 
no  expectation  had  been  held  out  to  them. 
From  the  proceedings  on  former  occa- 
sions— from  the  general  concurrency  in 
exempting  foreigners  from  this  tax — from 
the  course  that  the  country  has  hitherto 
favourably  pursued— a  general  and  rea- 
so^^bla  expectation  mi^^st  of  necessity 
have  been  produced  throughout  all  fo- 
reign countries  that  the  same  courfie 
woul4  be  pursued  in  all  similar  cii^cum- 
stances.  There  is  hardly  any  question  on 
which  tbf  re  has  beep  such  a  concurrence 
of  authority,  as  on  this  queftion  qf  an 
exemption  of  foreigners  from  this  tax. 
It  was  formerly  more  than  oqce  prot 
posed  ^hat  they  should  be  included,  and 
that  proposition  i^as  brought  forward  by 
men  of  consideiable  talent,  weight,  and 
ability  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
i^ent.  It  was  objected  to  by  every 
financial  authority  of  that  time — it  was 
objected  to  by  Mr,  Rose,  by  Mr.  Hus- 
kissoD,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  Mr. 
Long,  the  late  Lord  Farnborough,  coin- 
cided in  their  opinion.  I  say,  my  Lords, 
that  there  was  a  singular  concurrence  of 
opinion  upon  the  wisdom  aiid  policy  of 
that  exemption^  and  I  do  now  asli^ 
your  Lordships  whether^  in  the  present 
state  of  the  worlds  it  is  wise  or  prudent 
to  take  with  respect  to  foreigners,  a 
more  niggardly — a  harsher — course  than 
was  taken  before?  I  wisl\  to  ask  the 
Government  whether  it  be  good  policy 
to  do  that  with  respect  to  foreigners 
now,  which  you  did  not  do  with  respect 
to  them  then?  Are  the  feelings  of 
Europe  in  general  so  very  favourable,  are 
they  so  willing  to  be  conciliated,  that  it  is 
wise  to  do  that  which  must  necessarily 
bavo  a  contrary  tendency  ?  We  are  going 


to  ixj  It  pr^ttv  large  experiment  with  re- 
gard to  our  cfuties  on  importation,  with  it 
view  of  extending  our  own  trade«  One 
great  benefit  which  we  expect,  is  recipro- 
city from  foreign  nations.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  fes^r  that  this  point  of  reciprocity 
is  the  weakest  p^rt  of  our  cfise,  I  nm 
afraid  that  is  the  point  on  which  w^  ought 
to  enterte^in  the  least  sanguine  expecta- 
tion^; but  I  a^yi  is  it  wise  to  dg  thftt 
which  must  necessarily  pro^uc^  th^  fq^T 
ing  that  foreigners  are  to  be  tref^ted  worsD 
now  than  they  were  ip  former  times  ?  No 
doi)bt,  the  reasons  which  induced  the  ex-» 
eroption  on  former  occasions  were  cor^ 
rectly  stated  by  my  noble  Friend.  Wq 
know  very  well  tbett  the  great  contulsip^ 
which  had  taken  place  on  the  continent. 
l}ad  brought  a  great  deal  of  foreign  cepit^I 
into  this  country,  and  that  many  grei^t 
capitalists  derived  their  first  connection 
with  our  funds,  and  the  pecuniary  coq« 
cerns  pf  this  country  from  that  source. 
Though  there  are  no  couyulsions  of  that 
nature  at  present  on  the  Continent,  i^ 
there  nothing  in  the  money  markets  of 
thet  world  at  present — in  the  speculatiomi 
of  other  couutries — in  the  insecurity  of 
property  which  prevails  in  other  pa^ta  of 
the.  world,  (to  which  I  do  not  inore  parti<« 
cularly  advert) — which  may  make  it  in  the 
highest  degree  wis.e  not  to  discourage  fo- 
reign countries  from  taking  advantage  of 
the  security  which  1  trust  belongs  to 
the  financial  institutions  of  this  country  I 
On  all  Hhese  grounds  I  cannot  but  say 
that  I  do  regret  the  course  taken  by 
the  present  Government,  and  that  I 
should  be  extremely  desirous  to  see  it  re- 
considered. 

Lord  Wharwiliffe  ^id,  that  there  were 
circumstances  in  foro^er  times  which  Qi^de 
it  inexpedient  to  impose  this  tax  on  fo- 
reigners^ but  those  circumstances  did  not 
exist  at  present.  The  noble  Marquese 
opposite  said,  that  they  ought  not  to  ta,x 
foreigners  on  account  of  the  immense 
atuount  of  British  capitel  invested  in  fov 
reign  funds.  He  must  confess,  however, 
that  that  argument  had  little  weight  in  his 
mind  i  for  if  persons  were  to  invest  their 
money  in  foreign  funds,  they  must  take 
their  chance  as  to  the  regulations  which 
might  be  made  by  the  countries  with 
which  they  werie  dealing.  With  resoect 
to  the  general  question  which  bad 
been  raised  by  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Newcastle),  it  appeared  to  him 
(Lord  Wharn^lig^^  Aayl^gii^ot 


471 


Bribery  at 


{LORDS} 


Electioni, 


474 


a  proper  occaiion  to  enter  into  that  dis- 
cussion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bribery  at  Elections.]  Lord 
Brougham^  in  mo? iog  that  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  a  committee  on  the  Bribery 
at  Elections  Bili^  said  that,  as  he  had 
more  than  once  stated  its  objects  and  pro- 
visions^  he  should  now  be  extremely  short, 
and  he  should  simply  state,  that  he  had 
great  doubt  whether  he  ought  to  carry 
his  measure  beyond  those  committees  for 
which  it  was  originally  framed,  in  conse- 
quence  of  what  had  recently  occurred 
elsewhere,  and  which  appeared  in  the 
votes  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
His  6rst  impression  was,  that  they  ought 
to  leave  the  measure  as  it  was  originally 
framed,  and  that  they  ought  to  leave  it  to 
the  House  of  Commons  to  make  the  addi- 
tion which  they  considered  necessary.  He 
was^  however,  now  disposed  to  add  those 
words  which  would  embrace  the  com- 
mittees of  the  same  nature  which  ap- 
peared to  have  been  appointed  by  the 
other  House  of  Parliament — namely,  not 
only  committees  to  enquire  into  bribery 
and  corruption  at  particular  elections,  but 
committees  to  inquire  into  any  corrupt 
compromises  which  had  been  made  in  re- 
lation to  those  elections.  He  should  move 
an  amendment  on  this  point,  either  on  the 
bringing  up  of  the  report,  or  on  the  third 
reading.  He  must  now  express  his  hope 
that  the  result  of  the  measure,  and  of  the 
inquiries  which  it  would  cause  to  be  insti- 
tuted, would  be  such  as  to  meet  the  satis- 
faction of  the  country.  One  thing  he  did 
most  earnestly  desire,  and  that  was,  that 
in  the  conduct  of  the  inquiries  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  all  parties  and  all 
persons  would  cordially  and  impartially 
unite.  They  might  depend  on  it  that  it 
was  a  matter  in  which  all  parties  and  all 
persons  had  an  equal,  and  he  might  say 
an  identical  interest.  It  was  not  an  equal, 
but  the  self-same  interest ;  and  he  would 
fain  hope,  in  conducting  these  inquiries — 
of  such  immense  importance,  and  of  such 
very  great  interest  as  he  knew  they  could 
not  fail  to  excite  all  over  the  country — 
anything  like  party  feeling,  or  violence,  or 
personal  motives,  would,  on  all  hands, 
and  by  all  parties,  be  most  studiously  kept 
down  and  avoided. 

Lord  Wharncbffe  said,  that  he  did  not 
rise  to  object  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  motion.    He  wished  merely  to 


suggest  to  him  whether  he  thought  it 
would  be  wise  to  carry  the  measure  to  the 
extent  to  which  he  now  proposed,  after 
the  notice  which  had  appeared  in  the  votes 
of  the  other  House. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  the  other 
House  had  only  begun  this  snbject  after  his 
bill  had  been  read  a  first  time  and  printed. 

Lord  Wharndiffe  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion which  he  wished  to  put  was  this — 
whether  the  other  House  would  not  think 
that  their  Lordships  were  interfering  with 
matters  which  specially  belonged  to  the 
House  of  Commons  to  decide — namely, 
the  election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Par- 
liament? He  merely  threw  out  this  in 
order  that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
might  consider  what  aspect  his  bill  might 
have  in  the  other  House. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  his  bill  did 
not  at  all  interfere  with  election  matters. 
It  was  merely  an  interference  with  the  law 
touching  bribery,  and  the  perjury  which 
might  be  committed  in  election  committees 
of  the  other  House,  which  was  decidedly 
a  breach  of  the  law  though  committed  in 
committees  of  the  other  House.  He  was 
desirous  of  including  the  subject  of  cor- 
rupt compromises,  because  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  convenience  to  the  other  House 
to  do  so.  If  the  bill  went  down  with  that 
provision,  it  would  enable  the  House  of 
Commons  at  once  to  deal  with  the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  Wkkhw  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  House  of  Commons  could 
imagine  that  this  bill  infringed  on  its  pri- 
vileges. It  only  showed  the  anxiety  of 
their  Lordships  to  co-operate  in  putting 
down  one  of  the  greatest  evils  which  now 
existed,  and,  which,  in  itself,  was  a  fright- 
ful source  of  immorality  and  perjury.  He 
thought  that  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
the  constituency  of  the  country  generally, 
ought  to  feel  grateful  to  his  noble  and 
Learned  Friend  for  having  brought  for- 
ward this  measure.  He  rose,  however, 
principally  to  say,  that  he  did  not  consider 
that  the  amendment  which  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  intended  to  propose  would 
be  an  improvement. 

Lord  Campbell  would  co-operate  cor- 
dially, candidly,  and  zealously,  with  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  in  any  attempt 
to  put  down  the  alarmine  amount  of  bri- 
bery which  was  so  much  and  so  justly 
deplored.  At  the  same  time,  he  had  little 
expectation  of  any  good  from  this  bill,  and 
he  had  been  rather  disappointed,  that  with 
hi.  great  talenu  inje|^|j|ti^(l,^g|^ 
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and  learned  Friend  had  not  produced 
something  more  likely  to  prove  effectual. 
The  bill  could  do  no  harm,  and,  therefore, 
be  supported  it;  but  that  it  could  produce 
any  great  good,  he  was  not  sangaioe 
enough  to  hope.  It  had  been  said,  that  it 
would  not  apply  to  election  committees, 
and  one  of  his  objections  to  the  bill  was, 
that  it  would  not  give  power  to  election 
committees  to  examine  csndidates  and 
sitting  Members,  and  all  persons  coming 
before  them.  Another  objection  to  the  bill 
wa8>  that  it  would  not  operate  in  a  com- 
pulsory manner  on  witnesses,  nor  com- 
pel them  to  gi?e  the  evidence  required  of 
them.  This  omission,  he  understood,  was 
intentional,  on  the  ground  that  a  witness 
might  object  to  answer  a  question  which 
if  it  did  not  positively  incriminate  him, 
might  degrade  his  character  by  forcing 
him  to  confess  to  the  commission  of  prac- 
tices that  society  condemned.  It  might  be 
very  well  not  to  force  witnesses  to  give  tes- 
timony that  might  have  the  effect  of  de- 
grading them ;  but  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen's 
Bench,  would  bear  him  out  when  he  said, 
that  socb  was  not  the  practice  of  the 
courts  of  law,  where  men  were  not  only 
liable  to  be  called  on  to  answer  ques- 
tions, that  might  subject  them  to  censure, 
but  also  those  that  might  expose  them  to 
punishment.  The  bill  sent  op  last  June 
compelled  the  candidate  and  the  sitting 
Member  to  give  evidence,  and  that  was  the 
only  effectual  way  to  prevent  bribery,  for 
by  that  means  only  could  they  ascertain 
whether  a  man  was  returned  by  a  fair 
election  or  by  improper  practices.  It  was 
only  by  rendering  bribery  unavailing  that 
they  could  hope  to  succeed  in  putting  it 
down,  and  only  by  compelling  a  witness  to 
answer,  and  indemnifying  him  against  the 
consequences,  would  they  ever  be  able  to 
get  at  the  truth.  The  bill  sent  up  last  June 
contained  a  provision  compelling  sitting 
Members  and  agents  to  answer  questions. 
If  a  party  bribed  a  borough,  he  might  de- 
feat inquiry,  without  such  a  compulsory 
power,  indemnifying  the  agents :  whereas, 
under  this  bill,  a  party  migiit  answer  or 
not,  as  he  pleased.  The  second  clause  in 
the  bill  was  somewhat  extraordinary;  it 
gave  to  either  House  of  Parliament  a 
power  of  pardoning — a  power  quite  new. 
A  committee  of  either  House  might  report 
in  favour  of  a  person  who  had  not  been 
eramined,  but  whose  name  had  been  men- 
tioaedy  but  who  had  made  no  disclosure, 


and  that  person  might  be  allowed  to  go 
scot-free.  This  power  seemed  to  him  to 
be  quite  unconstitutional,  and  likely  to  be 
much  better  exercised  by  the  Crown  than 
by  either  House  of  Parliament.  For  these 
reasons  he  thought  that  the  bill  would  be 
ineffectual,  and  he  recommended  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  to  exert  his  talents 
in  framing  a  measure  of  a  more  extensive 
nature.  At  the  same  time,  if  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  believed  the  bill  would 
do  any  good,  and  was  likely  to  be  adopted 
by  the  other  House,  he  had  no  wish  to 
oppose  it. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  if  the  bill  had 
contained  a  provision  for  compelling  per- 
sons to  answer,  it  would  undoubtedly  have 
given  the  measure  a  more  efficient  cha- 
racter ;  but  he  entertained  the  greatest  re- 
pugnance to  introducing  such  a  provision. 
Let  their  Lordships  see  how  the  present 
measure  worked ;  if  greater  powers  were 
wanted.  Parliament  might  be  applied  to 
for  them.  He  would  state  at  once  his 
objection  to  a  compulsory  clause.  If  the 
natural  feelings  of  mankind  ran  so  counter 
to  a  compulsion,  that  they  considered  that 
a  witness,  if  put  upon  his  oath,  was  not  to 
accuse  himself,— if  a  man  so  examined 
felt  that  it  was  not  a  fair  mode  of  ques- 
tioning him,  that  it  was  rather  a  tyrannical 
proceeding,  and  almost  amounted  to  tor- 
ture, compelling  him  to  become  his  own 
accuser,— if  men's  minds  were  so  imbued, 
depend  upon  it  if  the  power  of  compulsion 
were  bestowed,  he  would,  in  self-defence 
(glossing  it  over  in  this  manner  in  his  own 
mind),  commit  the  still  more  grievous 
crime  of  perjury.  With  this  view  of  the 
matter  he  had  abstained  from  introducing 
such  a  power. 

Bill  went  through  a  committee. 

Bill  reported. 

Lord  Brougham  gave  notice,  that  on 
the  third  reading  he  should  move  the  in- 
sertion of  these  words,  "  or  any  corrupt 
compromises  in  the  case  of  any  elections.'* 
He  also  moved  that  the  third  reading 
should  take  place  on  the  next  day. 

Viscount  Canterbury  said,  he  would  sug- 
gest to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  l>etter  to  omit  this 
amendment,  as  the  House  of  Commons 
had  already  indicated  its  intention  of  taking 
some  steps  on  the  subject  of  these  com- 
promises. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  his  only  ob- 
ject was  to  make  the  bill  ancillary  to  the 
inquiry  of  the  other  ,|ou|g^^P(a^pgt. 
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dicMer,  aaA  Rhuabon,  in  Watet,  Cor  the  Repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws.— By  Mr.  Miles,  ftom  Sheptcm  MaUeC  agatml 
the  New  Poor-law  System.— By  an  han.  Memlierl  ftom 
Cteim,  King^  County,  i^ainst  the  Pishaies  Bill.— Prom 
the  Inooipoiated  lYades  of  Bdinbaish,  ftar  faniMMi^  l 
Tax  on  Real  Property,  and  for  the  Refeetimi  of  the  In- 
come-tax.~From  St.  Andrew's,  Holbom,  and  St  MaryH. 
Lambeth,  for  Redemption  of  Tolls  on  Hi«  Utetrapotttan 
Bridges.— From  Prisonen  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Piteon, 
against  the  Lords*  Amendments  to  the  Queen's  Prison 
BilL— From  Blackburn.  Wakefield,  and  other  places, 
agafaist  the  Turnpike  Roads  BUL— nom  the  Poet  of  Bftt- 
hunt.  New  Brunswick,  against  the  Commeraal  Reitanns. 
—From  the  Deaneries  of  Powder,  and  Pyder.  for  Amend- 
ment of  the  Law  of  Tithes.— From  Clutton  Union.  t6t 
Rating  Ownen  of  Cottages  In  ilea  of  Oodupias.— Fram 
H.  Warburton.  Esq..  fbr  Inquiry  into  the  iMte  Election 
for  Bridport.— From  F.  T.  Roberts.  Esq..  complaining  of 
the  late  Election  fbr  Brighton.— From  Stourbridge,  for 
Exempting  Institutions  for  Adult  Instruedon  ftom  piy- 
ment  of  Rates  and  Taxes. 

Bridport  Election  — Mr.  Warbur- 
TON.p  Mr.  C.  BuUer  said,  he  rose,  ac- 
cording to  notice,  to  present  the  petition 
of  his  Friend,  Mr.  Henry  Warburton, 
detailing  the  circumstances  of  the  late 
Election  for  the  Borough  of  Bridport,  to- 
gether with  the  causes  of  the  compromise 
then  entered  into,  and  the  consequent 
resignation  of  his  seat.  He  had  given 
notice  to  the  two  sitting  Members,  on 
Wednesday,  that  h^  intended  to  present 
the  petitioh  yesterday,  and  that,  on  this 
dby,  he  should  discuss  that  petition,  and 
that  he  should  then  request  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  fbr  Bath  to  include  Bridport  in  hi§ 
committee  of  inquir?.  There  being  no 
House  yesterday,  it  was  impossible  fof 
him  to  present  the  petition,  and  he  could, 
therefore,  now  only  present  the  petition, 
without  taking  a  Vote  upon  it,  as  it  was 
impossible  to  take  a  rote  upon  a  petition 
of  which  the  House  had  no  knowledge, 
but  he  should  do  so  the  first  opportunity 
after  Whitsuntide.  He  should,  With  that 
riew,  conclude  by  moving,  that  the  petition 
of  Mr.  Warburton  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
hon.  Members,  and  circulated  during  the 
holidays.  On  the  present  occasion » he  would 
only  detain  the  House  by  a  short  statement 
of  the  facts  detailed  in  the  petition.  Before 
he  did  that,  he  would,  however,  remark, 
that  the  petitioner  complained  that  the 
resignation  of  the  seat  by  him,  had  been 
the  subject  of  comments  very  prejudicial 
and  injurious  to  his  character,  and  more 
particularly  so  in  the  course  of  a  speech 
delivered  by  one  of  her  Majesty's  princi- 
pal Recretaries  of  State  (Sir  J.  Graham)  at 
a  public  dinner  given  at  a  tovfn  in  ihe 
same  county  as  that  from  whenceJlu^a|^i%. 


He  would,  however,  bow  loi  his  noble 
Friend'ft  instinetive  sense  of  what  was 
likely  to  happen  there,  and  would  witb« 
draw  his  notice. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  tttne« 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 

Friday^  May  13,  1842. 

lliNirrtB.]  BiLU.  P^bOe.-^f^'  l>uiiitlmient  of  Death 
(Ireland). 

Itiported.'-'DyxhXm  Police. 
8*-  and  passed ;— Bribery  at  fiteetiohs. 
Received  the  Royal  Aseetu, — Exchequer  Bills  i  SiM|i  Da* 
ties  I>nwbaclc  i  Tfanber  Ships  t  Victoria  Parle  {  Knights- 
bridge  and  kennngton  Opening ;  Pi^ish  Property. 
Private.— I*-  Yarmouth  and  Nonricfa  Railway  t  Dnndte 
and  Arfaraatfa  Railiiay. 

9*-  Khigtoo  Roads;  Ferry-bridge  and  Borough>bridge 
Road. 

S^-  and  {Mised  t— Bristol  rtoating  Docki  EUesmers  and 
Chester  Canal :  Equitable  Gss  t  Saundersfoot  Railway. 
Received  the  Royai  Aetent. — Birmingham  and  Livcrpcol 
Junction  Clinal  t  Granton  Pier  (I^o.  2) ;  Great  Torring- 
tan  Market;  W«BtoD.sd|ier-Mare  Improrement;  Liver- 
pool Paring  and  Sewerage;  Cottenham  Drainage;  Nor- 
thern Coal  Minbig  Company;  Glasgow  and  Redbum- 
bridge  Road;  Witt*S  Estate ;  Ciitlerigg  and  Derwentwater 
Indosure;  Kingselefe  Indosnre;  Buckland  lochmiie; 
MievilkTs  Divoroe;  Plervllle'S  Naturalisation;  BenecWs 
Naturalisation ;  Birmingham  and  Derby  Junction  Rail- 
Way  ;  Bolton  imd  Pfreston  Rtflwaf ;  Stahhope  and  Tytie 
Railway ;  Sheffield,  Ashbn*ander-Lyne,  and  Manchester 
Railway:  Great  North  of  England  (Cbrence and  Hartle- 
pool) Railway;  Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union 
Railway  I  Olaagow,  Pidsfey,  Klhnttnocki  and  Ayr  Rill, 
wfey;  Severn  Narration. 

Adjourned  to  May  20lh. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday t  May  13,1842. 

MflNvna.]  BiLHh  Pidbr.>-Rsp0f«erf.— Drainage  (Irtf* 
land) ;  Excise  Duties  Compoands ;  Australia  and  New 
Zealand;  Parish  Constables. 

0*-  and  ptMiBdt-^inta  and  Reeovcries  (Wales  and  Che. 
ridre). 

Prftw/tf.— 9*'  Leeds  Improvement;  Tadeaster  Road; 
Lough  Foyle  Drainage. 

Jb|wrtol.'-Wtcklow  Hailwur;  Bioitfidnl  Gas;  Faver- 
sliam  Navigation ;  Aberdeenshire  Roads;  South  Metro- 
politan Gas ;  City  of  Gla%;ow  Life  Assurance  and  Rever- 
sionary Coihpany. 

S*-  tad  pMsed  :-^Forth  and  Clyde  Navigation ;  Dundee 
and  Arbroath  Railway ;  Drqgheda  Harbour ;  Guarantee 
Society;  Liverpool  Htelth  of  Towns  and  Buildlugs 
RqgttlatioOk 

PottTfOfiB  PandirraD.  By  Mr.  Plomptre,  and  Captain 
Boldeio,  ftom  St  Luke*s,  Chelsea.  Chippenham,  Read- 
ing, Glaigow,  and  Edinburgh,  against  Travelling  on  the 
SMbbath.  And  fbr  the  Belter  Ofaaervanoe  of  the  Sabbath.-. 
By  Lord  J.  Rosiell,  and  Sir  J.  Hanmer,  from  London,  Li- 
verpool, and  Hull,  against  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Rope 
and  ConUige.— nom  Thomhill,  tot  ftiither  LlmiUdg  the 
Uibont  of  Yonng  Persons  in  Factoiles^^From  AyleSbury, 
and  HHchin,  egainst  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Importations 
Of  Caltk  and  Meat— Prom  Dorchester,  Blakeney,  etc., 
against  fttrtller  <Grant  to  Maynootli,  and  atao  for  Inquiry 
loto  the  System  of  Instruction.— From  Stourbridge*  and 
Wigan,  for  Equality  of  Civil  Rights  for  Roman  Catholics. 
— Frwn  Cattleder^  Union,  for  SupprMsion  of  Mendicancy 
llrftluld).— By  ri^taln  Rous,  fhim  Baot  and  Shoemakm 
of   WHimlKiter,  against  the  IrajportStidn  of  Forrign 
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tioti  emanftted  Mr.  Warburton  stated, 
that  ID  1826,  wlien  he  stood  for  the 
borough  of  Bridport,  it  was  the  custom  for 
the  successful  candidate  to  pay^  twelve 
months  after  the  election,  10/.  to  each 
roter,  under  the  denomination  of  head- 
money  :  no  previous  promises  were  made, 
but  it  was  understood,  that  the  successful 
candidate  was  bdund  to  pay  this  money  ; 
the  petitioner  states,  that  2,000/.  were 
paid  in  this  way,  af^er  his  first  election. 
That  there  Was  the  same  understanding  at 
every  subsequent  election.  That  after 
the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  it  was  re- 
solved in  the  borough,  that  head-money 
sboiild  not  thereafter  continue  to  be  paid, 
two  persons  only  dissenting  from  that  ar* 
rangement ;  but  that,  if  it  should  appear, 
that  seme  of  the  poorer  electors  had  still 
been  guilty  of  bribery  in  this  way,  the 
petitioner  noped,  that  they  would  not  be 
judged  of  too  severely  on  that  account,  but 
that  their  general  conduct,  in  other  re- 
spects, would  be  considered.  He  stated^ 
that  the  usual  expenses  of  the  election, 
were  from  1,500/.  to  1,700/.,  of  whieh, 
100/.  consisted  of  the  cost  of  dinners  after 
the  election^  and  490/.  for  the  expenses  of 
the  processions.  That  he  was  assured  by 
his  agents,  that  the  expenses  paid  were 
only  the  usual  expenses,  and  that  large 
sums  were  paid  for  breakfasts  at  the  elec* 
tion.  That  Mr.  Mitchell  became  a  can- 
didate at  the  last  election ;  and  that  from 
some  correspondence  which  the  petitioner 
saw,  he  understood  the  friends  of  Mr. 
Mitchell  expressed  their  determination  to 
carry  that  election  by  bribery,  if  other 
means  feiled ;  and  that  if  open  inquiry  be 
granted,  this  fact  could  be  proved.  The 
petitioner  states  further,  that  Mr.  Mitchell 
stood,  and  was  returned;  that  bribery 
did  take  place,  not  with  the  congnizance 
of  tlie  petitioner,  but  under  the  direction 
of  Mr.  Mitchell  or  his  agents;  that  Mr. 
Hutchinson  was  one  of  Mr.  Mitchell's 
agents,  to  whom  the  petitioner's  agent  paid 
cerlain  sums  of  money ;  and  tne  peti- 
tioner admits,  that  without  any  interfer- 
ence of  his  own,  he  was  mixed  up  in  the 
transactiofi  in  a  way  which  compromised 
his  seat  ?  but,  he  urges,  that  as  the  bribery 
was  conduct^  by  Mr.  Mitchell  and  his 
agents,  it  was  that  Gentleman  who  ought. 
in  justice,  to  have  resigned  his  seat,  and 
not  the  petitioner }  but  that  after  the 
|)etiti6n  was  presented  against  the  return, 
m  petitioners,  not  finding  that  Mr. 
Mitchell  was  inclined  to  resign,  intimated 
tti  Mr.  Cochrane,  the  petitioned  and  th^ 


Mr,  Warhufton, 
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tinsuccessful  candidate  at  the  electidn,  thdt 
he,  the  petitioner  (Mr.  Warburton),  would 
resign,  if  Mr.  Mitchell  did  not,  before  the 
expiration  of  the  fourteen  days  allowed  for 
presenting  election  petitions.  The  peti- 
tioner  accordingly  accepted  the  Chilterd 
Hundreds  on  the  8th  of  September,  and 
on  the  l7th,  Mr.  Cochrane  was  elected 
without  opposition.  After  the  election,  a 
letter  was  sent  to  the  petitioner,  from  Mr. 
Cochrane's  agent,  acknowledging  the 
highly  honourable  manber  ib  which  he 
(the  petitioner)  had  acted,  ib  reference  to 
the  compact  whidh  had  been  so  entered 
into.  The  petitioner  then  Went  into  a 
minute  history  of  the  transactions  respect- 
ing the  election,  and  subsequently  stated, 
that  Mr.  Warburton's  expenses  at  the  last 
election  had  kmounted  to  2,150/.,  Mr. 
Mitcheirs  to  3,200/.,  and  Mr.  Cochfabe's 
to  a  considerable  sum,  the  exbct  atnount  of 
which  was  unknown  to  the  petitioner. 
The  petitioner  concluded  by  prayihg,  thai 
his  {fetitioh  might  be  referred  to  the  select 
committee  about  to  be  appointed  to  in- 
vestigate similar  compi^mises  which  had 
taken  place  in  refe^nce  to  other  ^llkstiotis, 
before  which  cdmmittee  the  petitioned 
would  be  willing  to  attend,  to  givti  every 
information  in  his  power.  It  Was  his  in^ 
tention  to  move  fhhl  this  petition  fa^ 
printed  With  the  roUfB. 

Mr.  CockraHii  Would  Mdt  then  edfel*  into 
the  particulars  of  what  had  occurred  at 
the  last  Bridport  election;  but  having 
yesterday  received  from  thel  hon«  And 
learned  Member  for  Liskeard  a  note,  BihU 
ing  it  was  his  intention  to  present  the 
petition  that  evening,  he  had  not  antict-' 
pated  that  the  hon.  Member  Woutd  have 
taken  that  opportunity  of  reiidibg  oai 
certain  parts  of  the  petition  affectibg  the 
conduct  of  the  sitting  Members,  without 
bringing  any  niotiob  before  the  Housei  id 
accordance  with  the  prayer  of  the  petitiob; 
His  hon.  Colleague  waS  not  present)  add 
cduld  not  have  anticipated,  that  thd  thhU 
ter  would  have  been  so  Adverted  to.  H6 
would  not  then  enter  intb  any  elcplabaiidn 
with  reference  to  what  had  passed  at  Brid'- 
port  at  the  last  electiob  ;  but  he  f^lt  great 
satisfaction,  that  as  regarded  the  questions 
between  himself  add  Mr.  Warburton,  be 
should  have  ab  opportutiity  next  week  of 
laying  a  statement  fully  before  the  House. 
Aft^r  that  statement  should  hate  been 
made,  he  ielt  satisfied  that  not  eveb  ih^ 
shadow  of  an  iinputatioii  i;auld  rest  ott 
him,  and  that  not  even  the  breath  Of  ilatt- 
der  (^HJd  tarnish  his  chartieteri     If  h«  had 
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acted  at  all  erroneously,  his  error  had 
arisen  from  over-sensitiFeness  and  over- 
regard  for  the  interests  of  Mr.  Warburton. 
If  he  had  acted  as  many  others  would  have 
acted  under  similar  circumstances — if  he 
had  acted  with  a  feeling  of  selfish nesss,  he 
should  not  have  been  subjected  to  the 
great  anxiety  from  which  he  had  suffered^ 
since  he  had  become  the  representative  of 
that  borough.  He  should  avail  himself  of 
an  opportunity  on  Friday  next,  of  laying 
before  that  House  a  full  and  entire  answer 
to  the  petition  which  had  just  been  pre- 
sented ;  in  the  mean  time,  he  would  ex- 
press his  conviction,  that  that  answer 
would  add  to  his  own  character  as  a  Gen- 
tleman and  man  of  honour,  while  he  felt 
assured,  that  it  would  reflect  no  credit 
upon  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  signed 
the  petition. 

Mr.  Mitchell  said,  that  he  had  not  been 
aware  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  to  read  any  portion 
of  the  petition,  and  he  had  not  on  that 
account  taken  care  to  be  present  during  its 
presentation.  He  had  thought  that  the 
petition  would  have  been  presented  in  the 
usual  manner,  and  that  it  would  have  been 
printed  with  the  votes,  in  order  that  every 
hon.  Member  might  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  examining  its  contents.  He  had 
entered  the  House  only  three  minutes  be- 
fore the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
concluded,  and  was  therefore  ignorant  of 
the  allegations  it  contained ;  but,  without 
undertaking  to  answer  the  various  allega- 
tions of  the  petition  on  that  occasion,  he 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  giving  his 
direct  and  positive  denial  of  the  few  woids 
which  he  had  heard,  at  the  end  of  the  ex- 
tracts read  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard,  to  the  effect  that  a  gen- 
tleman of  the  name  of  Hutchinson  had 
acted  as  his  agent  in  spending  his  money 
at  the  election.  To  this  assertion  he  gave 
an  explicit  denial ;  and  he  could  not  help 
expressing  his  surprise  that  Mr.  Warbur- 
ton should  have  condescended  to  make 
that  statement  without  first  ascertaining 
whether  it  was  true  or  false.  With  regard 
to  the  other  allegations  of  the  petition, 
which  he  had  not  heard,  he  should  be  pre- 
pared, when  he  was  made  acquainted  with 
them,  to  give  every  explanation  in  his 
power. 

Mr.  C.  BuUer  had  thought  that  a  peti- 
tion of  this  nature  would  have  been  read 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table.  At  all  events 
the  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  complain  of 
the  course  he  had  taken^  as  he  haa  given  I 


him  an  opportunity  of  denying  a  statement 
which  he  had  declared  to  be  untrue.  He 
would  now  move  that  the  petition  be 
printed  and  circulated  with  the  votes  for 
the  use  of  Members  only,  as  was  usually 
the  course  when  Members  of  that  House 
were  implicated,  and  he  would  give  notice 
that  on  that  day  week  he  should  call  the 
attention  uf  the  House  to  the  subject  of 
the  petition,  and  move  that  it  be  referred 
to  the  committee  which  had  been  ap- 
pointed on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 

Syria— Omar  Pacha.]  Lord  Pa/- 
merslon  rose  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  her  Majesty's  Government  re- 
lating to  Syria.  He  had  been  informed 
within  the  last  few  days  that  accounts 
had  reached  this  country,  stating  that 
Omar  Pacha  whose  conduct  had  been  the 
subject  of  some  discussion  in  that  House 
a  short  time  since,  had  kidnapped  and 
sent  to  Constantinople  either  five  or  seven 
of  the  leading  chiefs  of  the  Druses.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  Government  bad 
received  any  account  of  such  a  transaction. 
There  was  also  another  question  which  he 
was  desirous  of  putting*  but  which  he 
would  refrain  from  asking  on  the  present 
occasion,  from  the  impression  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  feel  justified 
in  answering  it.  He  would,  however, 
venture  to  express  a  hope,  if  the  circum- 
stance to  which  he  bad  alluded  should 
actually  have  happened,  that  the  Gx>- 
vernment  would  find  in  the  nature  of  the 
case  sufificient  grounds  to  justify  them  in 
at  least  exerting  their  good  offices  at  Con- 
stantinople in  favour  of  those  persons  who, 
according  to  report  had  been  thus 
treacherously  removed  from  their  own 
country  and  sent  into  banishment. 
Without,  therefore,  calling  upon  the  Go- 
vernment to  state  the  course  which  they 
intended  to  pursue,  he  wished  to  learn 
from  tbem  whether  they  had  received  in- 
formation detailing  the  occurrences  to 
which  he  had  alluded. 

Sir  R,  Peel  would  give  the  noble  Lord 
the  whole  information  in  the  possession  of 
the  Government.  Shortly  before  the 
sailing  of  the  vessel  which  brought  the  last 
account  from  Syria,  intelligence  had  been 
received  by  our  agents  there,  that  five 
chiefs  of  the  Druses  had  been  apprehended 
by  Omar  Pacha,  g«<Jer,  ,t^t)^)§K5' 
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stances.  They  had  been  invited  to  dine 
with  him,  and  had  accepted  that  invitation, 
their  natural  impression,  of  course,  being 
that  the  Pacha's  disposition  towards  them 
was  friendly.  On  this  occasion  it  was  that 
they  were  apprehended.  From  the  ac- 
counts which  he  had  received,  it  appeared 
that  they  had  not  been  sent  to  Constanti. 
nople  bat  to  Beyrout.  Various  cause  had 
been  assigned  for  this  conduct ;  but,  as 
none  of  them  rested  on  any  solid  founda- 
tion, he  did  not  feel  justified  in  referring  to 
them.  The  fact,  however,  lappeared  to  be 
that  these  chiefs  had  been  apprehended 
by  Omar  Pacha,  with  respect  to  whose 
appointment  he  had  expressed  an  opinion 
the  other  night,  under  the  circumstances 
which  he  had  just  stated.  Of  course  the 
power  of  intervention  in  the  affairs  of  the 
Ottoman  empire  possessed  by  this  country 
must  necessarily  be  limited,  but  he  begged 
to  assure  the  noble^  Lord  that  every  pos- 
sible representation  should  be  made  in 
order  to  induce  the  Turkish  government 
to  do  justice  to  these  injured  individuals. 

Dr.  Bowring  had  understood  a  recom- 
mendation to  have  proceeded  from  this 
country  to  the  Ottoman  Porte,  urging  the 
dismissal  of  Omar  Pacha  from  his  com- 
mand ;  he  wished  to  know  whether  any 
attention  had  been  paid  to  it  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  certainly  from 
communications  which  he  had  received, 
he  was  led  to  suppose  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  Omar  Pacha  would  not  be  perse- 
vered in;  he  had,  however,  received  no 
intelligence  as  to  his  removal.  From 
recent  events  his  former  impression  as  to 
the  impolicy  of  his  appointment  had  been 
confirmed. 

Sabject  at  an  end. 

Nbwcastle-under-Lyme.]  An  Hon. 
Member  moved  that  the  Speaker  do  issue 
a  writ  for  the  election  of  a  burgess  to  serve 
in  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  New- 
castle-under-Lyme,  in  the  room  of  John 
Quincy  Harris  esq.,  whose  election  has 
been  determined  to  be  void. 

Lord  J,  Rugsell  said,  it  was  better  the 
writ  should  l>e  suspended  until  the  evi. 
dence  adduced  before  the  committee  was 
laid  npon  the  Table. 

The  hon.  Member  withdrew  his  motion, 
and  moved  that  the  minutes  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  committee  of  the  New- 
castle-under-Lyme  Election  Petition  and 
of  the  evidence  taken  before  them  be  laid 
before  the  House. — Agreed  to 

VOL.LXIII.    {£S} 


Distress —  Number  OP  Paupers.] 
Mr.  R.  Yorke  begged  leave  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  a  question  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  The  question  he  de. 
sired  to  ask  was,  whether  the  Government 
had  instituted  or  intended  to  institute — 
sanction,  or  intended  to  sanction  —  any 
public  subscription  for  the  relief  of  the 
destitute  districts  of  the  country. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  such  was  un- 
doubtedly the  intention  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  exemplary  patience 
with  which  the  distress  had  been  borne  in 
the  country  generally  had  induced  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  institute  a  public 
subscription  through  the  medium  of  a 
Queen's  letter,  and  he  sincerely  trusted 
that  the  appeal  would  be  generally  re- 
sponded to. 

Captain  Mangles  had  understood  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  his  speech  on  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Act  the  other  evening, 
to  state  that  1,200,000  persons  were  in 
the  receipt  of  relief.  He  wished  to  know 
if  this  were  the  case.  He  wished  also  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  had 
any  objection  to  lay  a  statement  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  which  would  show 
what  proportion  of  those  receiving  relief 
belonged  to  the  agricultural,  and  what 
proportion  belonged  to  the  manufacturing 
classes  of  the  population. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  he  had 
stated  the  entire  number  at  1,072,000» 
exclusive  of  relief  administered  under  local 
acts,  those  receiving  in-door  relief  at 
159,000,  and  those  receiving  out-door  re- 
lief at  913,000.  He  had  no  returns 
showing  the  proportions  required  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

Election  Proceedings.]  Mr.  Roe* 
buck  said,  that  his  desire  in  selecting  a 
committee  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into  the  compromises  entered  into  during 
the  recent  elections  had  been  to  do  justice 
to  all  parties,  and  so  to  frame  the  com- 
mittee that  the  object  of  the  present  in- 
quiry might  not  be. frustrated.  It  had, 
therefore,  been  his  earnest  wish,  to  take 
all  possible  pains  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  all  parties,  and,  if  possible,  so  to 
frame  the  committee,  that  they  should 
command  the  attention  and  consideration 
of  the  House,  and,  through  them,  the 
attention  and  consideration  of  the  country; 
and  he  hoped  that,  acting  on  the  sugg^« 
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tions  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  last 
occasion  when  this  subject  was  under  dis- 
cussion, he  should  be  enabled  to  obtain 
that  result.  Without  further  preface, 
therefore,  he  would  read  to  the  House  the 
names  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  whom  he 
wished  to  place  on  the  committee.  One 
noble  Lord  (Lord  F.  Egerton),  whom  he 
bad  desired  to  include  in  the  number,  had 
been  compelled  to  decline  the  duty  on  the 
ground  of  ill-health.  The  names  were, 
therefore,  Mr.  Bramston,  Mr.  W.  Miles, 
Sir  W.  Heathcote,  the  hon.  W,  S.  Las- 
celles,  Sir  W.  Somervilie,  Mr.  Hawes,  Mr. 
Strutt,  Lord  Worsley,  and  himself. 

Sir  W.  Somervilie  begged  that  his  name 
might  not  be  included  in  the  list,  as  he 
was  already  a  Member  of  the  general  com- 
mittee of  elections,  which,  together  with 
other  duties,  he  feared  would  prevent  him 
from  effectually  discharging  his  duty  as  a 
Member  of  the  committee  now  under  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  Roebttck  hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
whose  services  would  be  peculiarly  valu- 
able, would  not  press  his  objection. 

Sir  W.  Somervilie  consented  to  waive 
his  objection. 

Mr.  M.  Milnes  hoped,  that  no  final 
step  would  be  taken  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, because  he  believed  that  the  result  of 
a  few  days'  consideration  had  been  a  feeling 
that  the  House  had  done  wrong  in  ap- 
pointing a  committee  at  all.  He  believed 
that  the  House  in  granting  this  committee, 
had  been  actuated  simply  by  a  want  of 
moral  courage,  and  every  hour  of  reflec- 
tion since  the  appointment  of  that  com- 
mittee had  strengthened  that  feeling  in  his 
mind.  He  did  not  feel  himself  called 
upon  to  accuse  any  hon.  Member  present 
of  a  want  of  moral  courage  ;  neither  did 
he  accuse  the  Government,  for  it  was  no 
party  question,  or  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
who,  in  his  humble  judgment,  had  ex- 
pressed somewhat  exaggerated  sentiments 
on  the  subject  to  which  this  committee 
had  reference.  He  believed  that  if  this 
committee  should  be  granted,  the  House 
would  enter  upon  a  course  of  which  they 
could  not  foresee  the  end.  He  thought, 
nevertheless,  his  hon.  and  learned,  and, 
he  might  almost  add,  his  gallant  Friend, 
perfectly  right  in  bringing  the  matter  be- 
fore the  House.  Still,  however  just  the 
course  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  be,  he  could  not  view  without  ap- 
prehension the  appointment  of  this  com- 
mittee, the  consequence  of  which  might 


be  to  bold  up  certain  Members  to  public 
obloquy  for  doing  that  which  every  indi- 
vidual whom  he  now  addressed  well  knew 
had  never  hitherto  been  regarded  as  mo- 
fally  or  legally  wrong.  The  committee 
would  be  formed  to  investigate  matters 
which  upon  all  sides  of  the  House  were 
admitted.  He  believed  that  they  were  but 
commencing  a  career  which  would  end  in 
nothing  but  confusion,  ft  would  appear 
that  they  were  speaking  inside  this  House 
in  a  different  tone  to  that  which  charac- 
terised them  outside.  He  believed  that  if 
there  was  proved  to  be  a  great  necessity 
for  this  committee  everything  else  should 
give  way  to  it.  He,  however,  did  not  ad- 
mit the  existence  of  this  necessity.  He 
did  not  admit  that  this  system  of  bribery 
and  corruption  was  by  any  means  so  large 
and  extensive  as  hon.  Members  appeared 
to  think.  If  he  did  admit  this,  he  felt  that 
he  should  also  admit  the  irresistible  con* 
elusion,  which  he  thought  should  naturally 
follow  such  admission,  that  the  people  of 
this  country  were  not  fit  to  have  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  country  confided  to  them, 
and  that  they  had  received  a  gift  which 
they  had  abused;  that  whatever  rights 
had  been  given  to  them  by  the  Reform 
Bill,  bad  been  conferred  on  them  for  their 
detriment,  and  not  for  their  good.  The  mo- 
tion of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Roch- 
dale had  given  notice  was,  in  his  opinion, 
but  a  delusion  and  an  absurdity.  By  the 
appointment  of  this  committee,  the  House 
would  be  saying  that  the  people  of  this 
country  had  abused  every  power  which 
was  confided  to  them  in  the  election  of 
their  representatives ;  that  they  had  been 
grossly  corrupted  because  they  were  ao 
easily  corruptible.  He  believed  that  the 
alleged  increase  of  bribery  and  corruption 
was  simply  owing  to  the  increased  vigi- 
lance which  was  abroad ;  it  was  owing,  he 
believed,  to  the  increased  value  which 
every  man  set  upon  a  seat  in  this  House. 
He  believed  that  this  committee  waa  un- 
called for ;  that  they  were  setting  out  on  a 
wrong  principle  altogether,  because  they 
were  now  endeavouring  to  make  people 
out  of  doors  believe  what  they  did  not  nor 
could  not  believe  themselves.  He  would, 
therefore,  give  every  opposition  in  faia 
power  to  the  appointment  of  this  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  it  was  very  well 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  speak  of  himself, 
but  he  begged  to  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  that  he  beg.n^|i.  j^hh^^^. 
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that  the  whole  House  find  all  persons 
knew  that  these  malpractices  had  been 
committed. 

Mr.  Milnet  begged  the  hon.  Member's 
pardon,  but  he  meant  to  say,  that  the 
House  was  yery  well  aware  of  everything 
with  regard  to  these  arrangements. 

Mr.  Hums  understood  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  argued  against  this  inquiry  alto-* 
gether,  and  founded  his  objections  upon 
the  fact,  that  they  all  knew  already  the 
existence  of  the  evils.  It  appeared,  how- 
ever, that  he  did  not  understand  the  hon. 
Member  correctly.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  objected  to  this  inquiry,  though, 
at  the  same  time,  he  did  not  deny  that  in 
some  instances  bribery  and  corruption  had 
existed.  If  the  hon.  Member  admitted 
so  much,  he  must  also  admit,  that  the 
facts  which  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  must  be  also  believed.  Whatever 
opinion  the  hon.  Member  might  entertain 
of  the  people  of  England,  he  believed  that 
they  were  more  honest  than  the  hon. 
Member  would  lead  us  to  believe.  In  his 
opinion  there  were  no  means  which  would 
prove  so  effectual  in  putting  an  end  to 
these  evils  of  which  they  now  complained 
than  by  largely  extending  the  suffrage, 
and  doing  away  with  the  monopoly  which 
DOW  existed  in  the  franchise.  Let  a  law 
be  passed  which  would  give  every  man 
liable  to  taxation  a  vote  in  the  election  of 
Members  of  that  House*  He  hoped  that 
nothing  would  9top  the  progress  of  the 
present  inquiry. 

Sir  J,  Walsh  did  not  think  he  was  ad- 
dressing himself  to  a  subject  altogether 
beside  the  question  if  he  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  not  only  to  the  extent 
and  importance  of  those  duties,  but  to  the 
change  which  had  been  made  in  the  nature 
of  those  duties,  and  to  the  greater  width 
of  the  objects  which  would  be  given  to 
this  committee  by  the  introduction  of 
certain  words  into  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  at  the  close 
of  the  discussion  on  Monday  night,  of 
which  addition  a  great  part  of  the  House 
was  totally  and  entirely  ignorant.  He 
would  begin  by  saying  that  he  disclaimed 
making  any  charge  of  an  unfair  nature 
againat  the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath.  He  could  perfectly  conceive  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  no 
intention  whatever  to  take  any  advantage 
of  the  House  or  to  make  any  alterations 
in  the  terms  of  his  motion  in  a  furtive  or 
ioe  Bumiisr.    While^  however,  he 
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acquitted  him  of  such  misconduct,  he  was 
then,  as  a  Member  of  this  House^  to  deal 
with  results,  and  consequences,  and  effects, 
and  not  with  intentions.  If,  in  charac. 
terising  such  results,  he  should  apply  any 
terms  too  strong  to  the  subject,  he  begged 
the  House  to  believe,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself,  that  he  would 
do  so  without  any  intention  whatsoever  of 
violating  that  respect  which  was  due  to 
this  House,  and  that  respect  which  he 
should  always  feel  for  the  talents  and 
abilities  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  had  brought  the  question  forward. 
While  saying  this  he  contended  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  did  introduce 
into  the  original  motion  put  into  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Speaker's  hands  most 
important  principles,  and  a  subject  not  at 
all  contemplated  by  the  terms  of  the 
motion  as  it  originally  stood.  £' 'Question"] 

The  Speaker  begged  to  inform  the  hon. 
Baronet,  that  if  it  were  his  intention  to 
move  for  any  alteration  in  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  he 
should  fi;ive  notice  of  such  intention,  when 
it  could  be  discussed  upon  some  future 
occasion.  The  question  which  was  now 
before  the  House  was  one  respecting  the 
names  of  those  hon.  Members  who  should 
form  this  committee,  and  to  that  it  would 
be  necessary  for  the  hon.  Baronet  to  con- 
fine himself.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  had  any 
objection  to  make  to  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  were  already  mentioned  as  those 
who  should  form  this  committee,  the  hon. 
Baronet  could  of  course  state  it. 

Sir  /.  Walsh  could  only  say  that  he 
conceived  the  duties  which  the  committee 
would  have  to  perform  would  necessarily 
be  of  a  most  important  nature,  and,  being 
such,  they  should  he  most  particular  in 
their  selection  of  such  bon.  Members  as 
would  be  coinpetent  to  discharge  those 
duties  with  efficiency.  He  bad  ventured 
to  address  some  observations  to  the  alter- 
ation which  had  been  made  in  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  motion,  but  if 
the  House  should  be  of  opinion  that  the 
consideratbn  of  such  a  subject  did  not 
bear  upon  the  question  now  before  the 
House,  he  should  of  course  defer  to  that 
opinion,  and  take  another  opportunity  of 
pressing  this  point  upon  the  consideration 
of  hon.  Members,  which  he  thought  was 
well  worthy  of  their  attention.  He  was 
therefore  quite  in  the  hands  of  the  House, 
and  he  should  of  course  bow  to  its  de- 
cision. The  connection  which  he  wished 
to  establish  between  the  question  itself,  the 
R2 
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nature  of  the  present  motion,  and  the 
Members  who  should  form  this  committee, 
would,  he  thought,  warrant  him  in  entering 
upon  the  subject  with  which  he  had  com- 
menced his  observations.  He  should  wish 
to  learn  from  the  House  if  he  would  be 
out  of  order  in  continuing  his  observations 
under  those  circumstances.  [**  Question  *'] 
Well,  then,  he  supposed  he  was  to  under- 
stand that  he  could  only  object  to  the 
names  already  pro|)osed  to  form  this  com- 
mittee. He  would  therefore  proceed  by 
saying  that  he  had  an  objection  to  some 
of  the  names  which  were  proposed.  He 
thought  he  could  make  his  objections 
without  mentioning  certain  names,  which 
would  render  the  task  he  undertook  most 
disagreeable  and  invidious.  He  conceived 
that  hon.  Members  might  be  spared  the 
painful  task  of  objecting  to  certain  names 
without  stating  reasons  of  a  personal  and 
invidious  character.  He  was  saying,  that 
in  a  manner  perfectly  unexpected  by  the 
House,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
extended,  considerably,  the  duties  of  this 
committee,  which  rendered  it  necessary 
that  they  should  select  hon.  Members  of 
the  highest  character  for  professional  and 
legal  eminence  to  form  this  committee. 
He  conceived  that  on  all  ordinary  occasions, 
perhaps,  they  should  not  appeal  to  such 
hon.  Gentlemen,  nor  would  they  be  jus- 
tified in  withdrawing  them  from  their 
professional  avocations.  He^  however, 
conceived  that  on  the  present  occasion^ 
considering  the  subject  in  the  aspect  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  placed  it,  they  would  be  perfectly 
justified  in  appealing  to  the  pro- 
fessional Members  of  this  House,  who 
ought  to  lend  their  services  to  a  question 
like  this.  There  was  a  voice  which  once 
commanded  the  universal  attention  of  this 
House — a  voice  that  whenever  its  tones 
were  uttered,  all  those  who  could  appre- 
ciate the  talent  or  admire  the  genius  of  the 
greatest  living  orator  of  the  day,  would 
follow  and  endeavour  to  catch  the  accents 
wherever  they  would  flow.  He  did  hear 
a  certain  noble  and  learned  Lord  not  very 
long  ago  in  commenting  upon  the  composi- 
tion of  election  committees — he  did  hear 
that  distinguished  individual  say,  that  he 
was  surprised  and  he  much  regretted  to 
find  those  great  professional  names  which 
would  have  given  weight  and  effect  to  the 
deliberations  of  any  committee,  and  autho- 
rity to  the  judicial  decisions  of  any  assem- 
bly, were  absent  from  the  lists  of  those 
election  committees.    And  the  noble  and 


learned  Lord,  who,  no  doubt,  well  knew 
his  own  profession,  and  those  liberal  feel- 
ings which  actuated  it,  had  further  said, 
that  whatever  personal  sacrifice  men>  of  the 
highest  professional  ability  would  subject 
themselves,  he  was  certain,  nevertheless, 
that  they  would  be  found  most  willing  and 
desirous  to  contribute  their  ayistance,  if 
it  was  deemed  necessary,  in  the  fulfilment 
and  discharge  of  those  duties,  which,  as 
Members  of  this  House,  they  might  be 
called  upon  to  give.  Having  said  that,  he 
considered  this  was  a  question  of  such  im- 
portance, and  of  such  a  judicial  character, 
the  House,  he  thought,  was  fully  justified 
in  asking  those  Members  of  high  profes- 
sional eminence  to  allow  themselves  to  be 
placed  on  this  committee.  He  now  asked 
if  he  were  out  of  order  if  he  endeavoured 
to  trace  those  duties  which  would  be  im- 
posed on  this  committee,  and  to  show  that 
they  partook  of  a  judicial  character.  From 
the  extended  form  given  to  the  motion  by 
the  alteration  which  had  been  made  in  it, 
it  embraced  objects  of  importance  sufficient 
to  justify  the  House  in  an  appeal  to  pro- 
fessional assistance,  however  eminent.  If 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath,  as  originally  framed  [^cries  of 
•'  Order;"]  he  begged  leave  to  refer  to  the 
original  notice  that  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  given,  which  was  for  a 
committee  to  inquire  into  certain  practices 
connected  with  the  elections  of  certain 
hon.  Members,  and  to  ascertain  whether 
such  practices  were  not  gross  breaches  of 
the  privileges  of  this  House.  That  was  the 
tenor  of  the  first  notice.  The  motion,  how- 
ever, which  was  founded  upon  it  was, — 

'<  Tliat  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether,  in  the  cases  of  the  election 
petitions  presented  to  that  House  from  Not- 
tingham, Heading;,  Harwich,  Lewes,  and  Fal- 
mouth, there  has  not  been  a  corrupt  compro- 
mise entered  into  for  the  purpose  of  withdraw- 
ing from  the  investigations  of  the  committees 
appointed  to  try  the  merits  of  these  petitions 
the  gross  bribery  practised  at  them." 

'  This  was  the  amended  motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  not  the  one 
which  was  first  submitted  from  the  Chair 
of  this  House.  He  contended,  that  this 
involved  a  judicial  inquiry  of  great  im- 
portance, an  inquiry  which  concerned  not 
only  the  honour  and  character  of  several 
Menibers  of  this  House,  but  also  a  judicial 
inquiry  in  which  the  interests,  rights,  and 
privileges  of  those  electors  were  concerned 
who  returned  nine  representatives  to  this 
House.    Was  this  number,  nine,  so  trivial 
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a  part  of  this  House  ?  He  recollected  the 
time  when  upon  the  voice  of  nine  Members 
hung  the  fate  of  the  Ministry.  And  he 
did  not  think  it  impossible  that  in  fifty 
years  hence  the  votes  of  nine  hon.  Members 
of  this  House  might  turn  the  fate  of  the 
monarchy  itself.  As  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  originally  stood, 
it  was  impossible  he  could  ground  upon  it 
his  objection  to  the  issuing  of  the  writ  for 
Nottingham,  or  that  he  could  have  asked 
for  the  suspension  of  that  writ ;  but  it  was 
upon  his  amended  motion  he  did  ground 
fats  objection  to  the  issuing  of  that  writ. 
He  should  remind  the  House  that  it  was  a 
serious  thing  to  move  for  the  suspension  of 
a  writ,  and  nothing  should  justify  such  a 
proceeding,  except  some  very  strong 
grounds  indeed,  and  when  it  was  contem- 
plated to  have  recourse  to  ulterior  legal 
proceedings  against  the  borough  itself. 
The  consequence  he  would  then  draw  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  motion  was 
this,  that  it  was  possible  on  the  report  of 
this  committee  tliat  ulterior  proceedings 
would  be  taken  against  the  borough  of 
Nottingham,  it  was  equally  possible  that 
ulterior  proceedings  would  be  taken  against 
all  the  other  boroughs  mentioned  in  the 
motion.  Therefore,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
House  had  brought  itself  to  this  position. 
It  had  voted  a  committee  which  might  be 
said  to  combine  the  subject  matter  of  five 
election  committees  in  one.  That  was  a 
case  which  required  the  assistance  of  the 
hon.  Members  of  professional  and  high 
legal  character  in  this  House.  He  enter- 
tained the  highest  respect  for  the  Gentle, 
men  appointed  to  serve  on  this  committee, 
and  he  need  not  say  that  he  felt  the 
greatest  respect  for  those  hon.  Friends  of 
his  own  who  were  chosen  from  his  side  of 
the  House.  Yet  he  did  say  that,  though 
they  took  an  occasional  and  highly  credit- 
able part  in  the  deliberations  of  this  House, 
he  did  not  feel,  and  he  said  this  frankly 
and  openly,  that  they  were  sufiiciently  ac- 
quainted with  the  privileges  and  practices 
of  this  House,  nor  had  they  that  legal  and 
professional  knowledge  which  it  was  so  ne- 
cessary they  should  possess  to  have  such 
duties  as  those  entrusted  to  them.  He 
wished  to  make  no  invidious  observations, 
for  a  number  of  his  own  personal  friends 
had  been  selected  to  form  this  committee ; 
but  he  considered  that  this  was  a  question 
of  such  immense  importance,  a  question 
into  which  in  his  opinion  the  assent  of  the 
House  was  in  a  great  degree  surprised, 
that  be  for  one  should  raise  his  feeble  voice 


in  favour  of  a  full  and  fair  investigation 
into  it.  It  should  be  recollected  that  this 
inquiry  was  to  be  taken  for  a  committee 
not  upon  their  oaths,  and  who  were  not 
bound  to  hear  all  the  evidence  which  might 
be  adduced  on  the  occasion.  He  would 
not  have  the  rights  and  privileges  of  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  electors  entrusted  to 
this  committee  if  he  had  known  the  exact 
nature  of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Since,  however,  the  consent 
of  the  House  had  been  surprised  into  this 
committee,  he  thought  that  the  only  re- 
medy they  could  apply  would  be  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  gentlemen  of  the  greatest 
professional  eminence  and  legal  informa* 
^ion  to  assist  them  in  this  inquiry.  In  the 
spirit  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
answered  for  those  gentlemen,  he  was  sure 
they  would  respond  cheerfully  to  the  call 
which  would  be  made  upon  them,  and 
would  give  their  assistance  to  an  investi- 
gation wherein  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  constituencies 
of  this  country  were  involved. 

Mr.  Cochrane  said,  that  having  been 
informed  that  the  presentation  of  the  po- 
tion from  Mr.  Warburton  was  advised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  he  thought 
he  had  a  right  to  ask  that  hon.  Member 
whether  he  was  a  party  to  those  extraor- 
dinary proceedings  in  which  he  was  so 
interested?  He  asked  the  hon.  Member 
this  question  in  consequence  of  having 
seen  his  name  mentioned  as  one  of  the 
Members  of  this  committee. 

Mr.  Strutt  wished  the  hon.  Member 
would  repeat  his  interrogatory,  as  he  did 
not  rightly  understand  him. 

Mr.  Cochrane  said,  in  the  course  which 
Mr.  Warburton  had  taken  with  respect  to 
a  petition  demanding  that  Bridport  should 
be  added  to  this  inquiry,  he  was  advised 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  advised 
this  proceeding.  And  for  the  reasons 
already  stated  he  felt  himself  Justified 
in  asking  the  hon.  Member  if  such  was 
the  fact? 

Mr.  Strutt  said,  he  was  glad  that  he 
could  contradict  the  report,  that  he  had 
given  Mr.  Warburton  any  such  advice 
whatsoever.  He  thought  he  did  hear  that 
Mr.  Warburton  had  some  intention  to 
present  such  petition.  But  if  he  did  hear 
that,  it  went  to  the  extent  of  his  recollec- 
tion on  the  subject.  He  was  not  aware 
that  he  had  ever  stated  any  opinion  upon 
the  subject.  And  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  contents  of  this   petition   until  this 
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night,  when  they  were  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard. 

An  hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  said^  as  one  of  the  Members 
lately  returned  to  the  House,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Speaker  whether  the  system  of 
putting  questions  to  hon.  Members  not 
connected  with  the  Government  was 
strictly  in  order?  He  wished  to  ascertain 
the  opinion  of  the  Speaker,  as  some  doubt 
existed  on  the  subject. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  strict  practice  of 
the  House  was,  that  questions  should  be 
confined  to  the  orders  of  the  day.  The 
rule  with  regard  to  answering  questions 
had  been  considerably  relaxed,  and  ques- 
tions were  now  pat  to  the  Members  of 
the  Government  with  respect  to  the  gene- 
ral policy  of  the  Government,  and  to  hon. 
Members  with  respect  to  particular  mea- 
sures with  which  they  were  connected. 
Further  than  that,  he  never  knew  the  rule 
to  be  relaxed  until  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  lately  put  certain  ques- 
tions to  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  MilneSj  in  voting  for  the  commit, 
tee,  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  the 
arrangements  and  compromises  referred  to 
had  nothing  to  do  with  bribery  and  cor* 
ruption. 

The  names  of  Mr.  Bramston,  Mr. 
W.  Milnes,  Sir  W.  Heathcote,  the  hon. 
W.  S.  Lascelles,  Sir  W.  Somerville,  and 
Mr.  Hawes  were  then  severally  put  and 
agreed  to. 

Sir  W.  Somerville  said,  the  situation 
in  which  he  had  been  placed  was  Sot  a 
very  enviable  one ;  but  he  should  be  sorry 
to  let  his  private  feelings  interfere  with 
his  public  duty,  and  if  he  could  be  of  ser- 
vice in  facilitating  the  object  in  view,  he 
should  be  happy  to  give  his  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Strut t  said,  as  some  objection  had 
been  taken  to  his  name,  be  should  be  ex- 
tremely glad  to  be  excused  serving  on  the 
committee.  He  did  not  wish  to  shrink 
from  any  duty  which  the  House  might 
impose  upon  him,  but  if  any  Gentleman 
objected  to  his  name  being  placed  on  the 
committee  it  would  not  give  him  the 
slightest  offence;  on  the  contrary,  he 
should  have  great  satisfaction  in  being 
excused  from  serving. 

The  names  of  Mr.  Strutt,  Lord  Wors- 
ley,  and  Mr.  Roebuck  were  then  put  and 
agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  five  be  a  quorum, 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  saidj  that  supposing 
two  out  of  the  nine  Gentlemen  named 


should  not  attend  the  committees,  the 
number  would  then  be  reduced  to  seven. 
He  objected  to  any  quorum  being  named, 
and  thought  that  all  the  Gentlemen  no- 
minated ought  to  attend,  as  they  were 
bound  to  do  when  appointed  to  try  the 
merits  of  election  petitions. 

Lord  Pollington  said,  that  when  an  ac- 
cusation was  made  against  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cork,  Mr.  Hardy  was  objected  to  on  the 
ground  of  being  the  accuser.  In  the  same 
spirit  he  objected  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  being  placed  on  the 
committee. 

The  Speaker:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  already  been  appointed. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  did  not  see  how  the 
attendance  of  hon.  Members  could  be  en- 
forced. It  was  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  those  Gentlemen  who  undertook  the 
duty  should  do  so  with  the  understanding 
that  their  attendance  should  be  regular. 
If,  unfortunately,  any  individual  Member 
should  be  prevented  from  giving  his  at- 
tendance, the  House  ought  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  immediately  supplying  his 
place.  That,  however,  would  be  an  imper- 
fect remedy  for  his  absence,  because  any 
new  Member  would  have  to  commence 
with  hearing  only  the  latter  part  of  the  evi- 
dence. He  trusted  that  those  Gentlemen 
composed  the  committee  would  feel  it 
their  duty  to  be  regular  in  their  attend- 
ance. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  he  would  at 
once  move  that  nine  be  the  quorum. 

The  question  was  put  that  the. word 
**  five"  stand  part  of  the  question. 

Lord  F.  Egerton^  having  served  on  two 
committees  of  an  analogous  description, 
wished  to  state  these  precedents  for  the 
guidance  of  the  House.  It  was  under- 
stood that  on  both  these  committees  the 
attendance  should  be  precisely  the  same 
as  on  an  election  committee — that  no 
Gentleman  should  absent  himself  from 
their  sittings. 

Mr.  Bramston  said,  having  been  nomin- 
ated on  the  committee,  he  would  endea- 
vour to  do  his  duty  to  the  best  of  his  abi- 
lity. He  trusted  the  House  would  make 
an  order  that  the  committee  should  meet 
in  full  number.  It  was  due  to  the  com- 
mittee, to  the  House,  and  to  the  important 
matter  they  were  about  to  take  in  hand,  to 
be  regular  in  their  attendance ;  and  they 
ought  to  consider  themselvea  precisely  in 
the  situation  of  an  election  conuDittee,   > 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  ExchBquer  be- 
lieved ihe  rule  of  the  House  to  be  this, 
that  the  whole  body  must  attend. 

Lord  J,  Russell  thought  it  very  desir- 
able that  the  whole  of  the  Members  of  the 
committee  should  attend ;  and  he  believed 
that  to  be  the  general  opinion  of  the 
House. 

Amendment  and  the  original  motion 
both  withdrawn. 

Mr,  Roebuck  then  moved  that  the  com- 
mittee have  power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records. 

Mr.  T»  Dtmcombe :  Sir,  as  this  is  the 
proper  time  to  submit  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  the  amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  nptice,  and  as  I  have  made 
some  slight  alteration  in  the  wording  of  it, 
I  will  at  once  read  it  to  the  House  : — 

^  That  each  Member  appointed  to  serve  on 
the  select  eoiamittee  on  compromises  of  elec* 
tion  petitions  shall  subscribe  the  foUowiDg 
declaration,  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Speaker: — 

"  I  ■■,  ,  ■  do  solemnly  declare,  that  I  never, 
directlyy  or  indirectly,  have  to  lay  knowledge 
been  guilty,  by  myself  or  agents,  of  any  act  of 
bribery,  treating,  or  corruption  in  procuring  a 
seat  in  Parliament ;  that  1  never  paid  or  pro- 
mised to  pay,  intend  to  pay,  or  sanctioned  the 
payment  of,  any  sum  or  sums  of  money,  beyond 
Ihe  l«gal  oharges  for  procuring  my  return  for 
my  last  or  any  previous  election;  nor  have  I, 
at  any  time,  connived  at,  been  privy  to,  or 
assisted  in,  any  bribery,  treating,  or  other 
corrupt  practices,  at  the  election  of  any  Mem- 
ber or  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament. 

(Signed)        » " 

Sir,  at  the  close  of  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament  I  took  the  liberty  of  asking  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  whether  it  was  his 
intention  to  introduce  during  this  Session 
of  Parliament  any  bill  or  measure  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  bribery,  corruption, 
and  intimidation ;  and  I  stated  my  reason 
for  putting  that  question  to  be  this,  that 
it  was  notorious  that,  at  the  last  general 
election,  more  bribery,  more  corruption, 
more  treating,  and  more  intimidation  pre- 
vailed than  ever  were  known  in  the  most 
corrupt  days  of  the  most  corrupt  Parlia- 
ment that  ever  existed.  The  right  hon.  Ba« 
ronet  then  informed  me  that  from  the 
pressure  of  other  measures,  and  the  state 
of  the  public  business  generally,  he  could 
not  take  upon  himself  to  introduce  any 
measure  of  that  sort-^that  he  trusted  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  would  proceed  with  the  measure 
which  he  had  introduced  in  a  former 
ScMion  of  PatUam^nU    Bat^  at  the  same 


time,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  he  was 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  confess  that  at  the 
last  general  election  gross  bribery,  cor- 
ruption, and  intimidation  had  prevailed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  could  not  say 
whether  it  existed  to  the  extent  which  I 
stated  to  the  House,  but  he  seemed  to 
intimate  that  I  was  better  acquainted  with 
the  details  of  this  corruption.  I  stated 
that  if  any  individual  in  this  House  had 
the  slightest  doubt  upon  the  subject,  I 
would  undertake  to  prove  at  the  Bar  of 
this  House  that  a  very  considerable  majority 
of  the  Members  now  sitting  in  this  House 
were  returned  by  gross  bribery,  corruption, 
and  intimidation,  and  I  am  still  prepared 
to  prove  that  assertion.  I  did  not  pro- 
pose to  have  this  great  question  considered 
on  one  of  your  election  committees,  where 
private  animosity  and  personal  feelings  so 
much  prevail.  No :  I  wished  this  inquiry, 
impeaching  the  integrity  of  this  House, 
to  be  instituted  at  the  Bar  of  the  House, 
in  the  face  of  day  and  of  the  whole  coun- 
try ;  and  I  roust  say  that  the  opinion  of 
the  public  with  regard  to  all  these  trans- 
actions— with  regard  to  your  conduct  dur* 
ing  the  past  week — is  one  of  u  nmitigated  d  is- 
gust  {J^  Oh,  oh  "]-*it  is  one  of  unmitigated 
disgust,  in  consequence  of  the  injustice  and 
hypocrisy  of  your  proceedings.  The  public 
know  just  as  well  as  I  do  that  you  are 
going  to  prosecute  some  six  or  eight  indi- 
viduals, when  there  are  six  hundred  of 
you  equally  guilty.  There  is  that  sense 
of  justice  among'  the  British  public,  that 
they  do  not  like  to  see  some  eight  or  ten 
individuals  hunted  down  by  600  others 
equally  guilty.  3,500,000  of  the  people 
of  this  country  came  the  other  day  and 
told  you  so  by  their  petition.  You  did 
not  choose  to  hear  them.  You  would 
not  let  them  come  here  and  prove  it. 
What  did  they  state  in  that  petition 
which  has  been  so  unjustly  maligned? 
This  is  the  opinion  of  3,500,000  of  the 
industrious  classes  of  the  country  : — 

^*  That  your  petitioners  complain  that  by 
influence,  patronage,  and  intimidation,  there 
is  at  present  no  purity  of  election ;  and  your 
petitioners  contend  for  the  right  of  the  ballot. 
That  your  petitioners  complain  that  seats  in 
your  honourable  House  are  sought  for  at  a 
most  extravagant  rate  of  expense,  which 
proves  an  enormous  degree  of  fraud  and  cor- 
ruption." 

They  state,  and  state  most  truly,— 

'<  That  bribery,  intimidation,  corruption, 
psijury,  and  riot  Pfpyt^lji|  all  parliamentary 
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elections,  to  an  extent  best  understood  by  the 
Members  of  your  honourable  House/' 

That  is  an  exact  description  of  the  pub- 
lic feeling  with  regard  to  the  system  of 
bribery  pursued  by  hon.  Members  of  this 
House,  and  this  accounts  for  the  un- 
mitigated disgust  with  which  they  view 
these  partial  proceedings  on  the  part  of 
this  House.  But  if  we  are  to  have  this 
tribunal — if  this  tribunal  is  to  be  estab- 
lished, at  all  events  let  us  see  that  those 
Gentlemen  who  are,  to  a  certain  extent, 
voluntary  inquisitors — let  us  see  that 
they  ascend  the  judgment  seat  with  clean 
hands.  That  is  the  object  of  my  amend- 
ment. 1  agree  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  stated  during  a  former  discussion, 
that  public  confidence  would  naturally 
depend  upon  the  composition  and  con- 
stitution of  this  committee.  No  doubt  of  it. 
This  committee  ought  also  to  be  presided 
over  by  a  gentleman  of  great  legal  ability 
— by  a  man  of  the  greatest  calmness,  and 
temper,  and  moderation  of  language. 
Such  an  individual,  and  such  a  tribunal, 
io  constituted,  would  command  the  public 
confidence,  and  their  decision  would  then 
have  a  chance  of  giving  satisfaction.  I 
have  heard  it  stated  that,  if  the  House 
should  agree  to  the  test  which  I  propose, 
the  probability  is  that  a  sufficient  number 
of  Members  will  not  be  found  to  serve  on 
the  committee.  I  do  hope  that  it  is  not 
true — that  there  are  at  least  nine  men  who 
are  pure  and  free  from  all  this  misconduct 
which  I  have  been  describing.  I  can  only 
say  if  I  had  been  nominated  on  this  com- 
mittee I  could  not  have  taken  this  test. 
I  certainly  could  take  it  as  the  representa- 
tive of  Finsbury,  but,  unfortunately  for 
me,  I  was  once  a  candidate  for  the  very 
pure  and  immaculate  borough  of  Ponte- 
fract.  I  spent  4,000^.  in  Pontefract  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  that 
money  was  spent  in  gross  bribery,  treat- 
ing, and  corruption.  I  was  defeated. 
My  Lord  Pollington  and  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man's father  assisted  in  defeating  me ;  and 
I  shall  not  believe,  until  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  rises  and  says  so,  that  any  one  is 
ever  returned  for  Pontefract  without 
bribery.  Unfortunately  I  have  also  stood 
contested  elections  for  Hertford,  and  in 
five  contested  elections  I  three  times  suc- 
ceeded and  was  twice  defeated ;  and  I 
must  state  to  this  House,  as  1  am  now 
impeaching  the  conduct  of  its  Members 
generally,  both  in  their  individual  and 
collective  capacity,  that  I  left  behind  me 


at  Hertford  considerably  above  30,000/. 
I  had  to  contend  with  very  great  aristo- 
cratic influence  in  that  neighbourhood, 
and  I  believe  it  cost  them  more  money. 
I  had  to  contend  with  seven  days'  leases. 
Those  poor  tenants  who  held  under  seven 
days'  leases  were  turned  out  when  they 
disobliged  their  landlords.  The  great 
landlord  there  was  my  Lord  Salisbury. 
These  tenants  were  discharged  unless  they 
fulfilled  the  wishes  of  their  landlord. 
When  they  were  turned  out,  I  had  to  fur- 
nish  them  with  houses.  I  built  or  bought 
sixty-three  houses  for  them.  A  great 
portion  of  the  money  went  in  that  way, 
and  a  considerable  portion  was  spent  in 
treating  and  bribery.  I  think  I  have 
clearly  proved  that  I  am  not  innocent  of 
this  matter,  and  I  want  to  find  out  those 
Simon  Pures  who  are  innocent.  1  am 
sure  they  will  be  the  admication  of  the 
country.  The  people  will  flock  down  to 
the  House  to  see  them,  and  when  they 
finish  their  labours  in  committee  they  will 
be  ready  to  report  against  those  Gentle- 
men who  are  now  accused  of  these  prac* 
tices,  of  which  the  great  majority,  if  not 
the  whole  of  the  House,  have  been  guilty. 
After  having  made  this  confession,  I  do 
not  think  It  is  necessary  for  me  to  say 
more.  I  only  hope  that  no  objection 
whatever  will  be  made  to  this  test  being 
applied  to  the  committee.  If  any  Gentle- 
man who  is  nominated  on  the  committee 
cannot  attend,  a  fresh  Member  will  be 
appointed,  who  will  then  have  to  take 
this  test.  If  the  House  should  not  con- 
sent to  apply  the  test  to  hon.  Members, 
I  should  like  to  know  what  the  public 
will  think  of  it  ?  I  can  only  say,  if  you 
do  not  agree  to  the  test,  it  will  be  my 
duty  immediately  after  the  holidays  to 
move  an  address  to  her  Majesty,  praying 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  indecent  ex- 
posures which  have  taken  place,  her 
Majesty  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
dissolve  the  present  Parliament,  in  order 
that  all  Members  in  future  may  be  deterred 
from  pursuing  the  system  of  bribery,  cor- 
ruption, and  intimidation  which  was  prac- 
tised at  the  last  election,  and  that  the 
House  may  be  restored  to  that  confidence 
and  that  public  esteem  which  is  essential 
to  its  authority  as  a  legislative  assembly. 
The  hon.  Memt>er  concluded  by  moving 
his  amendment. 

The  question  was  then  put. 

Lord  Pollington  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  juit  down  bad  applied 
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sach  language  to  the  borough  which  he' 
represented,  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  rise 
and  inform  the  House  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  election  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  alluded — ^he  meant  the  election 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  stood  for  Ponte- 
fract*  That  election  was  unsuccessful,  and 
he  would  tell  the  House  why  it  was  un- 
tnccessful.  It  was  unsuccessful  because 
they  could  not  succeed  in  corrupting  the 
people.  Some  time  previous  to  the  elec- 
tion a  gentleman  connected  with  the  bo- 
rough, with  local  influence — he  did  not 
apply  the  term  inyidiously — he  meant  that 
influence  which  high  character  gave  in  the 
neighbourhood— (and  so  he  was  one  him- 
self, if  he  might  use  the  term)— came 
down,  and  there  was  a  very  severe  contest 
indeed,  and  the  memory  of  that  contest 
remained  to  this  day  in  the  town.  There 
was  also  no  bribery  alleged  in  the  town  to 
any  amount,  with  one  exception,  which 
his  hon.  Friend  reminded  him  of.  All 
these  gentlemen  —  these  strangers  who 
came  to  Pontefract,  and  attempted  in  vain 
to  corrupt  the  people,  were  from  that  side 
of  the  House  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
sat.  In  1834  he  was  himself  absent  from 
England,  but  he  was  proposed  by  some 
friends  as  a  candidate.  A  gentleman  then 
well  known,  Mr.  Raphael,  formerly  sheriff 
of  London,  went  to  Pontefract  in  his 
sheriff's  coach.  He  was  asked  whether 
he  was  a  Jew,  and  his  answer  was,  that  he 
was  not  a  Jew,  but  he  was  as  rich  as  one. 
He  went  down  with  a  very  large  sum  of 
money.  He  paid  into  the  bank  4,000/. 
The  House  would  observe  that  he  was  un- 
successful. He  knew  one  honest  man 
who  had  been  offered  a  high  bribe  by  the 
agents  of  Mr.  Raphael,  but  he  refused  the 
bribe  and  voted  for  him.  If  bribery  ever 
prevailed  in  the  borough  it  was  owing  to 
these  three  gentlemen,  whom  he  had  men- 
tioned, all  belonging  to  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  He  did  not  believe  that  it 
was  general.  He  believed  that  the  few 
persons  who  might  still  be  disposed  to 
accept  a  bribe  were  fast  dying  off,  and  that 
a  better  class  of  voters  were  taking  their 
places,  and  he  made  no  doubt  that  if  these 
imputations  were  true  (which  he  denied), 
very  shortly  the  borough  would  be  entirely 
rescued  from  any  such  practices. 

Mr.  Milnes  said,  that  in  two  elections 
for  the  borough  of  Pontefract  he  had  never 
heard  the  subject  of  bribery  so  much  as 
alluded  to.  The  question  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Fhitbury  had  brought  forward 


carried  with  it  such  an  excellent  reductio 
ad  absurdum,  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
divided  the  House  he  must  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  Hardy  hoped,  that  as  he  had  been 
alluded  to,  not  only  on  this  but  on  other 
occasions,  he  might  be  allowed  a .  few 
minutes  in  explanation.  He  certainly  had 
the  misfortune  to  be  a  candidate  for  the 
borough  in  1826,  but  he  had  the  good 
fortune  at  that  time  to  prevail  on  the 
returning  officer  to  takfe  the  election  in 
one  day  instead  of  two  days,  which  would 
have  afforded  the  opportunity  of  leaving 
the  previous  night  open  to  certain  prac* 
tices.  To  avoid  those  practices  he  pre- 
vailed on  the  returning  officer  to  have  the 
election  on  that  day.  He  was  told  when 
that  day  was  considerably  advanced  that 
if  he  spent  500/.  and  allowed  a  certain 
sum  to  be  put  into  the  hands  of  the  elec- 
tors, he  would  win  the  election.  He  totally 
refused  to  do  that  He  declared  before 
the  House,  and  before  a  higher  tribunal, 
that  he  was  not  cognisant  of  the  least 
bribery  at  that  election.  To  show  in  what 
way  he  considered  his  own  conduct,  he 
would  mention  that  when  the  committee 
sat,  in  which  a  gentleman  below  him  was 
his  nominee,  he  put  hipiself  in  the  witness- 
box  that  he  might  be  examined  by  the 
counsel  on  the  other  side,  and  they  did 
not  choose  to  put  a  question  to  him  which 
imputed  improper  conduct.  His  late 
excellent  friend  Daniel  Sykes  had  men- 
tioned the  legitimate  expenses  at  Hull  as 
300/.  In  consequence  of  the  prava  con^ 
suetudo  which  prevailed  at  Hull,  and  which 
seemed  to  prevail  at  Pontefract  every  gentle- 
man, who  was  considered  a  gentleman,  was 
bound  to  pay  that,  otherwise  it  was  not  pos- 
sible for  him  to  show  his  face.  He  certainly 
did  pay  that,  but  he  took  care  that  that 
should  not  be  the  means  of  introducing 
him  to  the  constituency  again,  although 
he  was  strongly  solicited.  That  was  the 
head  and  front  of  his  offending.  As  to 
bribery,  he  was  ready  to  state  ^fore  the 
House  and  a  higher  tribunal  that  he  knew 
nothing  of  it. 

Mr.  Ward  wished,  before  the  House 
divided,  shortly  to  state  his  reason  for 
voting  against  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  regarded  this  as  an  attempt 
to  cast  something  like  ridicule  on  what  he 
conceived  to  be  a  grave  and  useful  pro- 
ceeding ;  and  when  he  found  an  inquiry 
conducted,  as  this  had  been,  with  temper, 
tact,  and  fairness,  approved  of  by  the 
Housoi  and  likely  to  produce  a  useful 
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resultt  be  would  not  oppose  an  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  it,  by  framing  a  test  which 
was  so  impracticable — so  ill  defined^  be- 
cause nobody  knew  what  legal  expenses 
were.  He  did  not  think  that  any  roan  on 
either  side  of  the  House  could  take  the 
test  with  anything  like  safety  of  con- 
science. By  act  of  Parliament  the  legal 
expenses  of  an  election  were  strictly  de- 
fined. The  hon.  Member  had  made  the 
test  too  stringent.  He  looked  upon  it 
simply  as  an  attempt  to  interfere  with  the 
motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  near  him,  in 
which  he  cordially  concurred,  and  there* 
fore  be  should  vote  against  him. 

Sir  B*  Peel :  I  shall  vote  for  the  pro* 
posal  of  the  boo*  and  learned  Member  for 
bath.  The  House  knows  of  the  committee 
which  it  is  proposed  to  appoint,  and  can 
judge  of  the  character  of  the  Members 
whether  they  are  qualified  to  discharge 
their  duties.  In  my  opinion  the  com- 
mittee, constituted  as  it  is,  are  qualified 
to  discharge  their  duties  as  honourable 
men.  In  the  selection  of  election  com* 
mitteesi  constituted  under  the  act  of  Par- 
liament, you  impose  no  such  test  as  this 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposes.  You 
do  not  consider  them  as  disqualified  from 
adjudicating  upon  the  ease  of  election 
committees-<-nDon  the  rights  of  Members 
— upon  the  rignts  of  constituencies.  You 
have  not  considered  them  as  disqualified 
from  coming  to  a  just  judgment.  I  am 
not  clear  that  the  House  has  a  right  to 
impose  the  test,  I  think  it  question- 
able whether  the  House  has  a  right  to 
assign  a  duty  to  Members  of  its  own 
body,  or  to  tell  them  that  they  shall  not 
discharge  that  duty  unless  a  certain  test  is 
applied.  I  am  sure  it  is  a  dangerous  pre- 
cedent, that  a  majority  of  this  House 
should  impose  a  test  pf  this  nature*  to  be 
taken  by  certain  of  its  Members  who  are 
called  upon  to  discharge  a  public  duty.  I 
think  he  said  his  object  was  not  to  prevent 
inquiry,  and  yet  he  said,  that  supposing 
nine  Members  could  be  found  who  could 
take  the  test,  whole  towns  would  flock  to 
see  such  paragons  of  virtue,  or  some  ex- 
pressions of  that  kind,  and  throughout  he 
clearly  indicated  his  opinion  that  no  nine 
Members  would  be  found  who  would  take 
such  a  test.  He  said,  that  on  these  Mem- 
bers entering  the  committee-room,  and  on 
their  departure  from  it,  a  considerable 
number  of  admiring  spectators  would  see 
their  entry  and  their  exit  He  considered 
it  absolutely  necessary  before  they  entered , 


on  the  inquiry  that  they  should  take  the 
test ;  and  if  he  considered  that  658  Mem* 
hers  could  not  by  some  means  take  tbe 
test,  I  do  not  see  how  he  could  expect  a 
satisfactory  result  from  the  inquiry  which 
he  proposed  to  institute;  because  ne  said 
the  inquiry  would  show  that  tbe  majority 
owed  their  seats  to  gross  bribery.  If  an 
inquiry  is  to  be  instituted,  at  the  best  that 
inquiry  must  be  conducted  by  Members 
the  majority  of  whom  the  hon,  Gentleman 
must  hold  to  be  disqualified  to  conduct 
the  inquiry.  I  question  the  right  of  the 
House  to  act  as  is  proposed,  but  I  am 
quite  sure  it  would  be  establishing  a  most 
dangerous  precedent.  Without  such  test 
I  am  sure  the  hon.  Members  to  whom  the 
inquiry  is  delegated  will,  as  honourable 
and  honest  men,  discharge  their  duty ; 
and  therefore  I  withhold  my  assent, 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  explain  the 
grounds  on  which  he  felt  bound  to  oppose 
this  motion.  Undoubtedly,  the  general 
nature  of  the  proposition  was  such  as  that 
if  it  were  brought  forward  in  a  fit  and 
proper  manner,  he  should  feel  himself 
bound  to  vote  in  support  of  it,  and  be  had 
on  two  previous  occasions  given  his  vote 
in  favour  of  the  adoption  of  such  a  declar 
ration.  In  each  of  the  cases  to  which  he 
allttderl,  however,  the  adoption  of  such  a 
test  was  incorporated  in  a  bill  before  the 
House,  and  did  not  form  the  subject  of  a 
motion  such  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  If  that  motion  were  carried, 
its  effect  would  be  to  frustrate  tbe  object 
of  the  inquiry  proposed  by  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath ;  and  he  could 
hardly  conceive  a  motion  more  directly 
opposed  to  tl^at  object  than  that  now  be- 
fore tbe  House,  He  disapproved  of  tbe 
time  at  which  the  proposition  was  brought 
forward ;  but  if  a  clause  was  introduced 
into  any  bill  carrying  out  the  same  object, 
and  he  might  suggest  the  introduction  of 
such  a  clause  in  the  measure  to  be  proposeii 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
he  would  give  it  his  support,  and  he  would 
do  so  because  then  every  hon.  Gentleman 
entering  that  House  would  know  the  terms 
upon  which  he  must  look  to  hold  his  seat. 

Mr.  Roebuck  thought  that  it  was  fit  for 
an  hon.  Member  when  he  opposed  a  mo* 
tion  introduced  to  that  House,  to  do  it  in 
an  honest,  straightforward  manner — that 
he  should  not  assume  a  virtue  which  he 
did  not  possess— that  he  should  not  as- 
sume to  be  a  patriot,  and  at  the  same  time 
frustrate  the  objects,  OtH^I^  whose  intea* 
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Uoos  were  good.  When  he  had  origiDally 
brought  this  subject  before  the  House,  he 
had  been  desirous  to  state — and  he  bad 
done  so  explicitly,  and  he  believed  in  such 
a  manner  that  he  had  received  the  perfect 
assurance  of  his  being  understood  by  the 
majority  of  hon.  Gentlemen — that  it  was 
the  system,  and  not  individuals  against 
which  he  was  aiming ;  and  throughout  the 
whole  of  these  proceedings  it  had  been  his 
endeavour  to  point  at  the  system,  and  to 
abstain  from  all  asperity  of  language 
whatsoever  with  reference  to  particular  iu" 
dividuals.  The  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  however,  in  oblique  language— ^lan- 
guage as  oblique  as  his  motion— had  en- 
deavoured to  fix  the  stigma  on  him  of 
being  actuated  by  other  motives  than 
those  which  he  professed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  he  was  desirous  of  forwarding  the 
cause  of  purity  of  election --that  he  was 
desirous  of  maintaining  the  high  character 
of  that  House — a  character  in  which  he  of 
course  desired  to  participate,  while  at  the 
same  time  he  had  stated  acts  of  his  own 
commission,  which,  according  to  his  own 
phraseology,  were  most  corrupt.  Those 
who  wished  to  promote  purity  did  it  by 
example  as  well  as  by  precept;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  any  man  ought  to  come 
to  this  House  and  say,  *'  I  desire  to  be 
pure,"  and  at  the  same  time  admit  that  be 
was  corrupt,  but  he  should  first  establish 
bis  own  purity^  and  then  express  his  wish 
that  others  should  be  pure  also.  He 
would  ask  the  House  whether  they  con- 
ceived the  mode  of  proceeding  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  be  honest  and  straightforward. 
An  hon.  Baronet  opposite  had  given  a  dis- 
tinct notice  that  he  would  propose  a  mo- 
tion, calling  into  question  the  propriety  of 
the  motion  which  he  had  laid  before  the 
House ;  and  if  he  could  understand  the 
object  of  that  motion,  it  was  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  complained  of  the  inquiry.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  however,  said, 
that  he  did  not  complain  of  the  inquiry — 
that  be  was  favourable  to  the  establish- 
ment of  purity  in  that  House ;  but  at  the 
same  time  be  stood  up  in  his  place  to  pre- 
vent their  making  an  investigation  into 
the  proceedings  of  five  or  six  men,  when 
he  professed  his  belief  that  600  other  hon. 
Members  were  just  as  bad.  Now,  for  his 
own  part,  be  had  no  objection  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  of  the  600  cases ;  but  when 
the  matter  was  before  the  world,  and  it 
was  gravely  stated  that  there  were  these 
five  or  six  cases^  in  which  pien  were  able* 


and  willing,  and  desirous  to  afford  proof 
of  that  which  was  alleged,  were  they  to 
turn  round  and  say,  that  the  whole  state 
of  the  representation  was  so  foul— the 
whole  thing  so  bad,  that  they  would  not 
make  any  inquiry — that  they  would  si( 
down  contented  with  the  existing  state  of 
things.  To  make  a  proposition  having 
such  an  effect,  would  do  very  well  in  that 
House  to  gain  a  laugh-*to  acquire  a  repu* 
tation  for  the  hon*  Member  who  brought 
it  forward  for  facetiousness,  but  it  would 
not  go  down  with  the  country,  as  being  in 
any  way  conclusive  either  as  to  the  honour 
of  the  House  or  their  desire  for  the  well- 
being  of  the  community  ;  and  he  thought 
that  the  country  would  hardly  approve  of 
the  hon.  Member's  esoterick  morality, 
which  seemed  to  justify  his  indulging  in 
laughter  and  sneers  at  subjects  which  he 
dared  not  mention  when  he  got  of  doors. 
[Mr.  T.  Buncombe:  •*  Hear."]  "  Hear, 
near,"  was  the  grave  exclamation  of  the 
hon.  Member,  as  if  he  were  absolutely  de- 
testing that  species  of  false  morality 
against  which  he  proclaimed.  He  was 
there  to  entreat  the  support  of  the  well- 
toned  morality  of  that  House :  and  he  be- 
lieved that  there  was  a  large  majority  of 
hon.  Members  who  felt  that  the  mischief 
which  prevailed  was  one  which  was  rapidly 
increasing— that  there  were  many*  who* 
from  weakness  of  mind  or  other  causes* 
had  been  unwillingly  drawn  into  a  system 
of  corruption  to  which  they  were  opposed, 
and  who  would  be  most  thankful  to  be 
placed  in  a  position  in  which  they  might 
be  relieved  from  the  possibility  of  further 
participation  in  such  acts.  What  he  de- 
sired was  to  make  the  case  so  plain -« so 
palpable,  that  the  Legislature  should  feel 
bound  to  take  some  steps  which  should 
shield  the  weak,  and  at  the  same  time 
prevent  a  repetition  of  such  scenes  as  had 
of  late  been  too  frequent.  There  was  a 
large  majority  of  really  virtuous  constitu- 
encies which  would  be  most  thankful  to 
the  Legislature  if  a  law  was  framed,  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  throw  a  shield 
round  the  weak  as  well  as  the  strong,  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  to  such  modes  of 
proceeding  as  had  been  adopted.  But  he 
asked,  in  all  seriousness,  with  all  the 
gravity  with  which  the  Legislature  should 
be  called  on  in  such  a  case,  and  also  with 
something,  he  must  say,  of  sorrow  and  re- 
gret at  what  had  occurred,  was  this  the 
mode  of  proceeding  in  such  a  case.  Was 
it  fit  that,  as  repr^nji^tix3(9tfgl^> 


603 


EUcHon 


{COMMONS} 


Proceedings* 


m 


people^  they  should  treat  with  levity,  and 
jeering^,  and  scorn,  all  the  common  axioms 
of  morality.  Should  they  not  take  the 
means  of  preventing  these  foul  corrup- 
tions entering  into  every  family  of  this 
kingdom  ?  He  asked  hon.  Members  not  to 
receive  his  proposal  in  that  spirit  of  jeering 
with  which  it  had  been  assailed,  because 
he  said  that  that  spirit  was  not  calculated, 
if  it  got  abroad,  to  reflect  honour  on  the 
House  ;  and  he  did  trust  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen round  him  would  6x  the  finger  of 
scorn  6n  the  present  motion— would  treat 
it  as  it  deserved  to  be— not  considering  it 
as  an  honest  opposition  to  his  own  propo- 
sition, but  as  a  round-about,  oblique,  face- 
tious mode  of  opposing  it.  He  placed  the 
most  sincere  reliance  upon  the  honour  of 
the  House,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
result  would  be  such  as  the  country  would 
approve. 

Mr.  Pakington  begged  to  express  his 
great  astonishment  at  the  declaration  of 
the  hon^  Member  for  Finsbury,  that  he 
intended  to  press  his  extravagant  motion 
to  a  division— a  degree  of  astonishment 
which  was  only  equalled  upon  his  hearing 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  in  which 
he  had  introduced  that  motion  to  the 
House,  with  regard  to  which  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  he  knew  not  whether  most 
to  wonder  at  the  shameless  confessions 
which  were  comprised  in  it,  or  at  the  un- 
just and  unfounded  attacks  in  which  he 
had,  at  the  same  time,  indulged  against 
the  great  majority  of  the  Members  of  that 
House.  He  believed  that  the  sole  object 
of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  was  to 
throw  ridicule  on  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  and  with  these 
feelings  it  was  impossible  that  he  should 
vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
He  would  not  shrink  from  saying,  for  it 
was  his  firm  and  conscientious  opinion, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  had  done  a  great  public  service.  He 
did  not  altogether  approve  of  the  manner 
in  which  he  had  brought  the  whole  ques- 
tion forward ;  he  disapproved  of  those 
questions  which  he  had  put ;  he  had  enter- 
tained, and  still  felt,  very  serious  doubts 
whether  the  committee  should  have  been 
granted ;  and  he  doubted  whether  it  would 
not  have  been  a  better  and  a  wiser  plan  to 
trust  to  preventive  legislation  rather  than 
to  enter  into  an  inquiry  which,  he  feared, 
must  assume  the  character  of  a  strongly 
personal^  if  not  of  a  vindictive  attack 
against  particular  persons.    But  he  was 


free  to  admit  that  the  extent  of  bribery 
which  had  taken  place  at  the  last  election 
was  discreditable  to  that  House,  and  to 
the  law.  Compromises  had  no  doubt 
been  entered  into,  which  had  produced 
great  public  scandal,  and  it  was  time  that 
some  measure  should  be  adopted  in  order 
to  prevent  those  compromises  taking  place 
in  future. 

Lord  J.  Russell  must  say,  with  respect 
to  the  motion  now  before  the  House,  that 
he  thought  that  nearly  all  of  the  reasons 
which  had  been  already  stated  as  afford- 
ing ground  of  opposition  to  it  were  ex- 
tremely applicable.  But  he  felt,  above 
all,  that  the  House  having  consented  to 
appoint  this  committee,  they  ought  not  by 
any  extraordinary,  unusual,  or  objection- 
able means,  to  endeavour  to  defeat  that 
inquiry.  Whether  it  was  fit  to  require 
such  a  declaration  as  was  called  for  under 
the  provisions  of  an  act  of  Parliament  was 
another  question,  but  he  thought  that  to 
agree  to  the  present  mot*on  would  be  a 
mode  evidently  of  avoiding  that  inquiry 
which  had  been  already  granted.  With- 
out entering  into  the  question,  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  whether  they 
should  have  granted  that  committee  ori- 
ginally, he  must  say  that  he  had  nothing 
to  find  fault  with  in  the  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath, 
with  one  exception.  He  could  not  help 
regretting  that  words  of  considerable  im- 
portance should  have  been  added  to  the 
motion  for  the  appointment  of  the  com- 
mittee, the  effect  of  which  was  not  only  to 
give  to  that  committee  the  means  of  inquir- 
ing into  the  compromises  which  were  al- 
leged to  have  taken  place,  but  which  ex- 
tended that  inquiry  to  matters  of  bribery. 
He  said,  that  he  regretted  that  such  an  ad- 
dition should  have  been  made  without  full 
notice  having  been  previously  given  to  the 
Hpuse,  and  he  did  so  the  more,  because 
they  could  not  now  be  well  taken  away 
from  the  resolution,  without  an  appearance 
being  produced  of  a  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  restrain  the  inquiry.  His 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Finsbury 
seemed  to  imply,  by  his  motion,  either 
that  the  House  by  agreeing  to  it,  on  one 
hand,  would  be  thereby  exposed  to  great 
difficulty,  or  on  the  other  hand,  that  by  re- 
jecting it,  hon.  Gentlemen  would  in  effect 
confess  that  they  were  not  ready  to  make 
the  declaration  against  bribery,  which  he 
proposed  should  be  required  of  them.  He 
could  not  but  think,  howeTer,  that  his  hon. 
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Frieod  had  drawn  his  motion  in  a  very  pe- 
culiar manner  with  regard  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  that  part  of  it  which  had  reference 
to  the  sanction  by  hon.  Members  of  the 
payment  of  other  than  legal  expences. 
They  all  knew  the  extent  to  which  bri- 
bery had  been  carried  on,  but  they  ail 
knew  at  the  same  time  tliat  there  were 
many  expences  incidental  to  an  election, 
which  were  not  perhaps  strictly  legal,  and 
on  which  even,  he  believed,  hon.  Members 
had  been  unseated,  but  which,  at  the  same 
time,  were  frequently  paid.  He  spoke  of 
such  expences  as  were  incurred  where,  in 
a  county  election,  voters  had  a  great  dis- 
tance to  travel  to  the  poll,  the  candidates 
on  both  sides  agreed  to  allow  them  such 
moderate  refreshment  as  were  necessary. 
Whether  such  expences  were  legal  or  not 
— and  he  believed  that  they  had  been 
decided  not  to  be  legal — it  was  obvious 
that  they  were  of  a  very  different  character 
from  those  which  constituted  a  sufficient 
ground  to  support  a  charge  of  bribery; 
and  however  the  question  of  their  legality 
might  stand,  it  was  clear  that,  in  a  moral 
point  of  view,  or  looked  at  politically  with 
regard  to  the  position  of  that  House,  they 
were  totally  different  from  those  charges 
which  were  incurred  by  the  payment  of 
five  or  ten  guineas  per  head  for  each  voter. 
If  the  hon.  Member  should  alter  his  mo- 
tion, so  as  to  meet  such  cases,  it  might 
stand  in  a  different  position;  but  he  should 
say,  that  it  would  be  extremely  difficult 
for  himi  even  in  his  own  case,  to  say  that 
he  bad  never  paid  any  sums  of  money  be- 
yond the  amount  of  the  legal  expences  of 
his  election  ;  and  agreeing,  as  he  hoped 
he  should,  with  the  majority  of  the  House, 
he  must  give  his  vote  in  opposition  to  a 
motion,  the  effect  of  which  was  to  throw 
out  an  imputation  that  all  hon.  Members 
were  guilty  of  acts  of  bribery. 

Mr.  W,  S,  (/Brien  expressed  his  inten- 
tion to  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  and  thought  that 
the  object  of  that  motion  was  anything 
but  that  of  defeating  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  He  thought, 
that  the  House  had  reason  to  thank  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  his  motion  ; 
but  he  could  see  no  reason  why,  if  a  test 
of  disinterestedness  was  applied  to  hon. 
Members  forming  committees  on  private 
bills,  the  same  species  of  test  should  be 
also  applied  in  the  present  case. 

Mr.  Wakley  was  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  so  much  sourness  of  criticism  should 


have  been  bestowed  on  the  motion  of  his 
hon.  Colleague.  It  was  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  motion  was  to  get  rid  of  the 
inquiry.  By  what  means,  he  would  beg 
to  ask?  If  it  were  by  proving  to  the  pub- 
lic that  there  were  not  nine  men  in  that 
House  who  could  take  the  test,  the  effect 
of  it  would  be  to  prove  the  allegations  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath^ 
and  to  carry  out  his  motion,  and  it  would 
show,  in  point  of  fact,  what  was  the  state 
of  the  misrepresentation  of  the  people  in 
that  assembly  ;  and  he  said,  that  instead 
of  this  proposition  bringing  upon  his  hon. 
Friend  the  displeasure  of  the  House,  his 
example  should  be  looked  upon  as  one 
which,  for  its  honour  and  its  courage, 
ought  to  be  followed.  He  said,  let  other 
hon.  Members  make  similar  confessions, 
and  let  the  public  see  by  what  means  seats 
were  to  be  obtained  in  that  House.  He 
said,  therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  no 
object  in  this  motion  in  defeating  the  ob- 
ject of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  for 
he  thought  that  if  anything  could  give 
effect  to  the  committee,  it  would  be  by  the 
Members  of  that  committee  taking  the  test 
which  was  proposed.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  mean  to  say,  that  there  was  any- 
thing in  this  test  which  hon.  Members 
should  not  be  capable  of  taking?  Did 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  mean  to  say,  that 
there  was  anything  preposterous  and  un-< 
just  in  this  test  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  only  objected  to  it  because  it  was 
introduced  in  this  particular  case,  but 
they  must  make  a  beginning  in  some  case> 
and  it  would  surely  be  something  for  hon. 
Members  to  point  out  this  test  as  one 
which  they  had  been  compelled  to  take, 
and  in  that  point  of  view,  at  least,  would 
be  most  useful  to  the  community  at  large. 
The  House  must  not  rest  with  an  inquiry 
with  regard  to  the  six  boroughs  alone 
which  were  named,  and  if  it  were  suffered 
to  go  forth  to  the  public  that  it  was  to  be 
so  confined,  the  most  unfavourable  infer- 
ences would  be  drawn  from  such  a  result. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  said,  that  he  thought 
that  600  of  the  Members  of  that  House 
had  not  been  duly  elected ;  but  he  thought 
that  he  had  gone  too  far  in  making  that 
assertion,  and  he  believed,  that  there  were 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  done  no- 
thing dishonourable,  and  his  hon.  Friend 
had  no  right  to  assume,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  adopted  means  of  obtaining  seats 
in  that  House  which  he  would  not  have 
taken  himself.     S,^i^||5  y^^  the  test  pro- 
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poted  wonty  he  was  perfectly  williDg  to 
take  it ;  he  shoald  have  no  difficulty  in 
doing  BOy  for  he  had  not  at  any  time  ex* 
pended  ooe  farthing  of  money  for  the 
purpose  of  corrupting  or  deceiving  a  voter, 
and  he  thought^  that  there  were  many 
others  who  could  make  a  similar  deciara* 
tion.  But  what  he  wished  to  impress  on 
the  House  was,  that  having  entered  into 
this  investigation,  they  ought  to  go  on 
with  it  as  far  as  the  petitions  before  the 
House  would  enable  them.  Many  peti- 
tions had  been  withdrawn,  hut  in  those 
petitions  were  allegations  in  many  in- 
stances as  bad  as  those  contained  in  the 
petitions  which  they  were  about  to  inves- 
tigate. He  said,  that  they  could  not  do 
justice  to  the  people,  unless  they  carried 
out  the  inquiry  to  its  fullest  extent,  and  if 
that  were  done,  a  most  useful  lesson  would 
be  taught  to  the  country,  and  before  many 
years  had  passed,  an  entire  change  would 
be  effected  in  the  constitution  of  that 
House. 

Mr.  BrotKertcn  begged  to  be  allowed 
to  explain  the  vote  which  he  was  about  to 
give,  and  which  would  be  in  opposition  to 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury.  He  thought,  that  that  was  a  mo- 
tion which  ought  to  have  been  brought 
forward  before  the  committee  bad  been 
granted ;  but  he  was  confident,  that  the 
committee  would  do  its  duty — that  the 
hon.  Members  composing  that  committee 
would  do  everything  in  their  power  to 
bring  to  light  those  corrupt  practices 
which  had  been  too  common  throughout 
the  kingdom.  For  his  own  part,  be  should 
have  no  difficulty  in  taking  the  test,  for  he 
had  never  expended  one  shilling  in  cor* 
rupting  a  voter,  nor  bad  he  ever  solicited  a 
vote,  but  he  did  not  think  that  the  motion 
was  calculated  to  produce  the  end  which 
was  sought  to  be  attained. 

Mr.  V,  Smith  thought,  it  wouU  not  be 
considered  too  much  for  him,  as  he  was 
atx>ut  to  vote  with  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Finsbury,  to  state  his  reasons 
for  adopting  that  course,  and  be  must 
premise  by  saying,  that  he  had  adopted 
that  determination  without  entertaining 
the  least  desire  to  throw  ridicule  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  but 
that  he  had  done  so  upon  a  roost  serious 
view  of  the  case,  and  upon  the  best  consi- 
deration wbicli  he  had  been  able  to  give 
IP  the  question.  It  was  all  very  well  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  to 
lecture  bis  hon.  Friend  for  throwing  ridi- 


rule  on  his  motion,  because  he  had  brought 
forward  some  comical  statements,  in  that 
agreeable  manner  with  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  the  habit  of  entertaining 
the  House.  Those  statements,  however, 
were  most  serious,  and  the  public  would 
set  their  due  value  upon  them.  With 
reference  to  the  refusal  of  this  committee, 
he  could  not  help  thinking,  that  after  what 
had  passed,  and  after  all  the  reproaches 
which  had  been 'thrown  out  upon  that 
House,  if  the  House  refused  to  sanction 
the  application  of  this  test,  the  most  un« 
satisfactory  results  must  ensue ;  becausa 
he  thought,  that  if  that  committee  came 
to  a  conclusion  that  the  charge  of  bribery 
was  unfounded,  its  Members  would  be 
considered  to  be  just  as  bad  as  those 
whose  cases  they  had  had  to  considers 
while  on  the  other  hand,  if  they  declared 
that  the  charges  were  made  out,  it  would 
be  said,  that  they  had  determined  to  sa- 
crifice these  cases,  in  order  to  bide  their 
own  delinquencies.  It  appeared  to  biro, 
that  to  adopt  this  test  would  be  to  act  in 
strict  accordance  with  the  line  of  practice 
adopted  in  other  oases.  In  the  case  of 
election  committees,  hon.  Members  were 
sworn  to  do  justice,  but  an  objection 
might  be  made  to  any  hon.  Member  on 
the  score  of  private  interest,  or  that  be 
was  petitioned  against,  nor,  for  any  other 
reasons ;  while  in  cases  of  committees  on 
private  bills.  Members  of  those  committees 
were  compelled  to  declare  that  they  had 
no  local  or  private  interest  in  the  matter 
which  they  were  to  consider.  And  he 
begged  to  say,  that  in  giving  his  vote  in 
favour  of  this  motion,  he  did  so  with  no 
sort  of  want  of  confidence  in  the  Members 
proposed  to  form  that  committee,  but  be- 
cause he  thought  that  unless  some  such 
test  as  was  proposed  was  required,  the 
conclusions  to  which  he  had  referred 
would  be  drawn.  Although  in  this  case 
he  admitted,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  had  conducted  himself 
in  a  manner  which  might  be  deemed  to  be 
in  general  correct,  he  denied  that  he  was 
entitled  to  those  eulogiums  which  had 
been  showered  upon  him  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men, and  he  thought,  that  the  course 
adopted  by  that  hon.  Member,  in  intro- 
ducing this  subject  to  the  House  by  means 
of  the  questions  which  he  had  put,  he  bad 
hit  upon  a  mode  of  proceeding  most  likely 
to  give  personal  offence,  and  which  tended 
to  produce  a  scene  much  more  likely  to 
gi*e  tm  to  ridicule  th|^ji^^^^^ 
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been  dene  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fiii8-> 
bary, 

Mr.  T,  Buncombe  said,  he  knew  that  he 
hftd  only  ft  right  to  explain,  but  he  hoped 
the  House  would  indulge  him  for  a  few 
miottteB,  for  he  muat  offer  a  few  observa- 
tions in  answer  to  the  attack  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath.  He  had 
always  understood  that  it  was  not  Parlia- 
mentary  for  any  hon.  Member  to  impute 
motives  to  any  hon.  Member  for  any  con- 
duct of  his  in  that  House.  But  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  imputed  un- 
worthy motives  to  him,  in  language  which 
was  wholly  unjust  and  inspplicable.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  that  he 
was  endeavouring  by  underhand  means  to 
defeat  the  inquiry.  Now,  he  could  tell  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  that  he  knew 
nothing  that  authorised  any  hon.  Member 
to  say  that  he  ever  adopted  any  but  the 
direct  course.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
individuals  who  made  indirect  attacks 
on  persons  in  their  absence,  and  when 
ealled  upon  out  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  explain  or  substantiate  the  charge, 
shrank  from  it. 

Mr.  Roebuck  %nid,  that  as  he  understood 
the  hoo.  Member  to  be  speaking  of  him, 
he  asked  him  when  it  was  that  he  shrank 
from  any  charge  he  had  made? 

Mr.  r.  Buncombe  resumed,  and  was 
proceeding  to  repeat  that  he  was  not  one 
of  those  who  made  indirect  attacks,  &c., 
when  he  was  interrupted  by 

TThe  Speaker,  who  said,  that  the  rule  of 
the  House  only  admitted  of  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber saying  a  few  words  by  way.of  explana- 
tion, and  therefore  the  hon.  Member 
would  see  the  propriety  of  not  going  into 
these  matters. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  he  wished  to 
explain  that  he  was  not  one  of  those  indi- 
viduals who  made  attacks  on  individuals 
in  their  absence,  and  then  shrank  from 
those  auacks  when  asked  to  substantiate 
them  out  of  the  Hoose. 

Sir  E.  KnatckbuU  rose  to  order.  It 
was  not  consistent  with  the  rules  of  the 
House  that  an  hon.  Member  should  use 
expressions  which  went  to  attack  another. 
Mr.  T.  Buncombe :  I  am  attacking  no 
person. 

Mr.  F.  French  thought,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ftnsbury  had  been  assailed, 
he  had  a  right  to  defend  himself,  and 
nnleas  the  pernissibn  were  granted,  he 
would  move  the  adjoornoient  of  the 
debate. 


Mr.  7.  Buncombe  said,  that  he  should, 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  had 
done  the  other  night,  address  himself  to 
the  main  question.  It  was  not  his  object 
in  making  the  present  motion  to  defeat 
the  purpose  for  which  the  committee  was 
appointed.  On  the  contrary,  he  was  de- 
sirous of  placing  the  committee  in  a  posi- 
tion which  would  secure  for  it  the  con- 
fidence and  esteem  of  the  public,  and  un- 
less the  test  which  he  proposed  were  ap- 
plied, it  could  neither  gain  nor  deserve 
public  estimation.  He  had  been  accused 
of  making  a  barefaced  confession.  He 
had,  however,  only  told  the  truth,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  such  a  confession  of  human 
frailty  was  better  than  to  indulge  in  pro- 
fessions of  extreme  purity,  and  assume 
with  a  complacent  self-conceit  a  character 
of  superior  virtue,  which  none  but  the  mo- 
dest professor  himself  could  discover. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  by  Mr.  T.  Dun- 
combe  be  added  to  the  motion :— Ayes  17 ; 
Noes  160:  Majority  143. 

List  of  the  Ay  EB. 


Bemal,  Capt. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Christmas,  W. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Crawford,  W.S. 
Forbes,  W. 
French,  F. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hinde,J.H. 


Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  8. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Pluinridge,  Capt. 
Smith,  rt.  hn.  R.  V. 
Turner,  E. 

TELLSRS. 

Duncombe,  T. 
Wakley,T. 


Liitofthe  Noes. 


Acland,  SirT.  D. 
Acland,T.  D. 
Acton,  Col. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
AiDSWorth,  P. 
Aldam,  W. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Aotrobus,  E. 
Arkwright,  O, 
Attwood,  M. 
Bagge,  W, 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  Col. 
BariDg,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Barnard,  E.O. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Botaeld,  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Brownrigg,  J.  S. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buck,  L.W. 


Buller^C. 
Butler,  hon.  Co], 
Campbell,  A. 
Chapman,  A. 
Charterii,  hon.  F. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clayton^  R.  R. 
Cobd^n,  R. 
Codrington,C.  W. 
Collins,  W. 
Courtenay.  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
r.     Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Duff,  J. 
Dandas,  D. 
Egertoo,  Lord  F. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Elphinstone,  H. 
£8C0tt,B. 

DigitiSf«miwoogle 
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Ferguson,  Col. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FoUett,SirW.W. 
Forbes,  M. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Gore,  M. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greeuall,  P. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
Grogan,  £. 
Halford,  U. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Harcoart,  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.B. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Hume,  J'. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Johnson,  W.  G« 
Johnston,  A. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kelbume,  Visct. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirR« 
Knight,  H.  G. 
LambtoD,  H. 
Lawson,  A. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Leveson,  Lord 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lyall,G. 
Maclean,  D. 
M<Geachy,F.A. 
MTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Maher,  V. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morison,  General 
Muntz,G.F. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 
Murray,  A. 


Packe,C.W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pendarfes,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Pluroptre,J.P. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollington,  Visct. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reade,  W.  M. 
Richards,  R. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rundell,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.T. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Thornhill,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F.W. 
Trol!ope,SirJ. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B, 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vivian,  hon.  Major 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wortley,hon.  J.  S. 
Wynn,rt.hn.C.W.W. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  H. 
Fremantle  Sir  T. 


Main  queBtion  agreed  to. 

Akti-Catholic  Petitions — Rules 
OF  THE  House.]  On  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  going  into  committee  on  the  Cus- 
toms Acts, 

Sir^.  Douglas  said,  that  seeing  the 
right  hon  Member  for  Dungarvon  in  his 


place,  he  would  take  the  opportunity  of 
saying  a  few  words  with  respect  to  a  peti- 
tion which  he  had  presented  on  Tuesday 
evening.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
peared on  that  occasion  to  doubt  the  an* 
thenticity  of  the  signatures,  because  seve- 
ral of  them  appeared  in  the  same  hand- 
writing. He  had  since  made  inquiries, 
and  had  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Crisp, 
stating  that  the  signatures  were  duly  au- 
thorized by  the  parties  whose  names  were 
attached  to  the  petition. 

Mr.  Sheil  would  make  no  other  remark 
than  that  it  was  strange  the  first  page  of 
signatures  to  a  petition  which  made  such 
extraordinary  charges  against  the  whole 
Catholic  hierarchy  of  Ireland  should  be 
written  in  the  same  hand. 

Sir  R,  Peel  wished  to  know  whether  it 
was  consistent  with  the  rules  of  the  House 
that  public  business  should  be  thus 
stopped.  This  delay  with  respect  to  the 
tariff  was  very  inconvenient,  and  he  was 
resolved  to  take  advantage  of  every  rule 
which  would  enable  him  to  proceed 
with  it. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  any  observations 
made  on  proposing  to  read  an  Order  of 
the  Day  should,  properly  speaking,  have 
reference  to  the  Urder,  though  of  late  a 
practice  had  arisen  of  deviating  from 
this  rule. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  question  relating  to  the  petition 
was  one  of  privilege. 

Customs  Acts — ^The  Tariff.]  Or- 
der of  the  Day  for  going  into  committee 
on  the  Customs  Acts  read. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair, 

Viscount  Howick  rose  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  : — 

'*  That  in  making  a  new  arrangement  of  the 
customs  duties,  it  is  not  expedient  to  impose 
different  rates  of  doty  upon  the  same  articles 
when  imported  from  foreign  countries  or  from 
British  possessions,  in  any  case  where  no  such 
difference  now  exists ;  and  that  in  those  cases 
in  which  such  a  difference  already  exists,  it  is 
not  expedient  that  it  should  be  increased.'/ 

He  perceived  that  in  the  scale  of  duties, 
there  were  a  number  of  cases  in  which  a 
lower  rate  was  charged  on  articles  which 
came  from  the  British  colonies  than  was 
placed  on  articles  of  a  similar  kind  coming 
from  foreign  countridk.  It  was  a  matter 
well  worthy  of  consideration  to  ascertain 
whether  such  a  mode  of  le|islating  was  a 
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with  eouDtries  in  our  more  immediate 
neighbourhood,  were  by  the  operation  of 
these  differential  duties  to  be  enabled  to 
compete  successfully  in  irof>orting  butter 
and  cheese  with  Holland,  the  country 
from  which  we  now  chiefly  imported  those 
articles  —  suppose  also  that  under  the 
operation  of  those  increased  advantages 
we  were  hereafter  to  import  one-half  from 
the  colonies  in  question,  instead  of,  as 
now,  the  whole  from  the  foreign  countries 
—assuming  all  this  to  occur,  still  it  must 
be  obvious  that  the  position  of  the  con- 
sumer would  remain  unaltered.  Whether 
the  articles  of  produce  came  from  British 
possessions  or  from  colonies,  the  consumer 
would  be  in  the  same  position.  But  how 
would  the  case  stand  with  regard  to  the 
revenue  ?  Why,  that  instead  of,  as  now, 
receiving  375,000/.  on  these  articles,  the 
revenue  would  only  amount  to  half  that 
sum  on  the  articles  imported  from  abroad ; 
and  if  the  duty  on  the  remaining  half  of 
the  produce  imported,  that  from  British 
colonies,  was  reduced  to  one-fourth,  the 
amount  of  revenue  received  upon  them 
would  be  somewhat  less  than  47,000/., 
thus  producing  upon  the  whole  a  loss  of 
rather  more  than  140,000/.  upon  the  whole 
revenue,  without  there  being  any  diminu* 
tion  of  the  burden  upon  the  consumer. 
This,  as  far  as  the  measure  would  be  oper- 
ative at  all,  would  clearly  be  the  effect  of 
it.  He  had  stated  the  operation  as  far  as 
these  two  articles  were  concerned,  and  the 
same  principle  would  apply  to  all  the  other 
cases  in  which  differential  duties  were  pro- 
posed to  be  imposed.  Now,  in  considering 
the  subject  of  the  imposition  of  duties  in 
general,  he  held  it  to  be  an  admitted  prin- 
ciple that  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
country  not  to  allow  the  consumer  to  be 
subjected  to  tho  burden  of  any  tax  that 
was  not  productive  to  the  Treasury.  He 
knew  he  might  be  answered  that  there 
was  a  great  distinction  to  be  drawn  be- 
tween protective  duties  and  revenue  duties, 
and,  also,  that  it  would  be  urged  that  if 
foreign  countries  refused  to  give  our  colo- 
nies any  advantage  by  taking  their  pro-* 
ductions  at  reduced  duties  we  ought  to 
give  them  those  advantages.  Now,  with 
reference  to  the  first  objection,  that  which 
related  to  the  distinction  between  pro- 
tective  and  revenue  duties,  he  must  say, 
that  he  for  one  was  very  reluctant  to  ad- 
mit the  principle  of  that  distinction,  and 
he  would  add,  that  he  did  hope,  especially 
after  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  sa^ 
S 


wise  one,  end  he  thought  that  it  would 
save  the  time  of  the  House  to  bring  the 
principle  into  discussion  in  the  shape  of  a 
resolution  before  going  into  committee, 
rather  than  test  it  by  moving  amendments 
on  each  particular  item.  His  objection 
was  to  that  system  of  imposing  differential 
duties  upon  colonial  as  compared  with 
foreign  productions  which  it  was  now  for 
the  first  time  proposed  to  carry  to  an 
extent  never  yet  contemplated.  The 
ground  of  his  objection  to  that  principle 
of  differential  duties  was,  that  he  con- 
ceived that  while  they  left  the  consumer 
in  this  country  still  subject  to  the  burden 
of  the  tax,  the  Treasury  was  deprived  of 
that  income  which,  bearing  as  the  public 
did  the  burden  of  the  tax,  it  ought  to  re- 
ceive; and  that  those  differential  duties 
entirely  failed  to  accord  to  the  colonies 
those  advantages  which  it  was  the  object 
of  the  system  to  confer.  In  order  to  sfiow 
what  was  the  operation  of  the  principle  of 
the  differential  duty,  as  well  on  the  con- 
sumer as  on  the  revenue,  he  would  refer  to 
two  articles  in  the  tariff  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  respect  of  which  differential 
duties  were  proposed.  They  were  under 
the  head  of  provisions.  Cheese  and  butter 
DOW  paid  duty  at  the  same  rate  when  im- 
ported from  our  colonies  as  when  imported 
from  abroad.  Butter  paid  XL  per  cwt., 
and  cheese  1  Os.  the  cwt.  The  consequence 
of  this  state  of  the  duties  had  been  that 
none,  or  very  small  qu&ntities  of  these 
articles  had  been  imported  from  British 
possessions,  while  the  revenue  on  what 
had  been  imported  from  other  countries 
amounted  to  375,000/.  But  under  the 
proposed  tariff  the  duties  were  to  be  re« 
duced  to  one-fourth  the  duty  on  foreign, 
as  regarded  those  articles  of  consumption 
when  imported  from  our  own  ccrtonies. 
The  duty  on  colonial  butter  was  now  pro- 
posed to  be  5s.  the  cwt.  instead  of  1/., 
and  on  cheese  only  2s,  6d.  instead  of  10s. 
Now,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  told 
them  in  opening  the  tariff  that  the  dif- 
ferential duties  had  been  regulated  after  a 
careful  consideration  of  their  effect  upon 
the  prices  of  the  articles,  he  was  entitled, 
he  conceived,  to  assume  that  her  Majesty's 
Government  expected  that  those  changes 
in  the  duties  would  enable  the  productions 
of  our  colonies  to  compete  on  equal  terms 
with  those  of  foreign  countries.  Suppose 
this  to  be  admitted,  and  suppose  also  that 
some  of  our  North  American  colonies,  which 
suffered  under  disadvantages  in  competing 
VOL.LXIII.    {2SI} 
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a  few  evenings  since,  that  the  time  would 
very  soon  arrive  when  they  would  have 
none  but  revenue  duties.  Even  at  present 
it  was  difficult  to  draw  the  line  between 
the  two  descriptions  of  duty,  for  those 
which  were  called  protective  duties  yielded 
a  revenue,  as  in  the  instance  of  the  Corn- 
duties.  Those  duties  on  cheese  and  butter, 
were  they  protective  duties  or  were  they 
revenue  duties,  if  they  were  revenue 
duties  the  argument  failed,  for  they 
were  partially  protective,  and  vice  versa. 
This  argument  however,  was  not  so 
much  relied  on  in  support  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  differential  duties  as  that  other 
which  he  had  adverted  to,  and  which  was 
the  real  argument — ^viz.,  that  as  other 
countries  did  not  receive  the  productions 
of  our  colonies  on  favourable  terms,  that 
therefore  we  ought  to  receive  them  on 
such  terms.  His  answer  to  this  argument 
was  a  reference  to  that  passage  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hoo.  Baronet  the  other 
evening  in  which  he  expressed  his  opinion 
that  if  other  countries  did  not  choose  to 
buy  cheap  from  us  that  was  no  reason 
why  we  should  punish  ourselves  by  refusing 
to  buy  cheap  from  them.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  this  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  cut  away  altogether  the  ground 
upon  which  these  differential  duties  were 
defended.  But  this  brought  him  to  the 
question  whether  or  not  the  creation  of 
these  differential  duties  was  really  bene- 
ficial to  the  colonies  for  whose  benefit  it 
was  presumed  they  were  imposed.  He 
was  prepared  to  maintain  that  it  was  a^o- 
gether  delusive  to  suppose  that  differential 
duties  conferred  any  such  advantages  on 
the  colonies.  He  was  prepared  to  assert 
that  instead  of  such  duties  being  really 
beneficial  to  the  well-understood  interests 
of  the  colonies,  they  were,  on  the  con- 
trary most  injurious  to  them.  He  con- 
tended that  the  operation  of  these  dif- 
ferential duties  tended  to  divert  the  capital 
and  industry  of  the  colonies  from  their 
natural  channels.  He  contended  that 
their  effect  was  to  lead  to  a  reliance  on  an 
artiBcial  system  of  commerce,  liable  to 
all  the  dangers  that  attended  every 
artiBcial  system  of  the  kind,  and  which 
exposed  the  colonies  hereafter  to  all  the 
suffering  that  might  be  occasioned  by  a 
change  of  commercial  policy  in  this  coun- 
try.  All  experience  showed  the  danger 
there  was  by  legislative  acts  of  creating 
vested  interests  in  commerce  of  this  de- 
•cffiptioo^  subject  to  all  these  natural  oon- 


tingencies.  But  it  would  be  said  that  it 
was  necessary  to  apply  a  stimulus  to  the 
capital  and  the  labour  of  the  colonies.  He 
rather  thought  that  no  such  stimulus  was 
required.  Of  course  he  knew  that  the 
principles  he  was  avowing  were  contrary 
to  the  received  opinions  on  the  subject  of 
the  relation  between  the  colonies  and  the 
mother«country.  He  knew  well  that  it 
would  be  maintained  that  the  true  prin- 
ciple of  colonial  government  was  that 
there  should  be  a  reciprocal  trade  between 
the  mother-country  and  the  colonies,  in 
which  each  party  should  receive  the  pro- 
duce of  the  other  at  lower  rates  of  duty 
than  those  imposed  on  the  produce  of 
other  countries.  But,  however  fortified 
by  prescription  such  an  opinion  might  be, 
he  thought  it  was  one  which  few  would 
feel  bouud  to  maintain  in  principle,  how- 
ever they  might  in  practice.  It  was  now 
very  generally  abandoned,  and  for  his  own 
part  he  thought  that  a  trade  of  this  kind 
was  very  disadvantageous  to  both  parties ; 
because,  if  we  received  the  produce  of  our 
colonies  on  terms  more  favourable  than 
those  on  which  we  received  the  produce  of 
other  countries,  it  was  obvious  that  we 
should  expect  the  colonies  to  do  the  same, 
a  principle  which  must  go  to  restrict  the 
general  trade  of  the  colonies,  to  injure 
both  parties,  and,  ultimately,  to  weaken 
rather  than  to  strengthen  the  connexion 
of  the  colonies  with  the  mother-country. 
The  true  policy  was  to  give  the  colonies 
the  freedom  to  buy  wherever  they  could 
buy  cheapest,  and  to  sell  where  they  could 
get  the  best  price ;  that  they  should  have 
free  access  to  our  markets,  but  no  superior 
advantages.  If  ife  pursued  this  policy, 
and  abstained  from  vexatious  interference 
in  the  internal  government  of  the  colonies 
— if  we  allowed  them,  as  far  as  was  con- 
sistent, to  manage  their  own  affairs  in 
their  own  way,  so  far  from  such  a  policy 
weakening  the  connexion  between  the 
mother-country  and  the  colonies,  it  would 
contribute  to  render  it  permanent  and 
mutually  beneficial.  It  might  be  said  that 
he  did  not  go  as  far  as  in  point  of  ccHisis- 
tency  he  ought,  and  that  be  should  pro- 
pose to  sweep  away  the  existing  protec- 
tions, as  well  as  to  prevent  the  creation  of 
new  protections.  But  he  was  one  of  those 
who  were  of  opinion  that  where,  by  a  mis- 
taken course  of  policy,  certain  interests 
bad  been  created,  and  expectations  raised 
in  connexion  with  the  commerce  of  the 
country,  it  would  not  be  jusi  that  tbey 
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should  hastily  and  at  onoe  make  great 
alteratioos  which  woald  expose  those  in« 
terasts  to  hazard.  He  felt  that  they  could 
not  sweep  away  the  existing  duties  without 
greatly  disturbing  and  sacrificing  those  in^* 
terestSy  and  it  was  this  difficulty  which, 
above  all  other  considerations,  streogth'* 
ened  his  unwillingness  to  embark  in  the 
mistaken  course  which  was  now  proposed. 
It  was  because  he  felt  himself  hampered 
and  entangled  by  existing  differential  du- 
ties that  he  was  unwilling  to  create  new 
ones  of  a  similar  description.  The  House, 
he  eoBceifed,  ought  to  deal  with  existing 
diffeieotial  dotiet  with  great  caution ;  but 
they  should  be  sure,  when  they  did  make 
any  change,  that  it  was  in  the  right  direc- 
tjon— -not  a  change  creating  fresh  protec- 
tions and  fresh  difficulties,  but  a  decided 
more  towards  the  establishment  of  a  better 
and  a  sounder  system.  This  was  all  he 
asked  by  his  resolution,  and  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  he  could  object 
to  it«  The  right  hon.  Baronet  in  that 
speech  adopted  all  the  great  principles  of 
commercial  freedom,  and  took  credit  to 
himself  for  being  the  supporter  of  those 
principles,  and  for  having  cordially  co* 
operated  with  Mr.  Huskisson  in  those 
measures  of  improvement  which  were 
founded  on  those  principles.  Now,  he 
asked  the  House  to  look  at  Mr.  Huskis. 
son's  measures  and  principles  as  laid  down 
in  hii  admirable  speeches,  not  to  take 
from  them  isolated  passages,  but  to  look 
at  their  general  tone  and  spirit^  and  then 
to  say  whether  they  believed  that  if  Mr. 
Huskisson  were  now  alive,  and  possessed 
the  same  absolute  power  of  dealing  with 
the  question  which  was  now  lodged  in  the 
bauds  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  would 
at  this  time  of  day  create  new  differential 
duties  in  favour  of  the  colonies?  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  quoting  the  rule  laid 
down  by  Mr.  Huskisson,  said,  that  in  ap- 
plying general  principles  you  must  deal 
eautiously  with  listing  interests,  and  not 
wholly  disregard  the  feelings  of  those  who 
were  to  be  made  sufferers  by  a  change  in 
your  policy.  He  cordially  concurred  in 
the  soundness  and  wisdom  of  that  maxim 
of  Mr.  Huskisson,  and  he  considered  the 
resolution  be  now  proposed  to  be  in  strict 
conformity  with  it.  The  simple  demand 
be  made  was,  that  if  they  could  not  undo 
•II  the  impditic  acts  of  their  predecessors, 
Wt  them  at  least  abstain  from  adding  to 
iheir  errors^    Upon  a  careful  examination 
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of  the  scale  of  duties  now  before  the 
House,  he  confessed  he  was  unable  to  dis- 
cover the  principles  upon  which  it  was 
framed.  He  found,  various  articles  dealt 
with  in  a  totally  different  manner  without 
any  apparent  reason.  In  some  colonial 
articles  protection  was  altogether  withheld 
and  in  others  granted.  The  cotton  ma- 
nufactures of  our  colonies,  for  instance, 
were  protected,  and  the  linen  manufac- 
tures not.  There  was  no  less  a  difference 
than  50  per  cent,  between  the  amount  of 
duty  chargeable  on  cotton  manufactures 
coming  from  our  colonies  and  on  those 
coming  from  foreign  countries,  while  in 
the  duty  on  linen  manufactures  there  was 
no  difference.  Then  again,  manufactures 
made  of  goat's  wool  were  protected ;  those 
made  of  sheep's  wool  were  not.  Why  this 
difference  ?  He  found,  too,  that  in  those 
articles  in  reference  to  which  a  differential 
duty  was  to  be  established  there  was  the 
greatest  possible  variety  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  advantage.  In  a  great  number  of 
cases  the  duty  upon  articles  from  the 
colonies  was  only  one-half  the  amount 
of  duty  charged  on  similar  articles  com- 
ing from  foreign  countries.  On  others 
it  was  to  be  one-third  the  amount,  in 
some  one* fourth,  in  others  again  one- 
fifth ;  and  in  the  article  of  tallow,  and 
he  believed  of  wool,  the  duty  was  to 
be  less  than  one-twentieth  of  the  amount 
chargeable  on  the  foreign  article.  Again, 
be  asked,  why  this  difference  ?  Should 
not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  least  show 
that  if  this  was  a  mighty  maze,  it  was, 
at  all  events,  not  without  a  plan?  As 
regarded  our  commercial  relations  with 
foreign  countries,  he  was  persuaded  that 
at  this  particular  time,  it  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  the  example  of 
this  country  should  be  a  good  one.  The 
unhappy  system  of  commercial  jealousy 
and  restrictions  which  so  extensively  pre- 
vailed throughout  the  civilised  world  had, 
he  believed,  derived  its  principal  encou- 
ragement from  the  example  of  this  great 
country,  whose  prosperity  had  been  falsely 
attributed  to  that  system.  We  were  now 
feeling  the  inconvenience  of  that  state  of 
things.  We  were  now  endeavouring  to  per- 
suade other  countries  to  retrace  their 
steps,  and  endeavouring  to  convince  them 
that  their  own  interests,  no  less  than  ours, 
required  that  they  should  abandon  so 
narrow  and  so  selfish  a  policy.  But  again, 
he  must  refer  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
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do  this,  our  example  would  have  a  most 
powerful  effect.  All  the  ability  and  ma- 
nagement which  it  was  possible  to  display 
in  our  diplomatic  negotiations  would  have 
infinitely  less  weight  than  the  example 
which  it  was  now  in  the  power  of  this 
country  to  set  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  If 
the  Government  continued  to  pursue  the 
faulty  course  of  former  Governments,  and 
increased  instead  of  diminishing  restric- 
tions already  existing,  then  did  he  fear 
that  the  attempt  to  persuade  other  nations 
to  adopt  a  more  liberal  and  enlightened 
policy  towards  this  country  would  be  ut- 
terly fruitless.  To  every  one  who  con- 
sidered how  little  a  thing  determined  the 
direction  of  the  tide  of  public  opinion  in 
America,  it  must  appear  unfortunate  that 
in  the  new  protective  duties  they  were 
about  to  establish,  there  should  be  any 
likely  to  give  ri^e  to  a  feeling  of  jealousy 
amongst  the  people  of  that  country.  They 
had  already  passed  one  measure  which 
was  contrary  to  the  principles,  if  not  to 
the  very  letter  of  the  reciprocity  system. 
He  alluded  to  the  Corn  Importation  Act, 
the  sliding-scale  of  which  operated  un- 
justly against  distant  countries.  As  that 
measure  was  calculated  to  injure  the 
United  States  of  America  in  their  trade 
with  US}  it  was  the  more  particularly  ne- 
cessary, in  any  other  changes  they  made, 
to  avoid  inflicting  on  them  any  new  blow 
of  the  same  kind.  Now,  in  the  very  first 
schedule  of  this  amended  tariff,  a  new 
protective  duty  was  to  be  granted  to  the 
colonies  in  the  article  of  provisions,  which 
would  materially  affect  our  trade  with 
America.  In  salted  provisions  he  believed 
it  possible  that  a  considerable  trade  might 
grow  up  between  this  country  and  Ame- 
rica. Was  it  then  wise  or  politic,  in  the 
present  state  of  public  opinion  in  both 
countries,  to  grant  to  our  colonies  the 
right  of  sending  us  salted  provisions  at 
one-fourth  of  the  duty  paid  on  the  articles 
from  foreign  countries?  Would  not  this 
have  a  tendency  to  drive  a  usual  trade  in 
America  from  its  natural  channel,  and  to 
give  rise  to  a  contraband  trade  over  the 
border  into  Canada,  whence  the  article 
might  come  to  this  country  at  the  lower 
duty  ?  He  thanked  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  the  advantages  which  his  present  mea- 
sures would  effect;  he  thanked  him  for 
the  mitigation  of  those  restictions  which 
pressed  upon  the  commerce  of  the  country 
in  so  many  of  its  branches ;  and  he  only 
had  to  regret,  that  in  doing  so  much  that 


was  both  wise  and  prudent,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  did  not  carry  further  into  effect 
those  principles  which  he  had  so  ably  laid 
down  in  his  speech.  For  the  assertion  of 
those  principles  he  was  even  more  grateful 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  than  for  the 
measure  itself,  for  he  was  persuaded  that, 
although  they  might  not  be  .able  imme- 
diately to  carry  those  principles  into  effect, 
yet  that,  so  announced  as  they  had  been 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  many  yean 
could  not  elapse  before  they  would  be  full 
and  completely  carried  out. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  both  the  cha- 
racter of  the  noble  Lord  and  the  temper  of 
his  speech  fully  demonstrated  that  he  had 
no  motive  whatever  in  his  present  propo- 
sition beyond  that  of  the  public  advantage; 
and  he  quite  concurred  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  mode  he  had  chosen  of  sub- 
mitting that  proposition  to  the  House  was 
the  most  convenient  he  could  have  devised. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  sure  he  might 
claim  the  noble  Lord's  acknowledgment 
of  his  belief  that  the  Government  would 
not  have  been  slow  to  adopt  the  measure 
he  recommended,  if,  like  him,  they  had 
conceived  it  to  be  one  calculated  to  pro- 
mote the  public  benefit.  Without  any 
sense  of  false  shame,  or  without  any  great 
unwillingness  to  entertain  suggestions,  be* 
cause  they  happened  to  proceed  from  one 
who  was  usually  a  political  opponent,  he 
might  point  to  the  state  of  the  tariff  in  its 
first  and  its  present  forms  respecting  the 
protective  duties  in  favour  of  our  colonies, 
as  affording  a  proof  that  Government  were 
not  unwilling  to  act  upon  the  views  and 
principles  of  the  noble  Lord,  so  far  as  they 
deemed  them  just.  He  thought,  however, 
that  the  noble  Lord  bad  not  apprehended 
aright — he  could  not  say  the  political  and 
social,  but  even  the  commercial  effects  of 
the  arrangements  it  was  proposed  to  make. 
He  meant  especially  the  effect  of  the  altera- 
tions in  the  customs'  duties  with  regard  to 
the  differential  duties  on  foreign  and  colo- 
nial produce.  In  order  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  spirit  in  which  those  changes 
were  made,  he  would,  in  the  first  place, 
refer  to  the  differential  duties  at  present 
found  on  the  statute.  There  were  now 
131  differences  of  duty  in  favour  of  colo- 
nial productions.  Of  these  existing  dif- 
ferences of  duty,  it  was  proposed  to  effect 
a  reduction  in  ninety-eight  cases ;  in  no 
instance,  however,  was  that  reduction  to 
be  effected  by  raising  the  duty  on  the 
article  proceeding  from  ^he  colonies,  bm 
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in  every  instance,  let  the  Hoase  remark, 
it  was  to  be  brought  about  by  lowering 
the  rate  of  duty  on  the  competing  article 
which  proceeded  from  foreign  countries. 
In  four  cases,  into  which  he  need  not 
enter  at  present,  but  one  of  which  was 
tobacco,  the  differential  principle  was  to 
be  abolished.  In  twenty-one  other  cases> 
the  rates  would  remain  unchanged^sugar 
and  spirits,  as  the  House  was  aware,  were 
the  principal  commodities  of  that  class 
which  would  remain  subject  to  the  exist- 
ing rates  of  duty.  Eight  cases  remained, 
in  which  the  amount  of  differential  duty 
between  the  articles  was  to  be  increased, 
and  he  would  very  briefly  state  why  that 
arrangement  was  proposed  to  be  made. 
Four  of  the  cases,  indeed,  those  of  Brazil- 
letto  wood,  ebony,  wrought  copper,  and 
pitch,  he  might  dismiss  without  comment, 
as  the  rate  upon  them  is  very  trifling, 
or  the  change  is  one  incidentally  made 
for  the  sake  of  classification.  The  four 
remaining  cases,  however,  or  at  least  three 
of  them — isinglass,  silk  goods,  and  tallow, 
were  more  important.  Now,  the  prin- 
ciple of  proceeding  in  these  instances 
was,  that  they  would  reserve  the  consi- 
deration of  the  alteration  of  the  duties 
levied  upon  so  much  of  these  articles  as 
was  imported  from  foreign  countries  in 
consequence  of  the  present  state  of  our  re- 
lations with  those  countries;  but  whilst  on 
this  ground  they  did  not  interterfere  wth 
the  present  rate  of  duty  upon  the  foreign 
article,  the  same  reason  offered  no  excuse 
for  not  reducing  or  adjusting  the  duty 
upon  the  colonial  article.  In  the  case  of 
tallow,  for  instance,  the  state  of  our  foreign 
relations  presented  no  reason  whatever 
why  they  should  not  carry  into  effect 
the  proposed  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
tallow  or  colonial  import.  The  only  re- 
maining article,  and  to  it  he  must  suc- 
cinctly allude,  was  the  article  of  coffee. 
At  present,  there  were  four  several  rates 
of  duty  upon  the  importation  of  that  ar- 
ticle. Is.  3(/.  was  charged  upon  coffee 
imported  from  abroad.  Is.  upon  coffee 
imported  from  any  place  within  the 
limits  of  the  East-India  Company's 
charter  not  being  a  British  possession, 
9ef.  upon  coffee  imported  from  any  Bri- 
tish possession  within  the  limits  of  that 
charter  not  being  the  produce  thereof, 
and  6(1.  upon  coffee  the  produce  of 
any  British  possession  in  America,  or 
within  the  limits  of  the  Company's 
charter.    Now,  the  higher  rates  bad  in 


this  case  been  greatly  reduced,  and  in  the 
differential  duty,  as  measured  by  those, 
there  had  also  been  a  great  reduction.     By 
effecting  a  more  simple  classification,  too, 
there  would  be  a  still  greater  saving,  for 
a  class  of  coffee,  styled,  he  believed,  by  the 
merchants  "  naturalised  coffee,"  would  be 
admitted  free  from  heavy  charges  now  en- 
tailed upon  it.  At  present  6c/.  was  charged 
upon  British  coffee  coming  directly  from 
our  possessions  within  the  limits  of  the 
East  India  Company's  charter,  whilst  upon 
foreign  coffee  coming  from  those  posses- 
sions   9e?.   was  levied.      The  new  duty 
would  be  Ad,  on  the  one,  and  8d.  on  the 
other,  and   the  advantage  gained  by  this 
would  be  considerable,  because  at  present 
the  importerof  the  latter  class  of  coffee  had 
not  only  to  compete  in  the  British  market 
with  coffee  paying  a  duty  of  M.  less,  but 
his  coffee  was  subjected  to  the  cost  of  a 
second  voyage ;  for,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
advantage  of  importing  from  a  British  pos- 
session, the  naturalized  coffee  was  shipped 
to  the  place  from  which  imported,  there 
unshipped,  and  reshipped  to  Great  Britain. 
He  would  hereafter  show,  that  the  prac- 
tical effect  was  to  subject  the  circuitous 
importations   to    charges  exceeding    the 
1(/.,  which  it  was  now  proposed,  for  the 
advantage  of  the  revenue,  to  add  directly 
to  the  3c/,  which  constituted  the  former 
nominal  difference  in   duty.      Thus,   by 
the  proposed  reduction  and  equalization, 
all    coffee   of    foreign     countries    would 
be   put  upon  the  same   footing,  and    it 
would   be   needless  to    send   coffee   half 
round  the  world  in  order  to  save  a  small 
amount  of  duty.     But  he  would  not  go 
further  into  this  point,  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  promised  them  a  separate  entertain* 
ment   upon    the    proposed    alteration   of 
the  coffee  duties.     He  would  only  men- 
tion that   he   hsd  referred    to  this   case 
with    a   view   particularly   to   show   that 
any    apparent   increase   in   the    differen- 
tial duty  was  not  in  fact  a  real  increase. 
Now,  the  article  of  tobacco  deserved  some 
notice;    and   here  he   might  refer   very 
appropriately    to     the    conduct  of    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.     "Whatever  might  be 
said  as  to  the  application  of  the  rule  the 
present  Government  had  applied  to  the 
duties  on  colonial  productions,  certainly 
he  must  say  that  the  perceptions  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  had  marvel- 
lously quickened  with  their  change  of  seats. 
[Viscount  Howick:  No.]  The  noble  Vis- 
count  cried  *'  No,  No/'  but  bow  stood  the 
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facts  ?  Really,  ha  might  say  without  much 
exaggeration,  that  if  they  had  falleo  ioto  a 
wrong  course  respecting  these  colonial 
duties,  (and  so  far  as  there  had  been  haste 
or  error,  he  was  of  course  ready  to  bear 
the  blame,)  they  had  been  in  no  smHll 
degree  misled  by  the  legislation  of  the 
party  last  in  power.  Why,  the  principal 
act  of  the  commercial  legislation  of  tliat 
party  was  the  creation  of  new  protected 
interests  by  the  measure  they  had  brought 
forward  with  regard  to  East  India  sugar. 
Under  the  cover  of  that  protective  duty 
they  admitted  an  interest  not  before  in- 
cluded in  the  protection,  and  had  in  con- 
sequence raised  up  a  party  against  them- 
selves, whose  exertions  in  and  out  of  that 
House  they  had  subsequently  cause  to 
remember.  With  regard  to  East-India  rum 
their  conduct  was  precisely  the  same,  and 
he  could  adduce  many  other  cases  equally 
or  even  more  decisively  in  point.  For 
instance,  there  were  the  articles  of  rough 
rice,  imported  from  the  western  coast  of 
Africa,  and  of  bees  wax,  imported  from  the 
same  district.  What  had  they  done  in 
1836  ?  Had  they  not  created  a  new  dif- 
ferential rate  of  duty  with  respect  to  those 
articles  ?  Then,  in  1838,  again  they  had 
created  another  new  differential  duty  in 
favour  of  hides  coming  from  the  colonies, 
and  in  the  same  year  a  differential  duty  in 
respect  of  woods  from  Honduras.  This 
was  what  they  had  done,  but  what  was 
their  tone  with  respect  to  these  differentia] 
duties?  What  was  their  tone  with  re- 
gard to  the  chanee  of  the  duties  on  to- 
bacco, of  which  the  noble  Lord  had  that 
night  urged  the  inexpediency?  In  1840 
the  Government  had  been  requested  to 
put  the  East  Indies  on  the  same  footing 
with  regard  to  its  productions  as  the  West 
Indies.  Of  course,  that  proposition  in- 
cluded the  article  of  tobacco.  If  he  re- 
membered right,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Montrose  was  one  of  those 
who  most  vehemently  urged  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  that  course.  What  did 
the  late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whom  he  did  not  now  see  in  his  place, 
say  on  that  occasion  ?  He  bad  taken  the 
trouble  that  morning  to  refer  to  the  sen- 
timents the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
expressed,  unrebuked  by  his  Colleagues 
or  his  party  on  the  subject  of  East-India 
tobacco,  and  he  found  that  he  fully  ad- 
mitted the  justice  of  the  claim  set  up  for  an 
equalization  with  the  West-Indian  pro- 
dttcersi  and  only  objected  to  alteration  on 


consideration!  connected  with  the  revenue. 
He  might,  too,  take  another  case— the  case 
of  East  India  tea.  It  was  then  proposed  to 
adopt  a  differential  duty  in  favour  of  tea 
from  the  East  Indies -a  measure,  the  po- 
licy of  which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
referred  to  that  night  io  an  argument 
which  he  must  say  he  thought  sound  and 
valid.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  this 
matter  said  in  1840,  be  was  not  prepared 
to  offer  an  opinion  upon  the  prepositioD  to 
create  this  new  difTerential  dotyi  because 
he  had  formed  no  opinion  upon  it*  It  was 
clear,  therefore,  that  the  perceptions  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  had 
been  sharpened,  and  that  the  country  had 
derived  great  advantage  from  the  altera- 
tion in  their  Parliamentary  position.  But, 
returning  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count, he  would  at  once  say  with  him 
that  he  believed  the  soundness  of  our  true 
principles  of  commerce  would,  in  the 
course  of  time,  make  their  way,  and  be 
felt  and  appreciated  in  every  part  of  the 
globe ;  and  further,  he  also  agreed  that 
the  example  of  England,  in  following  oat 
what  she  believed  to  be  the  true  principles 
of  trade,  would  be  eventually  most  effect- 
ual with  other  countries.  At  the  same 
time,  looking  at  the  present  state  of  our 
foreign  trade  in  some  quarters,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  great  uneasiness 
would  be  felt  in  England  if  it  were  to  go 
forth  that  we  were  neglectful  of  the  trade 
with  our  colonial  dependencies.  An  impres- 
sion already  he  knew  existed  that  injury 
had  been  done  to  our  colonies  in  some 
particulars.  Several  communications  had 
been  made  to  him,  and  he  had  found 
that  the  greatest  anxiety  was  felt  that  the 
interests  of  the  colonial  markets  should 
be  maintained,  and  a  peculiar  value  was 
attached  to  that  trade.  But  it  was  not 
his  object  to  dwell  at  any  length  upon 
the  effects  of  our  colonial  system,  either 
political  or  commercial — its  encourage- 
ment of  that  marine  which  fostered  our 
navy  —  and  further,  he  was  prepared 
to  admit  with  the  noble  Lord  that  com- 
mercially a  price  had  been  paid  for  these 
advantages,  either  by  a  loss  to  the  revenue 
on  the  one  hand,  or  by  an  increase  of 
price  to  the  consumer  on  the  other,  or,  as 
occasionally  happened,  by  the  conjuocdou 
of  both  results.  Admitting  this,  however, 
he  could  not  say  that  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  had  done  his  duty  to  this  part 
of  his  argument.  He  believed  there  was 
even  some  truth  in  the  proposition  thi^ 
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Ihese  difimntial  duties  kad  sometimes 
had    encouraging  results  in  cheapening 
prioes  all  over  the  world.    The  article  of 
indigo  was  an  instance  in  point.     Before 
the  East  Indies  became  the  great  source 
of  supply  for  the  world  as  respects  that 
articlei  indigo  bore  a  price  three  or  four 
times  greater  —  certainly  not   less  than 
twice  as  great  as  at  present.    It  might 
be,  that  the  preference  accorded  by  our 
laws  to  East-Indian  indigo»  had  materially 
eontributed  to  cansiug  that  abundance  of 
production  which  led  to  so  satisfactory  a 
result.    Although,  therefore,  not  prepared 
t0  defend  the  theory  of  a  colonial  sys- 
tem alike  in  all  its  particulars-^admitting 
that  there  were  objections  to  it  in  some 
points-^he  was,  nevertheless,  prepared  to 
defend  the  position  that  it  was  in  some 
oases  even    commercially  and  in  direct 
money  results  beneficial.     What  he  did 
aay,  too,  was  that  the  proposition  of  the 
Government,  whilst  it  was  open  to  few  or 
none  of  the  objections  of  that  system, 
eombined  many,  he  might  say  the  whole 
of  its  advantages.    To  illustrate  this  posi*> 
lion*— to  show  that  the  plan  of  these  new 
differential  duties^  as  they  were  termed, 
might  be  at  the  same  time  anything  but 
delfimental  to  the  revenue,  and  decidedly 
advantageous  to  the  consumer,  he  would 
begin  by  remarking,  it  was  admitted  that 
price  was  governed  by  the  rate  at  which 
the  unprotected  producer  could  bring  his 
goods  into  the  market.    The  new  differ- 
ential duties  were  all  applicable  to  articles 
produced  in  the  United  Kingdom,  as  well 
aa  abroad ;  and  whatever  might  come  in 
voder  them,  would  therefore  compete  with 
a  producer  at  home,  as  well  as  with  the 
foreigner.    This  it  was  most  important  to 
bear  in  mind*    Now  in  the  case  of  an 
article  grown  at  home«  and  highly  pro* 
tected  against  foreign  competition,  if  they 
introduced  aa  intermediate  or  second  class 
of  doty  beneficially  serving  our  own  colo* 
nists*  they  did  not  raise  the  price,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  they  augmented  the  sup- 
ply«  and  by  bringing  a  new  party  into  the 
field  produced  a  tet^ency  to  lower  prices. 
The  noble  Lord  had  quoted,  and  as  he 
thought  very  unfortunately  quoted,  the  case 
of  salt  provisions.     Now,  if  they  had  a 
good  case  in  regulating  their  tarifi'with 
regard  to  American  articles,  it  was  the  case 
of  salt  provisions,  for  the  fact  was,  that 
oar  nsarioe  constituted  the  chief  purcha- 
sers of  these  provisions,  and  the  tariff  pro- 
vided that  for  the  use  of  that  service  such 


provisions  might  be  taken  out  of  bond 
without  payment  of  any  duty  whatever. 
But  to  return  to  his  illustration.  Sup>- 
posing  the  admission  of  an  article  from 
the  colonies  following  upon  the  reduction 
of  the  rate  of  duty  in  its  favour,  and  in«- 
creasiog  the  consumption,  it  naturally 
followed  that  it  added  to  the  revenue  by 
the  duty  payable  upon  the  increase  of 
supply;  but  if  it  did  not  increase  con- 
sumption, but  only  displaced  what  was 
previously  consumed,  it  still  added  to 
the  revenue  if  it  displaced  what  was  pro- 
duced at  home,  and  what  consequently 
had  paid  no  duty  at  all ;  or  if  it  dis- 
placed an  article  of  foreign  production 
being  introduced  at  a  lower  duty,  it  had 
at  least  some  tendency  to  the  other  good 
effect  of  benefitting  the  consumer  by  ad« 
mitting  of  a  sale  at  a  lower  price.'  It 
was  an  abuse  of  words  to  call  this  imposi- 
tion of  new  rates  of  duty  a  creation  of 
differential  duties ;  the  real  effect  of  the 
measure  would,  in  point  of  fact,  be  to  ad* 
mit  the  colonies  pro  tanto  not  absolutely 
to  commercial  equality,  but  to  an  ap- 
proximation to  commercial  equality,  with 
the  British  producers  of  any  commodity. 
The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the  danger 
of  raising  up  additional  protected  interests, 
which  would  be  sure  to  throw  obstruc* 
tions  in  the  way  of  Government,  should  it 
hereafter  be  desirous  of  introducing  im- 
provements into  the  commercial  policy  of 
the  country.  He  thought  that  the  course 
taken  during  the  present  Session  with 
respect  to  the  duties  on  important  articles 
produced  in  the  colonies  would  be  a  more 
than  ample  guarantee  to  the  community, 
that  when  Parliament  should  judge  it  fit 
and  wise  to  introduce  some  measure  for 
the  commercial  benefit  of  the  country  at 
large,  it  would  not  be  deterred  from  giv« 
ing  effect  to  that  measure  by  any  partial 
or  selfish  views.  The  noble  Lord  had  said 
that  the  propositions  of  Government,  if 
adopted,  would  have  a  tendency  to  lay 
further  restrictions  on  the  trade  of  the 
colonies  themselves,  for  that  if  you  gave 
the  colonies  such  advantages,  you  must 
give  the  mother  country  corresponding 
artificial  advantages  in  the  markets  of 
the  colonies.  The  best  answer  to  this 
argument  wss  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
we  were  at  this  moment  greatly  reducing 
the  duties  on  all  foreign  commodities  im- 
ported into  the  great  western  market  of 
the  British  colonies  which  could  enter  into 
competition  with  the  productions  of  this 
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cooQtry.  That  measure  would,  by  re- 
moving restrictions,  give  great  extension 
to  the  trade  of  our  colonies  and  give  new 
encouragement  to  their  enterprise.  Again, 
the  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  House  should 
be  careful  as  to  what  example  they  set  at 
this  moment  to  foreign  countries  in  matters 
of  commercial  policy.  He  hoped  that 
they  would  not  be  led  to  put  an  unfa- 
vourable interpretation  on  the  proposi- 
tions of  Government,  if  they  should  be 
adopted  by  the  House.  Sure  he  was, 
they  would  have  no  right  to  con- 
strue them  in  a  sense  unfavourable  to 
themselves,  nor  did  he  think  they  would 
be  inclined  to  do  so,  unless  they  were  in- 
instructed  80  to  interpret  them  by  others, 
as,  for  example,  by  the  interpretations 
of  the  noble  Lord.  What  was  the  real 
fact?  The  Legislature  of  a  great  em. 
pire,  which  had  colonies  subject  to  it 
that  were  parts  of  the  same  body,  was  es- 
tablishing a  system,  which  would  effect 
an  approximation  to  entire  freedom  of  in- 
tercourse between  the  different  regions  of 
the  empire.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
any  foreign  country  could  take  upon  itself 
to  interfere,  and  say  that  this  country 
should  not  gi?e  commercial  freedom  to  her 
owa  subjects  and  her  own  children,  nor 
even  an  approximation  to  it  ?  If  the  House 
should  sanction  the  scheme,  they  would 
only  be  doing  now  for  the  colonies  what 
they  had  done  scores  of  years  ago  for  Ire- 
land. Ireland  was  then  separated  from  us 
by  commercial  barriers,  and  when  those  re- 
strictions were  removed,  that  course  was 
adopted  which  the  House  was  now  asked 
to  apply  to  the  colonies.  The  Legislature 
then,  in  fact,  created  so  many  differential 
duties  in  favqur  of  Ireland  against  the 
rest  of  the  world.  Gould  any  man  deny 
that  that  was  the  practical  effect  of  the 
measure  ?  Take  the  case  of  Irish  cattle^ 
for  instance.  [Mr.  C.  Wood :  The  duties 
were  removed].  He  did  not  mean  to  say, 
that  the  course  taken,  or  that  the  case 
of  the  colonies  was  exactly  that  of  Ire- 
land in  form,  but  the  cases  were  certainly 
in  substance  analogous,  and  the  measures 
he  now  asked  the  House  to  adopt,  while 
they  would  be  socially  and  politically  ad- 
vantageous, would  tend  towards  commer. 
cial  freedom.  He  would  take  another 
case— that  of  the  German  Customs  Union. 
He  had  heard  an  hon.  Gentleman  not  now 
in  his  place,  one  of  the  most  ardent  ad- 
mirers and  zealous  prosecutors  of  commer- 
cial freedom  —  the  Member  for  Dum* 


fries  describes  that  union  as  an  estab^ 
lishment  of  freedom  of  trade  withiD  a 
large  circle  of  population.  Did  any  man 
ever  make  it  a  matter  of  objection  against 
the  great  power  at  the  head  of  that  onion, 
that  it  admitted  to  a  perfect  participation 
in  its  own  privileges  the  other  states  which 
it  took  into  the  union?  The  objection 
made  to  its  conduct  was,  not  that  it  ad- 
mitted other  states  to  perfect  commercial 
equality  with  itself^  but  that  it  caused  ex- 
orbitant duties  to  be  imposed  in  other 
states  of  Germany  on  many  articles  which 
would  otherwise  have  been  admitted  on 
moderate  terms  under  their  own  former 
tariffs.  He  did  not  think  that  foreign 
countries  generally  were  in  the  wisest  tem- 
per at  the  present  moment  with  respect  to 
commercial  matters,  but  was  it  credible 
that  they  would  urge  it  as  a  charge  against 
England,  that  she  was  doing  partially 
and  incompletely  for  her  own  colonies 
what  Prussia  had  done,  not  only  without 
any  complaint  from,  but  with  the  loudest 
approbation  of  the  champions  of  free-trade 
to  other  countries  that  were  not  her  own 
subjects,  but  were,  in  reality,  foreign 
countries,  except  as  members  of  the  Ger- 
manic body?  In  imposing  a  lower  duty  on 
colonial  than  on  foreign  produce,  they 
were  taking  steps  to  lower  and  not  to  en* 
hance  the  price— to  increase  and  not  to 
contract  the  snpply ;  at  the  same  time, 
that  they  would  secure  all  those  advan- 
tages of  increasing  their  own  trade  and 
fostering  the  growth  of  the  colonies  which 
had  always  been  an  object — a  justifiable 
and  important  object  of  the  colonial  system. 
He  moreover  held,  that  the  colonies  had  a 
claim  upon  our  mere  justice  forsome  prefer- 
ence, inasmuch  as  they  were  placed  under 
disadvantages  which  they  were  called  upon 
to  bear  for  the  general  benefit  of  the  em- 
pire. Differential  duties  were  still  imposed 
in  favour  of  our  goods  imported  into  the 
colonial  markets.  That  had  always — he 
believed  he  was  right  in  saying  always— > 
been  the  principle  of  our  law.  It  was  the 
principle  of  our  law  at  present,  it  was  the 
principle  of  the  bill  introduced  last  year 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  it  was  the  principle  of 
the  bill  introduced  this  Session  under  the 
auspices  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  to  impose  a  dif- 
ferential duty,  small  as  it  might  be,  on  all 
foreign  articles  whatever  imported  into  our 
colonies,  where  they  might  compete  with 
articles  the  produce  of  Great  Britaio.   He 
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was  wrong  in  saying  all;  there  were  cer- 
tain articles  exempted  on  special  grounds. 
Bnt  the  rule  was  to  tax  every  foreign  arti- 
cle. The  exemptions  were  the  exceptions. 
It  was  true  that  the  range  of  those  dif- 
ferential duties  was,  by  the  new  bill,  to  be 
very  greatly  contracted— he  thought  most 
jusdy  and  beneficially ;  but  the  principle 
was  retained.  It  had  at  first  been  intended 
to  abolish  the  duties  generally,  and  restrict 
their  application  to  a  few  specific  articles, 
instead  of  retaining  the  duties  generally 
with  a  few  exceptions.  But  it  was  thought 
wiser,  on  reflection,  and  actually  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  late  President  of  the 
Bond  of  Trade,  to  let  the  principle  remain 
as  it  now  stood.  We  laid  restrictions  on 
the  colonies,  also,  with  respect  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  were  allowed  to  obtain 
the  commodities  they  required*  They 
were  not  permitted  to  receive  any  foreign 
commodity  whatever,  except  under  three 
conditions :  first,  unless  with  a  differential 
duty;  second,  unless  coming  either  from 
England,  or  from  the  country  in  which  it 
was  produced ;  third,  unless  coming  in  a 
British  ship,  or  iu  a  vessel  belonging  to  the 
country  in  which  it  was  produced.  On 
the  whole,  he  was  convinced,  that  the  pro- 
posed plan  would  insure  increase  of  sup- 
ply with  reduction  of  price  to  the  consumer, 
and  benefit  rather  than  detriment  to  the 
revenue.  There  was  no  reason  whatever, 
therefore,  why  Parliament  should  be  afraid 
of  the  name  of  a  differential  duty,  but 
they  ought  to  do  that,  which  considering 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  would  be 
most  beneficial  to  our  fellow  subjects,  and 
beat  for  the  interests  of  the  whole  empire. 
One  point  more,  on  the  score  of  justice.  He 
was  not  aware  whether  it  were  a  rule  of 
law ;  bnt  it  had,  at  all  events,  been  a  rule 
of  Administration,  to  prohibit  our  colonies 
from  levying  taxes,  even  for  purposes  of 
revenue,  on  the  introduction  of  British 
manufactures,  beyond  the  most  restricted 
rates,  although  we  had  ourselves  raised 
heavy  revenue  duties  from  almost  all 
colonial  articles.  [Mr.  Lahouchere:  In 
Canada,  a  part  of  the  revenue  was  raised 
from  duties  on  British  goods  imported.] 
True;  a  portion  of  revenue  was  so  raised, 
and  the  duties  had  just  been  raised ; 
but  to  what  point?  To  5  per  cent; 
and  even  that  was  a  deviation  from 
the  old  system,  which  permitted  only  a 
duty  of  2|  per  cent,  ad  valorem  to  be 
raised.  That  was  the  limit  to  which  the 
tolonial  legislation  had  been  formerly  con- 


fined, bnt  by  a  recent  enactment  passed 
only  a  few  months  ago,  we  had  with  a  great 
stretch  of  generosity  allowed  it  to  be  in** 
creased  to  5  per  cent.  Many  of  the  colo- 
nists were  prevented  from  raising  so  much. 
He  had  stated  these  considerations  to  the 
House,  because  he  trusted  they  would  dis- 
pose hon.  Gentlemen  to  regard  with  fa- 
vour any  duties  tending  so  much  to  foster 
the  general  well-being  of  the  country  as 
the  differential  duties  now  recommended, 
while  they  likewise  tended  to  foster  the 
colonial  trade.  He  had  not  thought  fit  to 
urge  the  importance  of  those  political  ad- 
vantages which  arose  from  colonial  con- 
nexions, and  which  would  be  so  much 
affected  by  commercial  arrangements,  for 
he  was  contented  to  rest  the  case  of  the 
Government  wholly  and  solely  on  the 
commercial  effect  of  the  change  now  pro- 
posed in  our  tariff*,  by  which  the  duties  on 
certain  colonial  articles,  heretofore  subject 
to  high  rates,  would  be  lowered.  By  those 
propositions  they  could  afford  to  stand  or 
fall,  according  as  they  should  be  proved 
to  tend,  or  not  to  tend  to  increase  the 
supply  of  the  article  and  lower  its  price. 

Mr.  C,  Wood  said,  although  he  coin- 
cided in  the  expressions  of  opinion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  as  to  the  benefit  likely  to 
arise  to  the  country  from  the  tariff*,  yet  he 
must  say,  that  the  objections  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  had  met  with  no  reply.  This 
mode  of  proceeding  was  one  that  he 
thought  must  be  preferred  by  the  Govern* 
ment  itself.  They  preferred  rather  dis- 
cussing the  tariff*  upon  general  principles, 
than  upon  the  mere  details*  and  thus 
having  the  matter  decided  at  once.  In 
the  course  of  the  proceedings  npon  this 
matter,  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Deacon  Hume 
had  been  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  yet  Mr.  Deacon 
Hume  had  given  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the 
colonial  system,  which  they  were  still 
about  to  uphold,  had  been  of  no  benefit 
whatever  to  the  colonies.  It  had,  indeed, 
been  said,  that  the  colonies  were  to  be  re- 
garded as  an  integral  portion  of  this 
country,  like  Ireland.  He  thought  they 
might  be  so  considered,  if  they  contributed 
to  the  charges  of  the  country,  and  if  the 
same  burdens  were  put  upon  them  as  were 
put  upon  Ireland,  which  bore  her  fair 
share  of  the  expenditure  of  England.  If 
that  were  done  with  the  colonies,  then  the 
argument  would  be  a  fair  one,  that  they 
should  be  put  upon  the  same  footing  ;  but 
untU  that  was  done,,j^o|f|ifljj^<hat  sort 
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parts  of  the  world.  Let  them  look  to  the 
cootumption  of  their  manufoctared  goods 
ia  proportion  to  the  popuiatioos  which 
they  were  supplying,  and  let  them  t«U 
him  whether  or  oot  it  would  be  aa  ad- 
▼aatageooB  step  for  them  to  allow  the 
coloDJes  still  to  keep  up  their  trade,  still 
to  keep  up  the  demand  for  British  manu- 
factures? But  what  was  the  relative  pro* 
portion  of  our  manufactures  consumed  ia 
Canada,  with  respect  to  the  population  of 
that  country,  and  the  proportion  con- 
sumed in  the  United  States,  with  reference 
to  its  population?  Taking  the  amount 
of  British  manufactures  imported  into 
Canada  as  2,629,000/.,  and  the  popula- 
tion as  amounting  to  l,300,000/.>the  con- 
sumption amounted  to  the  value  of 
d9s.  2d.  per  head.  Compare  this  with 
the  consumption  of  the  United  States. 
He  did  not  desire  to  disparage  the  trade 
with  the  United  States ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  was  a  most  important  traffic,  and  he 
wished  most  sincerely  that  it  could  be 
still  further  extended;  but  what  was  the 
comparative  consumption  of  our  manu- 
factures in  the  United  States  in  propor- 
tion to  the  population  of  that  country? 
Taking  that  population  as  17,000,000, 
there  was  consumed  in  the  United  States 
about  the  value  of  7,236,000/.  of  our 
manufactures,  or  somewhere  about  the 
rate  of  8s.  6d.  per  head.  Although  it 
was  true  that  our  exports  to  the  United 
States  had  fallen  off  from  the  value  of 
65,000,000  dollars,  at  which  they  had 
stood  in  1839,  to  33,000,000,  at  which 
they  had  stood  in  1840,  he  did  not  wish 
to  refer  in  terms  of  reprehension  to  any 
causes  which  might  have  produced  that 
falling  off;  but  from  whatever  cause  such 
decline  might  have  ariseui  it  proved  that 
trade  with  foreign  countries  was  liable  to 
embarrassment  from  caprice,  and  from 
hostile  feeling,  and  was  exposed  to  many 
other  sources  of  interruption  while  it 
wanted  all  these  elements  of  security  and 
of  safety  which  could  be  attained  in 
colonial  traffic.  Let  them  look  to  the 
position  of  thiscountry-^o  the  magnitude 
of  its  interests,  to  the  extent  of  its  com-» 
merce,  to  the  necessity  of  extending  its 
commercial  interests.  He  besought  them 
— ^not  from  the  adoption  of  any  short* 
sighted  principles  of  policy,  however 
plausibly  they  might  be  supported— he 
besought  them  not  to  sacrifice  the  great^ 
the  increasing^  the  incalculable  advantage 
.which   they  possess^i^l^by^o  colonial 


means  of  carrying  on  a  trade  unchained 
and  unfettered  by  foreign  restrictions — a 
trade  the  most  beneficial  of  all  which 
they  were  engaged  in,  a  trade  which 
more  than  any  other  employed  our 
shipping,  consumed  the  produce  of  our 
manufactures,  and  gave  encouragement 
to  native  and  to  colonial  industry — 
and,  more  than  all  that,  which  kept 
entire  that  strong,  that  beneficial  tie  of 
nationality,  that  tie  of  mutual  connection 
between  the  different  parts  of  this  great 
empire,  which  constituted  its  protection 
from  war,  and  its  strength  ana  glory  in 
peace?  What  was  the  extent  of  this 
trade  which  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to 
treat  so  lightly  ?  He  had  moved  for,  and 
he  now  held  in  his  hand  a  return  relative 
to  the  nature  and  extent  of  trade  carried 
on  by  the  British  colonies ;  and  he  would 
ask  the  House  to  consider  the  extent  of 
that  trade  with  which  it  was  proposed  to 
deal  so  lightly  ?  He  would  ask  the  House 
to  look  not  only  to  the  amount  of  that 
trade  in  numbers,  but  how  much  of  it  was 
carried  on  directly  with  the  mother  coun- 
try, and  the  proportion  of  our  manufac^' 
tures  consumed  in  the  colonies  with 
reference  to  their  population.  In  1837 
the  total  amount  of  the  trade  carried  on 
by  our  North  American  possessions— of 
the  exports  to  these  colonies  was 
3,844,000/.  In  1838  the  amount  was 
3,640,000/.  The  total  average  amount 
for  those  two  years  was  3,700,000/. 
Now,  of  that  large  amount  what  propor- 
tion came  from  foreign  countries  ?  That 
proportion  amounted  only  to  about 
700,000/.  Such  was  the  proportion  of 
imports  into  British  North  America  not 
derived  either  directly  or  indirectly  from 
the  mother  country--the  remainder  of  the 
great  traffic  which  he  had  cited  was  ex- 
clttrively  in  their  own  hands,  it  consisted 
of  their  own  manufactures.  The  total 
value  of  the  trade  of  the  British  colonies, 
of  the  trade  with  British  America,  with 
the  West  Indies,  and  with  Australia,  was 
in  1837  upwards  of  10,261,000/.,  and  in 
1838  upwards  of  10,580,000/.,  and  of 
this  amount  there  was  not  above 
3,000,000/.  worth  not  directly  derived 
from  Great  Britain  or  her  other  colonies ; 
the  returns  of  the  exports  of  these  colonies 
showed  that  of  those  exports,  which  were 
increasing  In  amount,  upwards  of  eight- 
tenths  were  introduced  into  this  country. 
Let  them  compare  this  trade  with  any 
oommerce  they  carried  on  with  any  other 
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traflBc  by  putting  the  British  colonies  on 
the  footing  of  foreign  conntries  regarding 
their  commercial  relations  with  the  mother 
country^  and  by  the  attempt— an  attempt 
in  which  they  could,  no  doubt,  to  a  certain 
extent  succeed  —  raise  the  amount  of 
revenue  by  raising  the  amount  of  duty. 
In  their  efforts  for  the  support  and  main* 
tenance  of  unity  and  harmony  between 
the  various  portions  of  this  great  empire, 
let  them  remember  that  it  was  not  restraint 
which  was  best  adapted  to  keep  it  toge- 
ther— ^the  sense  of  union  was  to  be  che- 
rished by  means  of  strict  commercial 
connection  carrying  with  it  mutual  ad- 
Tantages.  It  was,  he  said,  such  a  sense 
that  would  keep  their  colonies  together 
The  noble  Lord  himself,  in  talking  of  the 
colonies,  had  expressed  an  opinion  that 
they  ought  to  be  integral  portions  of  the 
empire,  bound  to  it  by  ties  of  mutual 
self-interest,  nationality,  and  commercial 
advantage.  Let  them  rely  upon  it  that, 
if  they  lightly  threw  away  the  advantages 
which  they  possessed — if  they  taught  the 
colonies  to  consider  that  they  were  to  be 
looked  upon  as  foreign  countries — let  them 
rely  upon  it  that  they  were  shaking  the 
main  elements  of  the  strength  of  the  em- 
pire abroad,  and  with  that  strength  only 
which  arose  from  union  could  that  empire 
be  maintained.  But  if  they  deprived  the 
colonies  of  the  sense  of  mutual  commercial 
advantage,  they  would  diminish  the 
strength  arising  from  union,  and  if  they 
abandoned  the  colonies,  and  commerce 
with  the  colonies,  they  would  diminish 
their  national  power  and  glory,  and  sink 
into  the  condition  of  a  second-rate  power. 
Mr.  Baring  said,  the  course  proposed 
by  his  noble  Friend  was  with  a  view  of 
saving  the  time  of  the  House  when  in 
committee*  His  noble  Friend  proposed, 
instead  of  applying  his  principle  to  the 
numerous  details  of  the  tariff,  when  it 
should  come  to  be  considered  in  commit- 
tee, to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  at 
once,  whether  or  not  it  were  proper  and 
advantageous  in  cases  where  no  aifferen- 
tial  duties  at  present  existed,  to  create 
them.  His  noble  Friend's  resolution  did 
not  touch  thoee  duties  which  at  present 
existed*  He  asked  no  opinion  as  to  them ; 
all  he  asked  was  a  decision  upon  the 
principle  whether  they  would  abandon  the 
course  which  they  had  hitherto  pursued, 
and  impose  new  differential  duties  in  cases 
in  which  .they  did  not  at  present  exist  ? 
And  what  ww  the  answer  to  this  question. 


just  given  by  the  noble  Lord  ?  Why,  it 
was  a  panegyric  on  the  system  which  at 
present  existed,  and  an  innovation  in  the 
name  of  all  that  was  valuable,  not  to  ad- 
here to  that  system,  but  to  one  introduced 
for  the  first  time.  If  there  was  any  Gen- 
tleman, who  had  just  entered  the  House, 
unaware  of  the  nature  of  the  question  be- 
fore it,  he  must  have  felt  rather  surprised 
at  finding,  that  while  *the  whole  of  the 
noble  Lord's  arguments  were  directed 
against  change,  he  was,  in  fact,  asking 
the  House  for  a  change.  The  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  an  excellent  one 
against  the  proceedings  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  near  him,  and  against  the 
whole  of  the  tariff  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. If  the  noble  Lord  had  been  but 
upon  this  side  of  the  House,  his  speech 
would  have  been  one  of  the  most  power- 
ful speeches  which  could  be  pronounced 
against  any  change  in  the  existing  system, 
for  every  word  was  directed  against  the 
proposed  measures  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
The  noble  Lord  had  told  them,  that  the 
colonies  were  to  be  preserved  by  means  of 
differential  duties,  that  they  were  the  ties 
which  bound  the  colonies  to  the  mother 
country;  and  what  had  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  to  do  with  these  differential 
duties?  In  the  latter  part  of  his  speech 
he  had  answered  the  former  part,  but 
towards  its  commencement,  he  had  ad- 
mitted to  a  very  great  extent  the  just- 
ice of  the  principles  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Ho  wick),  and  had  even  tried 
to  show,  that  in  the  construction  of  the 
tariff  he  had  been  following  out  the 
opinions  of  his  noble  Friend— for  what 
were  to  be  the  effects  of  his  measures  ? 
There  existed  131  differential  duties. 
These  duiies  were  those  under  which  the 
great  trade  the  noble  Lord  had  described 
bad  sprung  up-~they  were  the  duties 
which,  according  to  the  noble  Lord,  bound 
the  colonies  to  the  mother  country.  He 
implored  you  not  to  touch  those  duties. 
But  have  they  been,  are  ihey  to  be  left 
untouched  ?  He  would  tell  them  what 
had  been  done  with  them.  Of  the  131 
differential  duties,  ninety-eight  were  to 
be  reduced,  four  were  to  be  abolished,  and 
only  eight  were  to  be  increased ;  and  that 
only  on  account  of  particular  and  tempo- 
rary circumstances.  Of  the  131  differen* 
tial  duties,  there  remained  only  twenty- 
one  which  were  to  be  left  untouched. 
And  they  were  now,  forsopthi  called  oui 
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in  the  name  of  the  old  principle,  to  reject 
the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend — a 
proposition  not  half  so  violent  as  that  of 
Government,  and  which  only  proposed, 
that  they  would  not  enact  new  differen- 
tial duties.  His  noble  Friend  did  not 
propose  rashly  to  deal  with  the  duties 
upon  which  great  existing  interests  had 
been  founded.  On  the  contrary,  he  ex- 
pressly said,  that  when  there  were  inter* 
ests  created  under  the  concurrence  of 
legislation,  he  would  be  the  last  man  to 
deal  rashly  with  such  cases.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  said,  that  they  were  more  sensitive 
upon  the  subject  than  they  had  been, 
when  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  If 
it  was  so,  he  was  happy,  that  they  were 
now  more  enlightened.  It  had  been  said 
—and  he  admitted  that  it  was  so— that 
it  was  difficult  to  deal  with  those  great 
interests  which  had  grown  up  under  dif- 
ferential duties ;  and  it  had  been  said,  that 
those  Gentlemen  whose  language  was  very 
liberal  out  of  the  House,  when  they  got 
seats  in  it,  were  apt  to  shut  the  door  in 
the  face  of  others.  He  admitted,  that 
this  was,  to  a  certain  extent,  correct. 
But  was  there  no  lesson  to  be  derived 
from  it?  Did  it  not  show,  that  if  they 
created  new  differential  duties,  they  would 
also  be  creating  those  powerful  interests 
which  were  so  hard  to  deal  with.  There 
were  two  cases  which  had  been  alluded 
to  in  the  conduct  of  the  late  Ministry  with 
regard  to  their  alteration  in  the  duties  on 
rough  rice  and  bees'  wax.  But  that  alter* 
ation  had  been  dictated  by  a  desire  to  pro- 
mote  a  fair  and  legitimate  trade  on  the 
coast  of  Africa,  as  it  was  represented  to 
Government  that  the  establishment  of  such 
a  trade  would  be  the  best  means  of  conn* 
teracting  and  putting  an  end  to  the 
slave-trade.  But  these  were  small  and 
trifling  articles,  and  his  noble  Friend 
had  acceded  to  the  reduction  in  these  in- 
stances. For  his  own  part  he  had  not  the 
slightest  notion  on  what  principle  the 
tariff  was  founded.  He  could  understand 
the  first  edition;  but  the  alterations  which 
were  subsequently  made  rendered  it  ut- 
terly impossible  to  comprehend  on  what 
principle  the  differential  duties  were 
placed.  He  confessed,  though  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  gi?en  him  a  principle, 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  on  what 
good  grounds  it  rested.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  that  where  colonial 
produce  met  with  the  same  produce  of  this 


countryi  and  also  with  foreign  produce  of 
the  same  nature,  the  reductions  proposed 
by  the  Government  were  such  as  must 
either  reduce  the  price  to  the  consumer  or 
cause  no  loss  to  the  revenue.  But  we  had 
a  case  of  this  very  nature.  We  had  the 
case  of  timber.  On  that  article  there  was 
a  large  differential  duty,  and  the  timber  of 
Canada,  it  must  be  recollected,  not  only 
entered  into  competition  with  that  which 
was  produced  at  home,  but  with  foreign 
timber.  The  definition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  then,  exactly  applied.  He 
should  like  to  ask  how  the  introduction  of 
Canada  timber  at  a  low  differential  duty, 
tended  either  to  reduce  the  price  or  not  to 
injure  the  revenue  ?  What  regulated  the 
price  of  timber  in  this  country  ?  It  was 
the  price  of  foreign  timber.  The  price  of 
the  colonial  kept  just  under  the  foreign; 
and  by  the  protecting  duty  on  the  foreign 
the  price  of  the  colonial  was  calculated. 
If  a  change  was  made  which  tended  to 
raise  the  price  of  colonial  timber,  the  diU 
ference  would  not  go  into  the  revenue,  but 
into  the  pockets  of  the  Canadian  timber 
merchant.  He  thought  it  quite  clear,  then, 
that  both  in  the  case  of  timber  and  all 
such  articles  which  came  in  large  quanti- 
ties into  consumption  under  the  circum- 
stances which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
described,  the  price  of  colonial  timber  was 
a  matter  of  indifference,  as  it  was  foreign 
timber  which  regulated  the  market  price. 
The  colonists  were  so  well  aware  of  this» 
that  they  were  not  so  scrupulous  about 
the  duty  on  timber  as  the  Imperial  Legist 
lature,  and  if  he  was  not  much  mistaken, 
the  article  of  timber  was  there  subjected 
to  an  export  duty.  He  had  run  his  eye 
over  various  articles  of  the  tariff,  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  down  this 
principle,  and  he  could  not  see  how  it  was 
made  to  operate  with  respect  to  them. 
On  rosewood  and  mahogany  be  admitted 
that  his  objection  did  not  apply,  for  high 
differential  duties  were  still  to  be  kept  up. 
But  there  was  the  article  of  cinnamon, 
with  respect  to  which  it  was  plain  that  it 
was  utterly  useless  to  keep  up  a  differential 
duty.  Our  colonies  produced  more  of 
this  article  than  was  required  for  our  sup- 
ply; that  the  surplus  went  into  foreign 
markets,  and  the  prices  in  this  country 
must  be  regulated  by  those  in  the  foreign 
markets,  just  as  it  was  with  our  West- 
Indian  colonies  in  the  case  of  sugar ;  and 
he  might  add,  that  a  considerable  part  of 
the  Ceylon  revenue  arose  from  cinnamon, 
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of  which  the  eoloay  had  such  a  monopoly 
as  to  onaUo  it  to  impose  thereon  an  ex- 
port duty.  Bat  now  to  recur  once  more 
to  the  general  principle  of  the  tariff. 
Really » if  there  were  one,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand it,  especially  as  to  the  new  **  dif- 
ferential"  dulies — if  there  were  any  prin- 
ciple at  all  in  the  imposition  of  any  import 
duties,  it  must  be  the  necessity  of  protect- 
ing home  producers ;  but  now  that  prin- 
ciple was  violated  in  the  differential  duties 
which  took  away  from  the  home  producers 
much  of  the  protection  as  to  colonial  pro- 
duce which  was  maintained  as  to  the 
fiMreign*  What  did  it  matter  to  our  |iro« 
ducers  at  home,  whether  the  imports  were 
from  colonists  or  foreigners?  This  was,  of 
coarse,  adopting  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  to  the  justice 
of  protection  to  the  home  producers.  If 
that  principle  were  sound,  why  then  it  was 
carried  out  most  inconsistently  and  most 
unfairly  as  to  those  home  producers,  pro- 
fessedly the  objects  of  protection.  Again, 
be  asked,  what  was  the  principle  on  which 
the  tariff  was  formed  P  Its  inconsistencies 
were  palpable — but  unaccountable.  No 
reason  could  be  assigned  for  the  variations 
as  to  the  mode  of  desling  with  different 
articles.  To  instance  the  case  of  fruit : — 
on  apples,  pears,  and  medlars,  there  were 
differential  duties;  but  on  no  other  fruit 
Why  was  this?  What  consistency  was 
here?  What  reason  could  be  given  for 
such  a  preference  of  these  particular  fruits 
alone  as  objects  of  pecular  favour  to  the 
colonists  ?  and  die  difficulty  of  compre- 
baodiog  the  thing  was  enhanced  by  the 
fact,  that,  if  these  three  sorts  of  fruit  were 
dried,  why,  then,  the  '^  differentiar  duty 
in  favour  of  our  colonies  ceased  !  Where 
was  the  "  principle''  here  ?  Further,  as  re<- 
garded  seeds,  like  rape,  linseed,  &c., 
there  were  no  differential  duties,  while,  as 
to  the  oils  expressed  from  them,  there 
were  such  duties.  Where  was  the  prin* 
ciple  here  ?  Surely,  in  a  great  commercial 
reform,  something  like  great  leading  prin- 
ciples, it  mi|ht  be  expected,  would  be  ad- 
hered to  with  consistency.  Again,  on 
liquids  there  were  no  protecting  duties ; 
and  with  respect  to  other  articles  of  a  like 
nature  the  case  was  the  same.  He  should 
be  glad,  then,  to  know  upon  what  prin- 
ciple the  duties  on  the  different  articles 
were  charged — upon  what  principles  those 
duties  were  to  be  based.  He  did  not  now 
wish  to  trouble  the  committee  for  any 
loBfsr  tinep  but  be  should  be  happy  to 


avail  himself  of  a  further  opportunity  to 
discuss  the  propositions  of  the  tariff  more 
in  detail,  and  he  hoped  that  they  were 
speedily  to  receive  a  definition  of  the 
whole  principles  upon  which  the  tariff  was 
founded. 

Sir  i2.  Ptel :  I  was  in  hopes,  until  I 
heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  to  save  us  the  trouble  and  delay  of  a 
discussion  on  details,  and  that  we  were  to 
get  rid  of  further  diecnasioa  by  the  motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  the  general  principle 
of  the  tariff  as  far  as  the  differential 
duties  between  articles  the  production  of 
the  colonies  to  those  produced  in  foreign 
countries  were  concerned ;  but  I  am  afraid, 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  noble  Lord  will  not  be  aceom- 
plished,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  tells 
us  that  when  we  enter  into  the  details  of 
the  tariff,  then  we  must  go  into  the  con- 
sideration of  these  minute  articles.  Now, 
I  confess  I  thought,  from  the  indignation 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
vent  with  respect  to  medlars,  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  promote  discussion  on  de- 
tails on  the  present  occasion.  I  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  given  notice  of 
this  motion  for  the  purpose  of  rescuing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  from  a  diffioilty, 
for  if  the  noble  Lord  had  not  given  noUoa 
of  his  motMn,  the  division  must  have  been 
taken  on  some  individual  article  of  the 
Uriff.  That  article,  the  first  in  the  list, 
would  have  been  colonial  asses,  which  so 
greatly  excited  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
indignation  the  other  night— and  he  would 
have  had  no  alternative  but  to  try  this 
great  question  on  the  subject  of  imposing 
a  duty  of  Is.  3^.  a*head  on  cofenial  asaes. 
I  certainly  thought  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  brought  forward  his  motion  by  way  of 
a  pons  cainorum  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 1  think  we  shall  do  better  by  fol- 
lowing the  example  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  discussing  the  question  of  principle 
rather  than  by  entering  into  these  details, 
which  I  should  have  been  disposed,  never- 
theless, to  treat  in  a  better  temper  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  exhibited 
with  regard  to  the  subject  of  medlara, 
bat  which,  in  my  opinion,  would  be,  with 
better  judgment,  reserved  for  an  earlier 
period  of  the  evening,  if  we  are  to  enter 
upon  them  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man explained  to  those  hon.  Members  who 
did  not  hear  U.^.«^|^^(3(^^ 
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caitioDf  the  nature  of  the  motion  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick)»  but  I 
proteft  against  the  correctness  of  the  ex- 
position gif en  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. And  I  beg  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  not  present  and  did  not  hear  the 
early  part  of  the  debate,  to  hear  my  ver* 
sion  of  the  noble  Lord's  motion.  It  is 
neither  more  nor  less  than  this  :— 

**  That  in  making  a  new  arrangement  of  the 
customs'  duties  it  is  not  expedient  to  impose 
diflbrent  rates  of  duty  upon  the  same  articles 
when  imported  from  foreign  countries  or  from 
British  possessions  in  any  case  where  no  such 
difference  now  exists;  and  that  in  those  cases 
in  which  such  a  difference  already  exists,  it  is 
not  expedient  that  it  should  be  increased.  ^ 

That  is  the  question.  We  are  required 
to  lay  down  an  abstract  proposition  that  it 
if  not  desirable  to  raise  in  any  case  the 
duty  on  a  commodity,  the  produce  of  fo- 
reign countries,  above  the  duty  on  the 
same  article  produced  in  a  colony.  We 
are  to  lay  down  that  as  a  principle.  We 
are  not  merely  to  correct  an  error  com- 
mitted with  respect  to  an  individual  ar- 
ticle, but  we  are  to  lay  this  down  as  a 
principle  of  legislation,  that  the  difference 
is  not  to  be  increased.  But  what  it  the 
principle  for  which  the  noble  Lord  con* 
tends?  The  principle  is  this:  that  you 
shall  treat  your  colonies,  without  discrimi- 
nation,  as  foreign  countries  in  this  respect. 
The  noble  Lord  will  not  deny  that  sncb  is 
the  proposition  for  which  he  contends. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  bis 
Friends,  when  in  office,  did  not  adhere  to 
this  rule.  *'  True,"  replies  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  '<  there  were  slight  exceptions. 
There  was  rough  rice  and  bees'-wax  from 
the  western  coast  of  Africa. "  And  what 
account  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  of  the  motives  which  induced  them  to 
take  this  course?  He  says,  "  If  you  can 
oonfer  a  benefit  on  the  natives  of  Africa, 
it  wooM  be  by  encouraging  their  trade. 
Give  them  the  benefit  of  differential  duties, 
and  you  will  encourage  their  attention  to 
domestic  industry ;  and  yon  cannot  con- 
fer a  greater  benefit  on  a  country  like 
Africa  than  by  encouraging  the  natives  to 
devote  themselves  to  industry."  But 
what  becomee  of  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord  about  inflicting  injury  on  our 
colonies?  The  noble  Lord  says,  *'You 
only  disturb  the  application  of  capital; 
and,  under  a  notion  of  conferring  a  bene- 
fit, yon  are  inflicting  future  injury." 
WJbal  hoaM^ity  was  it,  then,  to  encourage 


the  growth  of  rough  rice  on  the  coast  of 
Africa?  If  the  noble  Lord's  principle 
were  correct,  there  was  no  humanity  in 
giving  peculiar  encouragement  and  fticilities 
to  African  produce.  Humanity  ought  to 
have  dictated  the  establishment  of  the 
same  rate  of  duty  on  the  productions  of 
Africa  and  those  of  foreign  countries. 
But  the  great  principle  of  the  noble  Lord, 
on  which  the  House  is  to  decide  to-night, 
is,  whether  it  be  just,  with  respect  to  all 
articles  the  produce  of  your  colonies,  that 
the  same  rate  of  duty  should  apply  as  a|^ 
plies  to  articles  the  produce  of  foreign 
countries.  If  that  principle  be  correct 
there  is  an  end  of  your  colonial  system. 
The  noble  Lord's  argument  strikes  at  the 
foundation  of  our  colonial  connection.  Is 
it  just  to  say  to  the  colonies,  '*  You  shall 
import  British  articles  on  a  more  favour- 
able footing  than  those  of  foreign  nations. " 
You  are  at  the  present  moment  passing 
an  act  through  the  House  giving  to  British 
manufacturers  advantages  in  the  colonial 
markets^yoo  restrict  commercial  inter- 
course with  the  colonies  by  preventing 
them  from  choosing  their  markets.  Would 
it  then,  I  ask,  be  just  to  say  to  the  coio. 
nies,  "  You  shall  admit  the  manufactures 
of  Great  Britain  on  more  favourable  terms 
than  the  produce  of  foreign  countries,  but 
Great  Britain  shall  give  your  produce  no 
preference  whatever?**  Yet  that  is  the 
principle  for  which  the  noble  Lord  con- 
tends.  Then  would  the  noble  I^ord  do 
away  with  the  privileges  which  British 
manufactures  enjoy  in  the  cobnies?  If 
he  would,  let  me  ask  him,  why  would  he 
maintain  the  colonies  at  all?  The  colo- 
nies  are,  according  to  the  noble  Lord,  to 
have  the  unlimited  right  to  buy  in  the 
cheapest  market.  This  conntrv  ought  to 
show  no  preference  to  colonial  prwiuce* 
If  vou  think  fit,  for  purposes  of  revenne, 
to  lay  a  doty  of  30  per  cent,  on  any  ar- 
ticles coming  from  Russia  or  France,  in 
that  case,  according  to  the  noble  Lord's 
principle,  you  ought  indiscriminately  to 
lay  the  same  rate  on  articles  the  produce 
of  a  colony.  Be  it  so ;  but  let  me  ask 
the  noble  Lord,  why  we  should  be  at  the 
expense  of  defending  these  colonies  ?  The 
noble  Lord  says,  '*  See  what  results  fol- 
lowed in  the  United  States  by  abolishing 
these  distinctions  since  the  independence  of 
the  United  States  was  established — since 
the  system  of  privilege  and  protection  has 
been  abolished  ?  "  Be  it  so ;  but  why  re- 
tain the  colonies  if  we  are  to  derive  no  ad- 
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vantage  whatever  in  respect  to  coRiinercial 
intercoarae— no  advantages  to  navigation 
— no  exclusiye  privileges  for  British  ship- 
ping? Why  abandon  these  advantages, 
whether  real  or  supposed,  and  then  garri- 
son Canada  with  15,000  men.  The  noble 
Lord's  principle  is  to  let  the  colonies  go- 
vern themselves,  and  declare  their  separa- 
tion from  this  country;  for  it  is  quite 
clear  that  our  connection  with  the  colo- 
nies can  be  of  no  possible  advantage  if  we 
incur  all  the  obligations  of  defence,  but  in 
every  other  respect  place  them  on  the 
footing  of  foreign  countries.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  colonies  can  be  nothing 
but  an  onerous  obligation  to  this  country 
if  the  principle  of  the  noble  Lord  be  true. 
The  noble  Lord  says  that  Mr.  Huskisson's 
principles  were  adverse  to  the  course  now 
pursued.  What!  Mr.  Huskisson,  who 
proposed  that  Canada  should  be  allowed 
to  sell  her  corn  in  the  British  market  at  a 
fixed  duty  of  5s.  With  the  noble  Lord's 
resolution  in  force  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  Mr.  Huskisson  to  have  ap- 
plied, as  he  did,  his  principle  to  the  sugar 
of  the  Mauritius,  lowering  the  duty  on  it 
to  10s.  the  cwt.  It  would  have  been  im- 
pouible  for  Mr.  Huskisson,  in  1826  or 
1827,  to  have  equalised  the  duty  on  the 
sugar  of  the  Mauritius  and  that  produced 
in  the  West  Indies,  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  determined  to  act  on  the  prin« 
ciple  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord.  What 
did  Mr.  Huskisson  say  with  respect  to  the 
East  Indies?  Mr.  Huskisson  complained 
of  the  conduct  of  the  United  States  in  re- 
fusing  to  our  manufactures  the  privileges 
which  had  been  given  to  other  manufac- 
tures Mr.  Huskisson  intimated  that  there 
were  two  articles,  the  produce  of  the 
United  States,  of  which  we  might  derive 
an  abundant  supply  from  our  own  colo- 
nies.   Mr.  Huskisson  said, 

''We  could,  he  was  satisfied,  soon  be 
abundantly  supplied  with  tobacco  from  the 
East  Indies,  by  wise  and  prudent  induce- 
mens  held  out  to  induce  its  improved  cultiva- 
tioD.  The  rice  of  India  would  soon  (indeed 
it  was  already  doing  so)  usurp  the  place  in  our 
list  of  imports  which  that  of  Carolina  had 
held.  In  other  articles  the  same  change  would 
soon  be  observed.  With  reference  to  cotton, 
that  raw  article  so  essential  in  our  great  staple 
trade,  it  was  only  necessary  to  give  its  culture 
in  India  the  same  encouragement  and  protec- 
tion which  the  indigo-trade  had  obtained  to 
insure  its  cultivation  with  equal  success,  and 
the  growth  of  as  good,  as  durable,  and  as  fine 
an  article.  The  result  would  soon  be,  that  the 
cotton  of  India  would  rival  and  supplant  the 


cotton  of  the  western  world,  as  the  Indigo  of 
India  already  excelled  that  of  Guatemala,  to 
which  it  was  formerly  so  much  inferior,  and 
would  still  have  continued  so  but  for  the  judi- 
cious encouragement  afforded  to  it." 

Therefore,  for  the  noble  Lord  to  con- 
tend that  Mr.  Huskisson  was  the  patron 
of  the  principle  that  colonial  articles  in  all 
cases  should  be  subjected  to  the  duty  to 
which  foreign  articles  were  exposed,  is  en- 
tirely inconsistent  with  the  fact.  Take 
the  case  of  India.  You  have  ruined  the 
cotton  manufactures  of  India  by  the  im- 
portation of  your  own.  You  insist  upon 
India  receiving  it  upon  most  favourable 
terms  to  yourself.  If  India  attempted  to 
get  a  revenue  by  subjecting  your  cotton 
manufactures  to  a  duty  you  would  take 
means  to  prevent  it.  But  you  contend 
that  your  cotton  manufactures  shall  be  in- 
troduced into  India  with  great  advantage, 
as  compared  with  the  manufactures  of 
other  states;  and  that  the  produce  of 
India  shall  be  subject  to  all  the  duties  to 
which  the  produce  of  foreign  states  is 
subject.  Is  there  any  justice  in  that  ar- 
rangement ?  Will  the  noble  Lord  be  pre- 
pared in  contending  for  this  principle  to 
subvert  altogether  the  colonial  interests? 
Are  you  prepared,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
creasing your  manufactures  in  the  colo* 
nies,  to  msist  upon  your  manufactures 
being  introduced  at  lower  rates  than  the 
manufactures  of  other  countries  ?  1  put  it 
to  any  rational  man  who  is  actuated  by 
equitable  principles,  whether  it  could  be 
justly  concurrent  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  advantages  which  you  derive  from 
those  colonies  to  contend  that  colonial 
produce  shall  have  no  advantage?  It 
would  be  altogether  inconsistent.  You 
have  told  your  colonies  that  you  will 
maintain  your  connexion  with  them  ;  you 
have  pledged  yourself  to  the  Canadas  to 
maintain  your  connexion  with  them ;  and 
I  should  deeply  regret  if  the  House  of 
Commons  should  propose  either  one  or 
the  other  of  these  alternatives — either  to 
tell  the  Canadas  that  '*  There  must  be  no 
distinction  in  favour  of  British  manufac- 
tures; you  are  at  liberty  to  introduce 
French  goods  and  the  manufactures  of 
other  countries  on  terms  equally  advanta- 
geous with  those  on  which  British  articles 
are  imported ;"  or  to  take  this  other  and 
still  more  impolitic  course,  and  sav,  "  We 
insist  upon  your  introducing  British  goods, 
and  upon  depriving  you  of  the  discretion 
of  carrying    on   intercourse  with   other 
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conntrieft  in  the  cheapest  inannef'-nainely, 
by  the  ships  of  other  coantries ;  but,  with 
respect  to  the  introduction  of  your  goods, 
they  must  be  introduced  upon  the  same 
footing  as  French  and  other  foreign  ar- 
ticles/' ^hy,  sir,  to  use  such  language  as 
this,  and  to  adopt  such  a  course  as  this 
now  suggested,  would  place  us  in  that 
situation  with  our  colonies  that  nothing 
but  physical  force  could  enable  us  satis- 
factorily to  maintain  any  longer  the  con- 
nection. Sir^  again  I  must  repeat  that  I 
cannot  answer  for  the  justice  with  which 
every  subject  is  treated,  with  respect  to 
those  600  or  700  articles  set  forth  in  the 
tariff.  I  think  it  is  impossible  to  answer 
for  the  justice  of  all  those  discriminating 
duties.  If  the  course  you  mean  to  pursue 
be  this— namely,  to  put  us  to  the  proof 
with  respect  to  every  article  here  described 
— if  you  take  one  article  with  the  sum  of 
6d.  attached  to  it,  and  say,  *'here  I  put 
it  to  you  to  defend  this  article  at  6d.,  and 
this  other  which  is  marked  at  9d"  1  say, 
Sir«  that  by  adopting  such  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding towards  us,  we  should  6nd  it  ut- 
terly impossible  to  give  any  satisfaction. 
Hon.  Members  must  consider  the  compli- 
cated relationship  of  this  country.  They 
must  consider  the  immense  extent  of  ca- 
pital which  is  involved — they  must  consi- 
der the  enormous  extent  of  our  colonial 
empire,  and  the  extensive  field  of  our 
commerce.  With  these  considerations  they 
must  be  aware  of  the  danger  that  would 
naturally  arise  by  any  attempt  at  legisla- 
tion which  would  rashly  shake  the  foun- 
dations of  the  empire.  You  must  de- 
cide on  the  whole  of  those  financial  and 
commercial  measures.  And  you  must 
look  to  the  practical  results  which  were 
likely  to  follow.  We  have  done  all  that  a 
wise  and  prudent  Government  could  do 
for  the  purpose  of  adopting  this  question. 
We  have  made  an  effort  to  restore  the 
finances  of  the  country  and  relieve  the 
spirit  of  industry.  I  appeal  to  your  jus- 
tice to  decide  upon  these  measures  as  a 
whole,  rather  than  to  sacrifice  the  grand 
object  we  have  in  view  by  descanting  upon 
its  minute  parts,  in  respect  to  which  I 
confess  it  would  be  most  difficult  to  give 
satisfactory  and  conclusive  proofs  in  favour 
of.  If  this  House  should  assent  to  this, 
I  shall  still  hope  that,  as  the  course  we 
have  pursued  has  been  hitherto  approved 
of,  and  as  the  House  has  already  decided 
upon  the  general  principles  involved  in 
the  noble  lord's  amendment,  we  shall  be 
still  allowed  to  carry  out  our  objects  with- 
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out  being  called  upon  to  account  for 
every  item  of  the  tariff.  The  amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord  cannot  be  entertained, 
for  we  are  not  yet  prepared  to  create  that 
alarm  throughout  India,  the  Canadas,  and 
the  whole  of  our  colonial  empire,  which 
such  a  proposition  was  so  well  calculated 
to  do ;  for,  by  adopting  it,  you  would  be 
only  proclaiming  the  principle  that  they 
should  be  treated,  in  respect  to  colonial 
intercourse,  in  the  same  manner,  and  upon 
no  more  advantageous  terms,  than  we 
should  treat  the  foreigner.  This  was  but 
a  unilateral  course,  which,  in  justice  to 
our  own  interests,  as  well  as  those  of  our 
colonies  we  cannot  think  of  pursuing. 
[[Viscount  Howick :  I  urged  it  against  any 
great  alterations  being  made.]  Why,  I 
would  ask,  is  not  the  whole  of  the  noble 
Lord's  principle  this — that  it  must  be  de- 
sirable to  maintain  the  duties  with  respect 
to  the  produce  of  the  colonies  and  that  of 
other  countries  on  the  same  footing.  The 
noble  Lord  stated  that  you  were  doing  an 
injury  to  the  colonies  by  supporting  their 
permanent  interest — his  principle  was  this, 
that  colonial  produce  ought  not  to  be  in- 
troduced on  a  more  favoured  footing  than 
that  of  foreign  countries.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  the  system  we  pursued  on  this  sub- 
ject was  vicious.  I  am  now  protesting 
against  that  unqualified  and  exceptionless 
doctrine — namely,  that  you  ought  to  treat 
Canada  in  respect  to  colonial  and  com- 
mercial intercourse  on  the  same  footing 
as  other  countries.  If  such  a  proposition 
be  entertained,  there  is  an  end  at  once  to 
our  colonial  empire,  and  to  maintain  it  will 
only  be  to  place  a  useless  burden  on  our- 
selves. If  you  sanction  this  proposition, 
then  you  ought  also  to  say  let  the  colo- 
nies assert  their  own  independence,  and 
provide  for  their  own  maintenance. 

Mr.  Villiers  assured  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet that  the  satisfaction  which  he  pre- 
sumed to  exist  on  that  side  of  the  House 
with  his  commercial  scheme,  arose  solely 
from  its  approximation  to  the  principles  of 
free-trade,  the  value  of  which  they  were 
told  were  now  appretiated  on  the  other 
side ;  but  if  they  were  now  to  collect  from 
the  speeches  of  Members  of  the  Government 
that  all  the  exploded  doctrines  connected 
with  monopoly  were  yet  held  and  adhered  to, 
he  for  one,  should  say  that  there  was  little 
in  the  changes  proposed  to  recommend 
them  to  the  country.  If  he  understood 
the  objection  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net o^red  to  the  noble  Lord's  motion,  it 
'  was^  that  it  was  based  on  the  policy  of  doing 
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away  with  protective  duties,  and  not  that 
of  preferrioe  articles  that  came  from  the  co- 
lonies to  those  imported  from  a  foreign 
country,  as  this  (said  the  right  ^hon.  Gen- 
tleman) would  destroy  all  connection  be- 
tween the  mother  country  and  colony. 
Why,  this  was  the  old  answer,  given  m 
support  of  every  kind  of  colonial  misgo- 
yernment,  however  injurious  to  this  coun- 
try as  well  as  to  the  colony  itself.  It  put 
out  of  question  the  real  merits  of  the 
change  proposed,  and  assumed  that  the  ex- 
isting system  was  attended  with  unqualified 
advantage,  and  could  only  be  changed  with 
detriment  to  the  colony.  Now  he  begged 
to  say  that  it  was  precisely  because  the 
noble  Lord  did,  in  a  certain  measure,  assail 
that  system  of  differential  duty,  that  he, 
and  many  around  him,  supported  it ;  and 
it  was  indeed  to  prevent  his  being  mis. 
understood  in  voting  for  it,  that  he  then 
rose ;  for  his  objection  to  the  motion  was, 
that  it  was  too  limited,  that  it  did  not  go 
ftir  enough,  that  it  did  not  fully  and  fairly 
recognise  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  other  night,  namely, 
that  the  real  interest  and  true  policy  of 
the  community  was  to  get  what  they  de- 
sired at  the  cheapest  market,  while  the  noble 
Lord's  motion  in  fact,  only  referred  to  such 
duties  that  should  be  rendered  differential 
in  future,  and  not  those  that  now  existed. 
He  would  do  away  with  all  duties  for  pro- 
tection, as  impolitic  and  unjust.  A  dif- 
ferential duty  was  a  duty  to  support  some 
particular  interest  in  a  colony,  very  often 
prejudicial  to  the  colony,  as  a  protective 
duty  was  to  support  some  monopoly  in  this 
country:  the  same  arguments  were  re- 
quired to  support  both,  and  the  same  party 
•—namely,  the  English  community— were 
equally  aggrieved  by  both.  If  there  was  any- 
thing sound,  or  anything  just  in  the  prin- 
ciples now  avowed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba« 
ronet,  there  is  the  same  mischief  in  paying 
more  for  an  article  when  it  comes  from  a 
colony,  as  in  paying  more  from  monopoly, 
or  not  buying  at  the  cheapest  market  on 
any  other  account;  and  to  urge  as  an 
excuse,  that  unless  you  submit  to  this  great 
disadvantage  you  cannot  maintain  the  con- 
nection with  the  colony,  is  to  show  that 
this  connection  is  an  evil,  not  that  paying 
more  is  a  good.  But  what  is  the  argument 
used  by  the  Government  to-night  which 
seeks  to  rest  their  policy  on  justice  to  the 
colony  ?  Why,  that  the  colonies  are  sub- 
jectea  to  certain  restrictions  for  our  ad- 
vantage, to  which  foreign  countries  are  not 
subjected,  and  that  gave  them  a  claim  to 
be  preferred  in  this  market    But  who 
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wanted  these  restrictions  to  be  main- 
tained ?  Not  the  colonies^-not  the  rnanu- 
facturers  here.  It  is  the  grievaaoe  of  the 
colonies  of  long  standing,  that  these  re- 
strictions still  pontinue ;  if  they  were  re- 
moved, they  care  not  for  competition,  and 
they  were  promised  by  the  late  Government 
that  they  should  be  removed  ;  indeed,  he 
believed  that  they  are  to  be  favoured  by 
this  Government  in  having  them  mitigated 
or  removed.  It  is  absurd,  also,  to  suppose 
that  they  benefit  the  manufacturer  here, 
because  he  only  exports  to  the  colony  what 
he  exports  to  foreign  countries,  and  he 
could  not  get  more  for  his  goods  in  the 
colony  than  he  received  in  the  foreign 
country ;  and  if  he  sent  the  same  goras 
to  Canada  and  New  York,  he  could  only 
receive  the  price  in  the  former  that  he  did 
in  the  latter;  and  if  foreign  countries 
could  produce  them  cheaper  than  they 
were  made  here,  this  country  would  not 
export  them.  The  colonic,  therefore,  are 
really  injured  by  those  restrictions  imposed 
upon  their  commerce  with  other  countries, 
and  the  manufacturers  here  are  not  bene* 
fitted  one  bit  more  by  their  custom  than 
by  that  of  fbreiffners.  But  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  defends 
the  system,  on  the  ground  that  the  trade 
is  more  beneficial  to  the  colonies  than 
to  other  countries  in  proportion  to  their 
people,  and  compares  the  United  States 
with  our  American  provinces.  But  he 
asked  why  the  trade  with  America  was 
so  limited  ?  Why,  solely  on  account  of 
our  own  absurd  restrictions  on  that  trade, 
because  we  would  not  allow  a  beneficial 
trade  to  be  carried  on  between  the  coun* 
tries;  which  it  was  notorious  might  be  done 
with  America  as  well  as  with  many  other 
countries.  The  fkct  was,  that  this  system 
of  differential  duties  did  nothing  but  mis- 
chief to  both  this  country  and  the  colony  ; 
they  did,  as  the  noble  Lord^  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  said,  divert  capital  and  in- 
dustry into  wrong  channels,  and  subjected 
this  country  to  the  burden  of  an  unneces- 
sary tax  upon  the  articles  imported ;  and 
he  believed  that,  so  far  from  strengthening 
our  connection  with  the  colonies,  it  had 
the  opposite  effect — it  rendered  then  leas 
prosperous,  made  the  advantage  of  any 
connection  a  question  with  both,  and 
loosened  the  tie  which  would  derive 
strength  from  exhibiting  to  both  a  mutual 
advanta^  in  its  continuance.  As  a  partial 
application  then  of  a  sound  principle,  he 
should  support  the  noble  Lord's  motion. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  he  would  deal 
with  the  motion  of  his  noble  friend  as  be 


M9 


Cuitomg  Acis^ 


{Mat  13} 


foand  kf  and  as  applicable  to  the  tariflT 
proposed  by  the  Government.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colooies,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  finding,  he  sup- 
posed, that  tha  motion  was  resaonable  in 
itself,  had  applied  the  whole  of  thetr  argu- 
ments to  some  other  proposition  which  was 
not  before  the  House.  The  state  of  the 
qaestion  was  this,  that  at  the  present  mo- 
ment there  existed  differential  duties  ap- 
plying to  colonial  productions,  and  the 
Government  purposed  to  impose  new  du- 
ties of  the  stme  description  upon  other 
articles.  His  noble  Friend  contended 
that  those  duties  would  occasion  loss  to 
the  revenue,  without  being  productive  of 
any  advantage  to  the  consumer.  His  noble 
Friend's  mot  ion  did  not  propose  to  put 
the  trade  of  the  colonies  upon  the  same 
footing  as  that  of  foreign  countries.  Whe- 
ther it  would  be  right  to  allow  the  colonies 
to  obtain  what  they  wanted  from  any 
country  they  pleased,  and  to  subject  their 
produce  lo  the  aatne  duties  as  that  of 
other  countries,  was  an  abstract  question, 
which  it  might  be  desirable  to  discuss  at 
another  time,  but  which  had  no  relation  to 
the  motion  before  the  House.  As  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  bad  announced  his  intention 
of  not  ejplaininff  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  duties  were  laid  upon  particjuiar  arti- 
cles, although  he  had  taken  the  whole 
recess  to  consider  the  subject,  be,  or  the 
Vice-iE^resident  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
ought,  at  least,  to  have  given  some  general 
exposition  of  the  reasons  which  had  led 
to  the  establishment  of  the  new  differen- 
tial duties.  That,  however,  had  not  been 
done.  He  had  h«srd  nothing  but  decla- 
mation about  the  advantage  of  maintain- 
ing o«r  conneetion  with  the  colonies,  all 
of  which  was  totally  beside  the  question. 
The  other  night  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
after  laying  down  some  sound  principles, 
and  expatiating  upon  the  advantages 
which  must  result  from  the  people  of  this 
country  being  able  to  obtain  commodities 
at  a  cheaper  rate,  concluded  by  assuring 
the  House  that  there  was  little  chance  of 
the  articles  upon  which  he  had  lowered 
the  duties  in  his  tariff  being  procured  at  a 
less  price  than  at  present.  He  hoped,  that 
when  the  Houae  came  to  exoimine  the 
tariff  in  detail,  they  would  find  that  the 
changes  proposed  in  it  were  not  merely 
ideal,  bgt  that  there  would  be  something 
in  it  which  would  really  benefit  the  public* 
The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair  :-^^yes 
mi  Noei  1P9;  Majority  173. 


The  Tariff. 
Ligt  of  the  Ates. 


SSO 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acland,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
Ackers,  J. 
Acton,  Col. 
Ad  are,  Visct. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Alford,  Visct. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Antrobusi,  £. 
Arbuthnott,  bon.  H» 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Astell,  W. 
Attwood,  M. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bagot,  boo.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Bailey,  H.J. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Balfour,  J.  M. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bell,  M. 

Beresford,  Major 
Bernard,  ViMt. 
Blackburne  J.  I. 
Blackstooe,  W.  S. 
Bodkin,  W  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bradshaw^  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broad  wood,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  «l. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brownriggi  J.  S. 
Bruoe,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Bulkeley,SirR.B.W. 
Bunbury,  T. 
Burrell,SirC.  M. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Campbell,  A. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Carnegie,  hou.  Capt. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chapman,  A. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Cholmondeley,  bo.  H. 
Christmas,  W. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 


Clayton,  B.R* 


Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  bon.R.H. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cockburo,rt.ho.SirG. 
Codringtoo,  C.  W. 
Coliett,  W.  R. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Coote,  SirC.  H. 
Corry,  rt.  bon.  U. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cresswell,  B. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 

Dawnay,  hoo.  W.  H. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
D'lsraeli^  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Druromond,  H.  H. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
DuncQmbe«  hon.  0. 
East,  J.  B. 

Eatout  B*  ^' 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Ekerten,  Sir  P. 
Egerton,  Lard  F. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Esoott,  B. 
EstcouTt,  T.  G.  B. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Fellowes,  £. 
Feilden,  W. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Fitzroy,  bon.  H. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FoUett,SirW.  W. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G.C.W 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Glad8tone,rt.  bn.W.E» 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore;  W.  R.  O. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulburn,  rt.  bon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  bo.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Greenall,  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregory,  Vr .  ci. 
Grimsditcb,  T. 
Grimston,  Vtsct. 
Grogan,  £. 
Halford,  H. 
HamiltoD,  C.  J.  B. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
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Hampden,  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hav,  Sir  A  L. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley.  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  Sir  R. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hopg,  J.  W. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Holmes,  hn.  W  A'Ct. 
Hope,  hon.  C, 
Hornby,  J. 
Hull,  W. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnson,  W.  G. 
Johnstone,  A. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  H. 
JoUiffe,SirW.G.H. 
Kemble,  U. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
KnatchbuU,  right  hon. 

Sir  E. 
Knight,  F.  W, 
Knighlley,  Sir  C. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G. 

Lygon,hon.  General 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maclean,  D. 
M*Geachy,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  ]<ord  J. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.W.C. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morris,  D. 


Mundy,  E.  M. 
Muniz,  G.  F. 
Murray,C.R.  S. 
Neeld,J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Brien,  A  S. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Packe,C.  W.  ^ 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Patten,  J.W. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pluroptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollington,  Visct. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Powell,  Col. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigh.  W. 
Reade,  W  M. 
Reid,Sir  J.R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  S. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Shaw,  right  hoD.F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
Stewart.  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trollope,  SirJ. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tumor,  C. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verner,  Col.  I 

Vernon^G.  H.    ,         ' 


Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Waddington,  H.  & 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wilbraham.  hn.  R.B. 
Williams,  W, 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Wood,  Col. 


Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  Su 
Wynn.SirW.  W. 
Youngs  J. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  H.  B. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T.  F. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Archbold,  R. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bemal,  Capt. 
Bow  ring.  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bryan,  G. 
Buller,  C. 
Byng,  G. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Cavendish,  hn.  G.  H. 
Chapman,  B. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colborne,hn.W.N.R. 
Colebrooke,  SirT.  E. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cartels,  H.  B. 
Divett,  E. 
Duff,  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
Dundas,  Admiral 
Dundas,  F. 
Dundas,  D. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Easthope,  Sir  J. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  W. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Gordon,  Lord  F. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grey,  rt.  lion.  Sir  G. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hawes,  B. 
Heneage,  £. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  hon.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Howick,  Viscl. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  J. 
Larobton,  H.' 
Layard,  Capt. 
Lemon,  Sir  C.  ^^ 


Macaulay,rt.  hn.  T.  B. 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Maher,  V. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mostyn,  hn.  E.  M.  L. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Murray,  A. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ord,  W. 

Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell^  Capt 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  J«  G. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Scott,  R. 
Shell,  rt.hon.  R.  L. 
Shelborne,  Earl  of 
Smith,  B. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,  SirW.M. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Strutt,  E. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Traill,  G. 

Troubridge.  Sir  £.  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  hon.  Capt. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  C. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 


TELLERS. 


Hill,  Lord  M. 
gHWuell,  H. 
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House  in  committee. 
House  resumed. 

Chairman  reported  progress,  and  ob- 
tained leave  to  sit  again. 

House  adjourned  till  May  20th. 

HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 

Friday,  May  20,  1842. 

ttjxuTBB.]  Bills.  PHvatc-^l^  Duke  of  aevelaod's 
bUtes  Earl  of  Devon's  Estate;  Viscount  FitmiUiam's 
(or  Heitert^)  Estate ;  Forth  and  Clyde  Narigation }  Li- 
vcfpool  Health  of  Town  and  Buildings  Regulation; 
GoanMitee  Society  t  South  Metropolitan  Gas ;  Drogheda 
Harbour;  Aberdeenshire  Roads;  AshUm's Divorce. 
S*-  Dundee  and  Arbroath  Railway. 
Aportaf. —4xain's  Naturalisation;  Southwark  Improve* 
ment  (No.  2,  specially) ;  Greenock  Harbours  (specially). 

PbtitioMs  PRcaBNTXO.  By  Lord  Canwys,  and  Lord 
Clifbrd  of  Chudldgh,  from  Catholics  of  York,  Congle- 
ton,  Stourbridge,  Richmond  (Yorkshire),  Huddersfield, 
Southport,  Darlington,  and  other  places,  fbr  better  Reli- 
gious Instruction  fbr  the  Catholics  in  the  Army  and 
Navy. — ^By  Lord  Lorton,  from  Clongish,  for  the  Encou- 
ragement of  Schools  in  connexion  with  the  Church  Edu- 
cation Society  (Ireland).— By  Lord  Sondes,  from  Gressen- 
hall,  fbr  Inquiry  into  the  course  of  Instruction  pursued 
at  Maynooth  College.— By  Lord  Redesdale,  tnm  Goud- 
huzst,  tot  the  Limitation  of  the  number  of  Hours  of 
Attendance  of  Children  in  the  Factories.— From  the  Li- 
terary and  Sdentiflc  Institution  of  Lewes,  that  sudi  In- 
stitution may  be  Exempted  fhnn  the  Payment  of  Assessed 
and  other  Taxes  and  Rafees<— From  the  Council  of  the 
Borough  of  Plymouth,  against  the  Criminal  Jurisdiction 
(Quarter  Sessions)  BUL 

The  T0WN8HEND  Peerage.]  Lord 
Sydney  said,  he  had  to  present  a  petition 
mm  a  noble  relation  of  his,  to  which  he 
was  anxious  to  call  the  particular  attention 
of  their  Lordships,  not  only  as  it  had  re- 
ference to  the  interests  of  the  petitioner, 
but  also  from  the  novelty  of  the  case,  and 
likewise  from  the  fact  that  it  was  a  matter 
which  might  affect  their  Lordships*  privi- 
leges. The  petition  was  that  of  Charles 
Vere  Ferrars  Townshend,  Esq.,  (com- 
monly called  the  right  hon.  Lord  Charles 
Vere  Ferrars  Townshend),  only  brother 
and  heir  presumptive  of  the  most  hon. 
George  Ferrars,  Marquess  Townshend, 
Earl  of  Leicester,  &c.  The  petitioner 
steted,  that  on  the  12th  of  May,  1807, 
petitioner  s  brother,  the  said  George  Fer- 
TBX8,  Marquess  Townshend  (then  com. 
monly  called  I^rd  Chartley),  was  married 
to  Sarah  Gardner  Dunn  Gardner,  the  only 
child  of  William  Dunn  Gardner,  of  Chat- 
teris, in  the  Isle  of  Ely.  Soon  after  the 
marriage,  the  husband  and  wife  separated, 
and  in  November  in  the  same  year,  the 
Marchioness  Townshend  instituted  a  suit 
in  the  Ecclesiastical  Court,  in  order  to 
have  the  marriage  annulled  on  the  ground 
of  the  impotency  of  her  husband,  the  Mar- 
quess.   While  this  suit  was  still  pending^ 


Sarah  Gardner,  Marchioness  Townshend^ 
in  the  month  of  May»  1809,  eloped  from 
her  father's  huuse,  with  John  Margetts, 
who  then  carried  on  the  business  of  a 
brewer  at  St.  Ive's,  in  the  county  of  Hun- 
tingdon, to  whom  she  was  married  at 
Gretna-green  on  the  24th  of  October, 
1809.  On  the  17th  of  January,  1810, 
Sarah  Gardner,  the  said  Marchioness 
Townshend,  was  delivered  of  a  son,  who, 
it  is  supposed,  died  a  few  months  after 
his  birth,  and  whom  the  Marchioness,  in 
answer  lo  a  bill  in  Chancery,  in  1834, 
styled  the  right  hon.  Geor^^e  Townshend, 
commonly  called  the  Earl  of  Leicester.  In 
the  same  month  of  November,  1810,  the 
Marchioness,  accompanied  by  John  Mar- 
getts, removed  to  the  house'of  her  father, 
in  Lower  Grosvenor-street,  and  while  there 
called  themselves,  and  were  called  by  others, 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Margetts.  They  afterwards 
went  to  reside  in  Hunter-street,  in  the 
parish  of  St.  George,  Bloomsbury,  on  or 
about  February,  1811,  and  continued  to 
reside  there  until  the  end  of  1840,  always 
passing  as  man  and  wife,  and  (until  about 
the  month  of  December,  1823)  using  and 
being  known  by  no  other  names  than  Mr^ 
and  Mrs.  Margetts.  In  July,  1811^  the 
Marchioness  gave  birth  to  a  son,  who  re- 
ceived the  name  of  John,  and  was  known 
by  no  other  name  than  that  of  '*  John 
Margetts,"  until  about  the  month  of  De- 
cember, 1823,  when  he  assumed  the  title 
of  Lord  John  Towshend.  There  were  se- 
veral other  children,  three  sons  and  two 
daughters,  of  John  Margetts  by  the  Mar- 
chioness Townshend  ;  and,  on  the  26th  of 
December,  1823,  those  children, ^namely, 
John  Margetts,  William  Margetts,  Rosa 
Jane  Margetts,  Frederick  Thomas  Mar- 
getts, and  Lavinia  Charlotte  Sarah  Mar- 
getts, were  all  baptised  at  the  parish 
church  of  St.  George,  Bloomsbury,  by 
the  name  of  Townshend,  and  entered  in 
the  register  of  that  parish  as  the  children 
of  the  most  noble  George  Ferrars,  Mar- 
quess Townshend,  and  the  most  noble 
Sarah  Dunn  Gardner,  Marchioness  Towns- 
hend, whose  place  of  abode  was  stated  to 
be  Hunter-street,  St.  George,  Bloomsbury. 
It  could  be  shown t  that  since  the  month  of 
May,  1808,  the  Marquess  Townshend  had 
not  lived  or  cohabited  with  his  wife  Sarah ; 
that  the  children  up  to  the  period  of  the 
baptism  just  mentioned,  lived  with  the 
Marchioness  and  Mr.  Margetts,  whom 
they  always  called  father  and  mother,  as 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Margetts.  These  facts 
were  but  an  outline  of  the  case  which  the 
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petitioner  was  prepared  to  prore  before 
their  Lordships^  and  be  was  ture  it  would 
not  be  deemed  uoreaaooable  that  the  peti- 
tioner and  other  members  of  his  &miljr 
should  be  desirous  of  doing  so,  seeing  as 
they  did  that  (he  Member  for  Bodmin  bad 
assumed  the  title  of  Earl  of  tioicester,  the 
second  title  of  their  family.  This  as. 
sumption  was  unfounded  in  any  rightful 
claim^  and  was  calculated  ifi  impose  on  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  might  hereafter 
affect  the  privileges  of  their  Lordships,  if 
the  case  should  not  now  be  gone  into,  by 
taking  a  seat  in  their  House  to  which  he 
was  not  entitled.  He  would  read  the  re- 
capitulation of  the  heads  of  the  petition, 
which  were  as  follow  : — 

"  That  the  said  Sarah  Gardner,  Marchioness 
TowDshend,  many  years  after  the  baptism  of 
her  said  children,  and  after  the  assomption  by 
them  of  the  status  of  children  of  her  marriage, 
on  being  interrogated  by  the  Court  of  Cbao^ 
eery,  whether  the  said  children  were  actually 
the  issue  of  her  husband,  evaded  the  question, 
and  plainly  showed  that  she  dared  not  assert 
that  they  were  so.  When  exceptions  were 
taken  to  her  answer  on  that  very  point,  and 
when  pressed  by  interrogatories  which  ad- 
mitted neither  of  evasion  nor  equivocation, 
her  conduct  was  widely  different  from  that  of 
an  innocent  woman,  eager  to  seise  so  favour* 
able  an  opportunity  for  clearing  her  own  fame, 
and  for  vindicating  the  right  of  her  children  to 
the  rank,  title,  and  station  which  had  l>een 
claimed  for  them.  The  exceptions  having  been 
allowed,  she  bad  no  other  alternative  than  to 
declare  tlie  truth,  or  to  risk  the  penalties  of 
wilful  perjury ;  and  sn  arrangement  was  there- 
fore made,  by  which  the  necessity  of  any  fur- 
ther answer  was  avoided.  While  every  act 
on  the  part  of  the  said  Sarah  Gardner^  Mar- 
chioness Townshend,  and  of  her  family,  during 
a  series  of  thirty-three  years,  shows  that  her 
children  were  the  issue  of  the  adulterer,  the 
conduct  of  the  said  Qeorge  Ferrars,  Marquess 
Townshend,  and  of  the  members  of  his  family, 
proves  that  both  he  and  they  have  uniformlv, 
decidedly,  and  consistently  repudiated  the  said 
children. 

*'  That  your  petitioner  is  fully  nreparsd  lo 
establish  each  and  all  the  facts  wnich  be  has 
stated,  by  evidence  of  the  most  condusive 
character,  consisting  partly  of  letters,  and 
other  documents,  and  partly  of  tlie  testimony 
of  living  witnesses. 

"That  your  petitioner  is  advised  that  there 
are  no  means  whatever  by  which  he  can  dis- 
pute the  legitimacy  of  the  said  John  Margetts, 
the  younger  (calling  himself  '£arl  of  Leicester') 
in  a  court  of  law  ;  that  some  of  the  witnesses, 
by  whom  only  many  of  the  roost  important 
facts  can  be  proved,  are  now  far  advanced  in 
life,  and  in  uncertain  health;  and  there  are 
other  persons  whose  testimony  is  material,  but 
who  refuse  to  make  any  disclosures  unless  com- 


pelled by  a  court  of  justice ;  but  if  any  of  these 
persons  should  happen  to  die  in  the  lifetime  of 
the  said  George  Ferrars,  Marquess  Townshend, 
it  may  be  impossible  to  prevent  an  individual 
notoriously  t)egotten  and  bom  in  adultery  from 
succeeding  to  the  honours  of  your  petitioner's 
family  ;  that  in  oonsequenee  of  there  not  being 
any  property  involved  in  the  succession  of  your 
petitioner  as  heir  to  his  said  brother  George 
Ferrars,  Marquess  Townshend,  your  petitioner 
is  advised  that  he  cannot  file  a  bill  in  the  Court 
of  Cbancerv  to  perpetuate  the  testimony  of  the 
witnesses  alluded  to ;  and  he  respectfully  sub- 
mits, that  it  would  t>e  not  merely  an  anomaly, 
but  an  injustice  to  the  families  of  the  Peers,  if, 
while  the  law  has  provided  means  for  securing 
the  righu  of  inheritance  of  the  humblest  person 
in  the  kingdom  to  every  kind  of  property,  how- 
ever small  (by  enabling  the  party  interested  to 
perpetuate  the  evidence  of  witnesses  in  cue 
of  their  death),  no  such  means  should  exist 
with  respect  to  the  highest  and  most  important 
right  of  inheritance  known  to  the  constitution 
(except  the  Crown  itselOt-^-namely,  the  dig- 
nity of  a  Peer  of  the  realm. 

''That  your  petitioner,  at  the  same  time 
that  he  is  naturally  anxious  to  secure  to  him- 
self and  his  family  the  enjoyment  of  his  and 
their  legal  rights,  and  to  prevent  the  same  from 
being  lost  by  the  suocess  of  an  imposition  so 
audacious  as  to  l>e  absolutely  without  preee- 
dent,  nevertheless  feels  that  your  Lordships 
have  at  least  an  equal  interest  in  the  question. 
By  the  loss  of  the  testimony  upon  which  your 
petitioner  now  relies,  it  ma]f  happen  that  your 
petitioner  and  his  family  will  be  deprived  ibr 
ever  of  the  honours  conferred  upon  their  an^ 
castors ;  but  in  that  case,  the  spurious  issue  of 
an  adulterer  will,  against  all  moral  conviction, 
become  entitled  to  a  seat  in  your  liOrdships' 
House. 

"  Your  petitioner,  having  thus  brought  be* 
fore  your  Lordships  the  facts  of  a  case  in  which 
the  nght  of  succession  to  several  peerages  is 
actually  involved,  and  having  stated  his  anxious 
desire,  as  heir  presumptive  to  those  dignities, 
to  establish  before  a  competent  tribunal  all 
that  be  has  herein  alleged,  humbly  submits  the 
difficulties  and  impediments  under  which  he 
labours,  and  the  iniustice  which  may  arise,  as 
well  to  your  Lordsbtps  and  the  Peerage,  as  to 
himself  snd  his  family,  to  the  consideration  of 
your  Lordships,  and  humbly  prays  your  Lord- 
ships to  provide  such  remedy,  or  adopt  sueh 
proceedings  as  in  your  Lordships' wisdom  may 
seem  meet." 

He  fully  concurred  in  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  and  he  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  not  permit  this  audacious  attempt 
to  impose  on  them  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  by  the  assumption  of  a  title 
to  which  the  party  who  had  assumed  It 
had  no  claim.  He  did  not  press  this  sub. 
ject  on  their  Lordships' attention,  solely 
on  the  ground  that  it  affected  the  interests 
of  the  petitioner.    There  were  other  and 
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aaoat  importuBt  interests. — ^namely,  those 
of  tbeir  tiordsbips,  which  might  also  be 
aflacted  hj  the  assumption  to  which  the 
petition  refenredj  inasmuch  as  a  proper  in- 
Teatigation  nov  might  prevent  an  unjust 
dain  ta  a  aeat  in  their  Lordships'  House. 
He  would  again  assert,  that  the  petitioner 
could  prove  most  satis^ctorily  that  the  as- 
sumption of  the  title  of  Earl  of  Leicester 
by  the  Member  for  Bodmin,  was  an  impo- 
sition on  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
which  ought  to  be  exposed  and  treated  as 
itdeserv^.  He  would  now  mote^  that 
this  petition  do  lie  on  the  Table. 

Ordered. 

Lord  Broueiam  wished  to  ask  what 
oQurae  his  noole  Friend  (Lord  Sydney) 
Hieant  to  pursue  with  respect  to  the  peti- 
tion? From  the  extraordinary  nature  of 
that  petition,  and  the  extreme  importance 
of  the  facts  which  it  set  forth,  it  was  ob- 
vious that  it  could  not  be  allowed  to  re- 
main on  the  Table  without  having  some 
motion  founded  upon  it.  Having  been 
brought  under  the  consideration .  of  their 
Lordships^  it  was  dear  that  it  could  not 
remain  without  some  ftirther  notice,  and 
this,  not  only  in  justice  to  the  interests  of 
the  petitioner,  and  for  the  sake  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  that  House,  which  it  might 
affect,  but  also  in  justice  to  those  parties 
asalnst  whom  its  allegations  were  directed. 
He  would  venture  to  suggest  to  his  noble 
Friend  that  he  should  move  for  a  com- 
mittee to  search  for  precedents,  because 
the  case  at  present  appeared  at  least  un- 
precedented. There  was  no  case  within 
his  knowledge  which  could  be  considered  a 
precedent  for  this,  but  there  might  be 
cases  (bund,  the  principles^  or  the  mode  of 
proeeeding  in  which,  might  be  applicable 
to  it,  and  with  that  view  lie  had  suggested 
the  appointment  of  a  committee. 

Lord  Sydney  fully  concurred  in  the  sug- 
gestion of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
He  had  waited,  without  taking  any  step 
beyond  that  of  moving  that  the  petition  do 
lie  on  the  Table,  in  order  to  hear  the 
opinions  of  others  as  to  the  course  which  it 
would  be  desirable  to  pursue.  He  con- 
curred in  the  opinion  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  and  would  now  move  that 
a  oommittee  be  appointed  to  search  for 
precedents  in  the  case  of  the  petition. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

While  the  noble  Lord  was  nominating 
the  committee. 

The  Earl  of  Minio  said,  that  it  would 
be  more  consistent  with  the  practice  of  the 
House  to  have  given  notice  of  the  intention 


of  the  noble  Lord  to  move  4br  a  com- 
mittee. 

Lord  Brougham :  Notice  was  given  he* 
fore  the  holidays  that  this  petition  would 
be  presented  to-day. 

The  Lard  Chancellor :  The  motion  for 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  has  been 
put  and  agreed  to.  If  the  noble  Earl 
wishes,  he  may  move  that  the  naming  of 
the  noble  Lords  who  are  to  constitute  the 
oommittee  should  be  deferred  to  another 
day. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  that  he  could  not 
help  feeling  some  regret  that  more  deli- 
beration had  not  taken  place.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  near  him, 
that  the  case  was  quite  unprecedented. 
He  thought  that  it  was  as  clear  as  any* 
thing  could  be,  that  without  a  reference 
from  the  Crown  theix  Lordships  had  no 
jurisdiction  in  such  a  question.  If  that 
were  so,  where  was  the  necessity  of  a  com* 
mittee  to  search  for  precedents.  With 
one  exception,  the  case  of  the  Banbury 
peerage  in  Queen  Anne's  time,  he  believed 
no  precedents  cojild  be  found  for  proceed- 
ing in  such  a  case,  without  any  reference 
from  the  Crown.  In  that  case  the  House 
proceeded  without  any  such  reference;  but 
what  were  the  consequences  ?  The  Court  of 
Queen's- bench  held  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Lords  as  void,  and  all  the  pro- 
ceedings as  coram  nonjudice.  Lord  Holt 
said,  that  the  House  had  no  more  jurisdic- 
tion than  any  twelve  porters  assembled  in 
any  public^house  in  Westminster.  Why 
then,  he  would  askj  should  they  search  for 
precedents,  when  even  if  any  such  were 
found  nothing  could  be  done  with  them  ? 
He  acknowledged  the  great  hardship  com- 
plained of  by  the  petitioner;  but  he 
thought  they  ought  to  consider  whether 
there  ought  not  to  be  some  new  legislation 
on  the  subject,  some  general  or  particular 
law  to  remedy  the  grievance  of  the  peti- 
tioner. He  would  suggest  to  the  noble 
Lord  who  presented  the  petition,  whether 
it  would  not  be  better  for  him  at  once  to 
move,  or  give  notice  of  his  intention  to 
move,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  general  bill, 
or  a  bill  applicable  to  this  particular  case. 
He  saw  no  use  in  a  committee  to  search 
for  precedents,  and  he  wished  to  ask  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  whether  the  House 
could  take  any  steps  in  such  a  case  as  this 
without  a  reference  from  the  Crown. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  the  difficulty 
was,  that  the  case  was  as  unprecedented  as 
the  argument  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend^  which  ung)r|^nately  came  after 
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the  House  had  consented  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  committee.  It  was  true  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  might  moFe  to 
have  that  motion  rescinded,  though  the 
committee  had  been  appointed  on  good 
grounds;  for  their  Lordships  would  not 
take  for  granted  that  any  particular  course 
should  be  adopted  as  the  result  of  their  in- 
quiry. There  were  some  precedents — for 
instance  the  well  known  case  of  Savage,  in 
which  a  precedent  had  been  laid  down 
which  he  should  not  wish  to  see  followed. 
However,  the  inquiry  was,  he  thought,  the 
first  step  which  ougfit  to  be  taken. 

Lord  Sydney  said,  that  he  had  thought 
it  better  to  have  the  matter  referred  to  a 
committee  in  the  first  instance,  and  before 
any  legislative  measure  should  be  intro- 
duced. If  no  precedents  could  be  found 
which  could  guide  their  Lordships,  it 
would  then  be  time  to  consider  whether 
some  general  or  special  measure  might  not 
be  required. 

Committee  named. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  May  20,  1840. 

MiNUTU.]     Bills.    PkAJIc.— 1  *•  Bribery  at  Electioni; 
Tithe  Commutation. 

il<l*orf0iiw— Colonial  Puaageni  Roasted  Malt;  Law  of 
Merdianti  Act  Amendment. 

3*-  and  paned :— Pentonville  Priion ;  Aiutralia  and  New 
Zealand  t  Extise  Dutiei  Compoundi. 
Private^~4*-    Medboum  Indoture  (No.  f)  {    Imperial 
Inturaace  Company;  Can's  Estate. 
A<For<tfi.— OraTeaendTenieePier;  Slug  Road;  Cwm, 
Celyn,  and  Blafaia  Iron  Company;  London  and  Croydon 
Railroad  (Grange  Road  Approach).  (No.  S) ;  HolyweU 
Roads;  Kingstown  Marinen  Church. 
3*-  and  paaed :— Aberdeenshire  Roads;  South  Metropo> 
litanGas. 

PrrrrioirB  Prbsimtid.  By  Mr.  P.  Howard,  from  Roman 
CathoUcs  of  Carlisle,  Richmond  (York),  Brough,  Hud- 
dersfleld,  Darlington,  Congleton,  and  other  places,  for 
Equality  of  Civil  Rights.— By  Sir  H.  Douglas,  Lord 
Worsley,  Sir  John  Easthope,  and  Mr.  Fleming,  from 
RopemakeiB  and  Spinners  of  Ldoester,  Aberdeen,  War- 
wick, Portsmouth,  Fahnouth,  Gainsborough,  and  Wol- 
verhampton, against  the  Reduction  of  the  Duties  on  Rope 
and  Cordage.— By  Mr.  Orogan,  from  Clongish,  and  Wa^ 
tecford,  against  the  present  System  of  Education  (Ire- 
land)—By  Mr.  M.  Phillips,  from  the  President  of  the 
Manchester  Medical  Society,  the  Guardians  of  Berwick- 
upon-Tweed  Union,  and  Launcetton  Union,  for  Altera- 
tion of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act.— By  Lord  Robert 
Grosvenor,  trom  Chester,  tor  the  Extension  to  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  the  Regulation  with  regard  to 
the  Closing  of  Public  Houses  on  Sunday  Mornings^— 
From  Wilts,  and  the  Wester  Row  Farmers  Society, 
against  the  Importation  of  Cattle  and  Meat— From  Aber- 
gavenny, for  the  Improvement  of  the  Old  Passege  Ferry. 
—From  Fishermen  of  the  Rivers  Nore,  and  Banow, 
against  the  use  of  Salmon  Wien  and  Stake  Nets. — From 
Peckham,  against  any  frirther  Grant  to  Maynooth  Col- 
lege—From Alverstohe,  against  the  Dissolution  of  the 
Gilbert  Unions.— From  Lambcg.  for  providing  Coffins  for 
such  Destitute  Persons  as  die  out  of  the  Workhouses. 
Fran  British  Mtrcbaatf*  nd  ottim  K  Antwerp,  for 


plaeing  the  Postage  and  Communieataoii  of  Gnat  Britaia 
with  Belgium  on  the  same  footing  as  with  Fruoe.— From 
Grimsby,  agidnst  the  Property  Tax  BOL— From  Upper 
Eshob,  and  Mandiester,  for  Che  Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. 
— From  Dundee,  against  the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  oo 
Whale  OiU  and  Whale  Booe^-From  Manchester,  and 
Salford,  complaining  of  Recent  Outrages  in  the  Province 
of  U]ster.p— From  Manchester,  Altrinduun,  Huhne,  and 
other  places,  against  the  Turnpike  Roads  BiU.— From  R. 
J.  Morrison,  for  the  adoption  of  Regulations  to  pcevant 
Accidents  on  Railways. 

Flint  Election.1  House  informed , 
that  the  coroinittee  had  determined, — 

''That  Edward  Mostyn  Lloyd  Mostyn, 
esquire,  commonly  called  the  honourable 
Edward  Mostyn  Lloyd  Mostyn,  was  not  duly 
elected  a  knight  of  the  shire  to  serre  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  county  of  FUnt : 
— ^That  Sir  Stephen  Richard  Glynne,  baronet, 
was  duly  elected,  and  ought  to  haire  been 
returned  a  knight  of  the  shire  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  county  of  Flint.'* 

Determinations  to  be  entered  io  the 
Journals  of  this  House. 

Return  amended  accordingly* 

Mr.  Warner's  Invention.]  Major 
Vivian  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  respecting  the  invention 
of  Mr.  Warner,  who  professed  to  have 
discovered  a  method  of  destroying  the 
largest  fleets  and  the  strongest  fortiBca* 
tions.  His  noble  relative  had  instituted 
some  inquiries  upon  the  subject,  and,  on 
a  former  occasion,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  tal(en  much  interest  in  the  question, 
and  what  he  wished  now  to  ascertain  was, 
whether  any  new  experiments  had  been 
made  to  test  the  value  of  the  discovery. 

Sir  /2.  Peel  replied  that  he  had  wit- 
nessed an  experiment  upon  a  tmatl  piece 
of  water  which  had  certainly  been  suc- 
cessful, and  it  had  appeared  to  htm  that 
the  experiment  was  so  deserving  en- 
couragement that  conditions  had  been 
proposed  to  Mr.  Warner,  under  which  be 
was  to  make  a  further  trial.  Two  officers 
had  been  appointed  to  conduct  any  fresh 
experiments ;  but  Mr.  Warner  not  having 
accepted  the  conditions,  none  bad  been 
made. 

Bridport  Election— Mb.  Warbur- 
TON.]  On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  a 
committee  of  supply,  Mr.  C.  Buller 
begged  to  put  it  to  the  House  whether  he 
could  not  bring  on  the  question  relating 
to  the  borough  of  Bridport,  and  the 
petition  he  had  presented  from  Mr.  War- 
burton,  as  a  matter  of  privilege.  It  seemed 
to  bimi  that  the  case  stood  precisely  oo 
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the  same  ground  as  others  brought  for- 1 
ward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  | 
Roebuck),  for  his  whole  argument  would 
be  to  show  that  there  was  no  distinction 
between  them.  It  seemed  to  him,  there- 
fore^  that  the  same  rule  of  privilege  ought 
to  be  applied  to  them. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
thought  no  pressing  necessity  existed,  and 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  give  way  too 
easily  upon  such  a  point,  and  treat  as 
matters  of  privilege  questions  strictly  not 
of  that  character,  the  discussion  of  which 
would  interfere  with  the  transaction  of  the 
ordinary  business  of  the  House.  The 
present  case  was  different  in  this  respect — 
that  in  the  instances  referred  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  stated  in  his  place  that 
he  believed  a  corrupt  compromise  had 
been  effected.  On  that  assertion  the 
House  bad  granted  the  courtesy  of  pri- 
vilege, although  perhaps  it  could  not 
strictly  have  been  conceded.  The  present 
motion  was  merely  to  refer  the  case  of 
another  borough  to  the  committee  now 
sitting. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  was  prepared  to  make 
the  same  assertion  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  on  which  the  House 
had  consented  to  treat  the  motion  as  a 
matter  of  privilege.  As  to  the  pressure  of 
the  case^  he  bad  presented  a  petition 
charging  Members  of  the  House  with 
bribery  and  compromise  of  an  improper 
nature;  and  in  justice  to  them  it  seemed 
proper  that  the  discussion  should  be  brought 
on  immediately. 

Sir  R.  Peel  apprehended  that  great 
public  inconvenience  would  arise  out  of 
a  departure  from  the  ordinary  rule.  In 
the  case  of  Nottingham  there  might  be 
reasons  which  did  not  apply  to  the  case 
of  Bridport,  and  if  the  question  regard- 
ing the  latter  were  now  brought  :on,  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  any  Member  to 
obstruct  the  public  business.  He  appealed 
to  the  impartial  authority  of  the  Chair, 
whether  the  question  relating  to  the  Brid- 
port  petition  could  be  deemed  a  matter  of 
privilege. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  it  certainly  was  not 
such  a  matter  of  privilege  as  entitled  it  to 
precedence.  He  would  remind  the  House  of 
the  relative  strictness  with  which  the  rule 
as  to  privilege  was  enforced.  If  a  debate 
on  a  question  of  undoubted  privilege  were 
adjourned,  on  its  renewal  it  was  not  en- 
titled to  precedence.  He  was,  therefore, 
of  opinioni  that  accordiDg  to  the  letter 


and  spirit  of  the  rule  applied  to  such  cases, 
the  consideration  of  the  petition  regarding 
Bridport  was  not  to  be  held  a  matter  of 
privilege.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
House  ought  not  to  allow  subjects  to  be 
intro  duced  as  of  privilege,  of  which 
notice  for  a  future  day  could  without  in- 
convenience be  given. 

Mr.  Mitchell  expressed  his  hope,  that 
the  question  would  be  brought  forward  on 
the  earliest  opportunity.  He  wished  to  go 
fully  into  his  answer  to  the  several  allega- 
tions  of  the  petition,  and  he  assured  the 
House,  that  to  a  large  portion  of  them  he 
could  give  an  unqualified  denial.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  was  anxious 
that  the  question  should  not  be  delayed, 
and  he  heartily  joined  in  the  same  feeling. 
He  wished  to  direct  attention  to  one  fact. 
He  believed  that  where  a  petition  charged 
a  Member  with  anything  wrong,  the  order 
of  the  House  was,  that  it  should  be  printed 
solely  for  the  use  of  the  Members.  If 
that  were  the  case,  he  begged  to  inquire 
how  it  happened  that  on  Saturday  morn- 
ing, before  any  Member  obtained  the  peti- 
tion as  printed  for  his  use,  it  was  inserted 
at  length  in  the  Morning  Chronicle, 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  that  he  had  been  no 
party  to  the  publication  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  Cochrane  observed,  that  the  peti- 
tion, to  a  certain  extent,  affected  his  pri- 
vate character,  and  on  this  account  he 
wished  that  it  should  be  discussed  in  a  full 
House  as  soon  as  possible. 

Sir  R.  Peel  observed,  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  advise  the  House  to  proceed  to 
the  regular  Orders  of  the  Day.  His  ex- 
perience was  in  favour  of  adhering  to  the 
established  practice,  and  if  motions  of  this 
kind  could  I  be  brought  on  as  privilege, 
there  might  be  no  end  to  the  interruption 
of  public  business. 

Mr.  Mitchell  wished  to  be  informed 
when  the  subject  would  again  be  intro* 
duced.  He  and  his  hon.  Colleagues  were 
charged  with  a  high  offence,  and  they  had 
a  right  to  expect  an  early  opportunity  of 
defending  themselves. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  was  precisely  of  the  same 
opinion.  He  was  quite  ready  to  wait  until 
the  very  end  of  the  night,  and  then  bring 
the  question  forward,  or  to  give  notice  for 
Thursday  next,  unless  he  could  prevail 
upon  the  House  to  give  him  an  earlier 
day.  Both  hon.  Members  must  be  aware^ 
that  be  was  prevented  from  proceeding  by 
the  rules  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Mitchell  coald  ao(  consent  to  haifi 
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the  debate  commenced  when  Members 
were  worn  out  with  attention  to  other 
matters.  He  wished,  however,  for  the 
earliest  opportanity  of  viodicatiog  his  cha- 
racter. 

Mr.  Cechreme  apprehended  that  Thurs- 
day was  pre-oc€upied.  The  accusation 
had  found  its  way  into  every  newspaper, 
and  he  urged  that  the  opportunity  for  re- 
ply and  refutation  ought  not  to  be  delayed 
an  hour  beyond  the  absolute  necessity  of 
the  case, 

Mr.  Mitehell  should  not  object  to 
Thursday,  if  Thursday  could  be  secured. 
He  doubted,  however,  whether  other  hon. 
Members  who  had  earlier  notices  for 
that  day  would  relinquish  their  rights ; 
and  unless  some  assurance  were  given 
that  Thursday  should  be  applied  in  the 
firat  instance  to  the  ease  of  Bridport, 
he  hoped  he  should  be  forgiven  if  he 
took  a  method  of  introducing  the  ques- 
tion  on  Tuesday,  notwithstanding  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net. He  was  almost  disposed  to  ask  the 
House  to  meet  at  twelve  to-morrow,  if  the 
subject  could  not  be  discussed  on  Tnesday 
or  Thursday  next.  It  was  most  unrea- 
sonable and  unfair^  that  it  should  be  kept 
pending  during  the  whole  of  next  week. 

Sir  R.  Peel  was  willing  to  do  all  in  his 
power,  and  to  undertake  that  no  Oovera 
raent  question  should  interfere  with  the 
discussion  on  Thursday.     For  individual 
Members,  he  conld  not,  of  oourse,  answer. 

Mr.  Cochrane  said,  he  had  good  reason 
for  believing,  that  one  hon.  Member  who 
had  a  notice  on  the  paper  for  Thursday 
next,  would  not  be  disposed  to  give  way 
in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Ltskeard.  The  con- 
sequence, then,  would  be^  that  this  ques- 
tion, in  which  he  and  his  hon.  Colleague 
were  so  interested,  could  not  be  brought 
forward,  until  a  very  late  hour  of  the 
evening.  He  must  again  express  his  deep 
regret,  that  he  and  his  hon.  Colleague 
shouhl  be  obliged  to  remain  so  long  under 
the  charges  which  had  been  brought 
agsinst  them. 

Order  of  the  Day  read. 

On  the  question. ''  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair/' 

Mr.  Mitchell  said,  that  he  had  no  wish 
whatever  to  obstruct  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  on  supply  nights ;  but  he  beg- 
ged to  say,  that  it  was  his  intention  on 
Tuesday  next,  to  inquire  whether  hon. 
GeatlemeD  who  had  noticea  of  motiona  on 


the  paper  for  Thursday,  would  be  likely 
to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  ior 
any  length  of  time,  and  if  these  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  intended  to  bring  forward 
such  motions  did  not  give  way  to  the 
question  in  which  he  and  his  hon.  Col- 
league were  so  much  interested,  and  that 
the  consequence,  then,  would  be  a  post- 
ponement of  this  discussion  to  the  week 
following,  he  should  consider  it  his  dutv  to 
move  to  have  the  subject  brought  beroro 
the  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  Welsh  Circuits.]  Mr.  W.  O. 
Stixaley  had  seen  the  following  statement 
in  some  of  the  newspapers,  and  wished 
to  be  informed  if  there  were  any  truth 
in  it  :^ 

**  We  undenitaod  that  a  bill  is  about  to  he 
iDtroduced  by  Government,  to  attach  Shrop- 
shire to  this  circuit  (North  Wales),  to  meige 
the  six  oouaties  of  North  Wales  into  threoi  for 
assize  purposes,  hy  joioing  two  together,  ao4 
boldipg  the  assize  alternately  in  the  chief 
town  of  each  \  to  transfer  Hereford  and 
Monmouthshire  to  the  South  Wales  circuit, 
and  to  send  two  judges  on  the  Welsh  cir* 
cuita  instead  of  one.  Lord  Abinger  ij  the 
proposer  of  these  alterations." 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  that  he  bad  never 
heard  of  any  such  suggestion,  until  hie 
attention  was  called  to  it  by  the  hon> 
Member. 

The  United  Statss'  Boundary 
Question.]  Viscount  Pakneretan  said, 
that  the  House  would  probably  recollect, 
that  in  1839,  a  coromisaion  was  sent  ont 
to  explore  the  line  of  boundary  claimed  by 
the  British  Government  aa  the  frontier  of 
our  North  American  colonies,  and  to  aa* 
certain  whether  that  Una  of  boundary  was 
oonsistent  with  the  general  features  of  the 
country,  and  in  conformity  with  the  treaty. 
A  report  waa  made  by  these  comniMioB- 
ers  in  1840,  and  it  bad  been  laid  before 
the  House.  It  was  then  thought  expo* 
dient  to  aacertain  whether  the  line  daimed 
by  the  government  of  the  United  States 
was  consistent  with  the  general  featoree 
of  the  country,  and  reconcileable  with 
the  words  of  the  treaty ;  if  it  were  found 
otherwise,  of  course,  it  would  materially 
strengthen  the  claim  of  Great  Britain,  or 
at  all  events  place  her  claim  on  a  better 
footing.  Early  last  year,  therefore,  he 
had  sent  two  commisaionera  to  explore 
the  line,  and  he  understood  that  they  bad 
recently  returned  to  thia  eonntry.  He 
wished  to  be  iaformed  when  it  waa  likely^ 
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Ihat  their  repori  woald  be  in  a  fit  state  to  |  There  were  leveii  stipeadlary  magiitrattei 

be  laid  before  Parliament,  as  a  conttnua-    '~^  "' '^ —  ^"^  *^ *i— -j  —  ^t^- 

tion  of  that  of  1840? 

Sir  R.  Peel  apprehended,  that  there 
had  been  an  intermediate  report  not  laid 
upon  the  Table  by  the  noble  Lord  while 
he  was  in  office ;  he  meant  a  report  made, 
if  bis  memory  served  him,  in  December, 
1S40,  pursuant  to  instructions  from  the 
noble  Lord.  The  commissioners  referred 
to,  had  lately  returned  to  England,  and 
he  had  seen  their  report  within  the  last 
fe\y  days.  There  were  certain  annexes  to 
It,  consisting  of  scientific  observations  and 
plans,  which  were  not  yet  completed  ;  and 
as  soon  as  they  were  finished,  which  would 
only  occupy  a  short  time,  the  whole 
would  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 


QUTRAOBS    IN   TiPPEftAKT.]      Mr.   S. 

O'Brien  begged  to  inquire  of  the  noble 
Lord  whether  it  were  true,  that  serious 
disturbances  had  recently  taken  place  in 
Tipperary,  and  what  were  the  measures 
which  had  been  in  consequence  adopted 
by  Government, 

Lord  Eliot  said,  that  it  was  unhappily 
true  that  serious  outrages  had  beer,  commit- 
ted in  the  north  riding  of  the  county  of  Tip- 
perary, but  he  apprehended  that  some  of  the 
accOQQts  in  circulation  were  exaggerated* 
The  hoo*  Member  had  given  him  uotice 
of  his  intention  to  ask  the  question,  an4 
he  bad  prepared  a  comparative  statement 
of  outrages  in  the  first  four  months  of 
1841»  and  io  the  first  four  months  of  1842. 
In  1841  there  were  305  outrages.  In 
1842  there  were  327  outrages^  showing  a 
small  increaae»  but  io  the  higher  class  of 
orimest  such  ae  homicide  and  wrong  to 
the  pefsoDj  the  number  had  decreased 
from  nine  to  four,  and  from  tweWe  to  five. 
In  the  districts  of  Nenagb  and  Borrisokane, 
the  Qumbersy  in  the  first  four  inontbs  of 
1841  and  1842,  had  been  the  following:.^ 
In  1841  there  were  118 outrages;  in  1842, 
108  oatrages,  showing  an  actual  diminu* 
tion  of  ten*  The  House  would  not  under« 
stand  that  he  was  anxious  to  establish 
that  the  disturbed  district  was  not  in  an 
Qnsatisfketory  state;  on  the  contrary,  it 
unquestionably  required  the  prompt  atten* 
tion  of  the  Irish  government;  but  that 
attentton  had  been  given,  and  be  would 
mention  the  present  amount  of  police 
force.  There  were  no  fewer  than  800 
constables  already  in  Tipperary  and  an 
additional  reinforcement  of  100  men  had 
alto  been   dispatched   to   that  oounty. 


and  four  others  had  been  stationed  on  the 
borders  of  the  adjacent  counties.  The 
whole  force  was  under  the  orders  of  Cap- 
tain Hastie,  an  able  and  distinguished 
officer  whe  had  hitherto  been  provineisl 
inspector  in  Connaught.  No  more  com- 
petent person  could  well  have  been  se- 
lected, and  if  fpither  reinforcements  were 
required,  they  would  be  iromediMoly  sent 
to  the  spot.  He  trusted  that  enough  had 
been  done  to  restore  and  preserve  tranquil** 
lity,  and  that  It  would  not  be  necessary  for 
Government  to  apply  to  Parliament  for 
any  powers  beyond  those  which  the  law  at 
present  afibrded.  He  might  be  allowed 
to  add  bis  belief  that  the  more  atrocioua 
crimes  were  to  be  traced  to  the  facility  of 
procuring  and  using  fire-arms.  It  had 
oeen  represented  to  him  that  the  law  upon 
this  subject  as  It  stood  was  sufficient,  but 
if  any  alteration  should  be  required,  it 
would  be  in  this  respect.  |Ie  mei^nt  to 
pronounce  no  opinion,  but  merely  to  state 
that  it  might  hereafter  be  found  necessary 
to  legislate  upon  this  point.  Perhaps, 
before  he  sat  down,  he  might  be  permitted 
to  bear  testimony  to  the  praiseworthy  con- 
duct of  the  Homan  Catholic  clergy.  Tbey 
had  denounced  the  outrages  in  the  strong, 
est  manner,  as  well  as  all  illegal  associa- 
tions out  of  which  they  arose,  and  they 
had  zealously  exhqrted  their  flocks  to  ab- 
stain from  violence,  to  respect  the  law,  and 
to  aid  in  bringing  qriminals  to  iustic^.  Qe 
trusted  tbst  their  continued  exertions 
would  be  attended  with  the  success  they 
deserved,  and  that  the  disturbed  districte 
of  Tipperary  would  no  longer  furnish  a 
painful  contrast  to  the  peaceful  state  of 
the  rest  of  Ireland. 

OaoNAi^cB  SinicATBS.]  The  Speaker 
leflt  the  Chair.  Houye  io  committee  of 
supply. 

Captain  BoUero  fose  fiur  the  purpose  of 
bringing  forward  the  Osdnanoe  Estimates* 
He  assured  the  oomipittee,  that  every  item 
had  been  most  minutely  examined  to  as« 
certain  bow  for  practical  economy  could  he 
carried  without  lessening  effideney.  The 
oonsequenoe  was  that  lie  was  enabled^  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  estimates  amounting 
to  59,000/.  less  than  last  yean  it  waa 
right,  however,  to  add  that  the  caloula^ 
tions  had  been  made  with  raforenoe  to  the 
force  sanctioned  by  the  House  to  be  main- 
tained both  for  the  army  and  navy.  The 
Ordnance  Department,  ae  atovoJceepen^ 
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was  responsible  for  an  adequate  supply  of 
warlike  stores,  both  to  vessels  of  war  and 
to  the  army,  and  the  expenses  must  neces- 
sarily depend  upon  the  amount  of  force 
maintained.  Tne  national  warehouses 
must  at  all  times  be  furnished  with  stores 
of  all  kinds,  and  for  all  emergencies,  so 
that  if  an  adversary  took  a  step,  this 
country  might  at  once  be  prepared  to  take 
a  step  beyond  him.  If  such  were  not  the 
case,  a  heavy  imputation  would  justly  lie 
against  the  Ordnance  Department.  It 
was  his  duty  to  call  attention  to  the  un. 
fortunate^  melancholy,  and  disastrous  in- 
telligence from  India ;  a  great  additional 
expenditure  had  thus  been  thrown  upon 
the  department  to  which  he  was  attached, 
and  it  would  be  his  unthankful  task  before 
the  conclusion  of  the  Session  to  ask  for  a 
grant  to  cover  charges  rendered  necessary 
by  the  exigencies  of  the  case.  The  reduc- 
tion this  year  was,  as  he  had  said,  59,000/., 
and  but  for  particular  circumstances,  over 
which  the  department  had  no  control,  it 
would  have  been  considerably  more.  One 
of  these  circumstances  was  the  unfortunate 
catastrophe,  the  conflagration  at  the  Tower, 
which  had  rendered  a  demand  for  a  heavy 
vote  imperatively  necessary.  Last  year  it 
had  been  decided  by  Government  and 
sanctioned  by  the  House,  that  the  muskets 
of  the  army  should  be  changed  from  flint 
to  percussion,  and  a  vote  was  taken  by  the 
Master-General  of  the  Ordnance  for  a 
larger  sum  than  had  ever  been  required 
since  the  year  1815,  viz.,  130,000/.  Large 
as  that  sum  was,  it  had  not  been  found 
sufficient,  and  this  year  50,000/.  more 
would  be  required  for  the  same  purpose. 
He  would  take  this  opportunity  of  disabus- 
ing the  public  mind,  and  of  removing  an 
erroneous  impression  as  to  the  amount  of 
loss  by  the  late  fire.  He  had  seen  the  loss 
stated  at  sums  between  half  a  million  and 
250,000/.,  but  it  was  with  some  satisfac- 
tion he  informed  the  House  that  the  real 
loss  would  scarcely  exceed  half  the  smaller 
amount  he  had  mentioned :  128,000/.  was 
all  that  would  be  required  to  repair  the 
damage  which  had  been  so  unfortunately 
caused.  It  might  be  interesting  to  the 
committee  to  know  the  number  of  small 
arms  consumed,  and  the  whole  amount  of 
the  loss  sustained  by  the  public.  The 
number  of  small  arms  in  the  Tower  on  the 
night  of  the  fire  was  94,500  stand,  but  of 
these  there  were  12,000  stand  which  had 
been  condemned  as  unserviceable,  and 
there  were  saved  about  4,000,  which  would 
it»duce  the  whole  loss  to  78|500  stand  of, 


arms.  The  entire  value  of  the  collection 
to  the  public  was  168,000/. ;  there  were 
saved  a  little  more  than  20,000/.  worthy 
and  there  was  lost  in  the  shape  of  trophies 
and  other  articles  which  could  not  be  re-*, 
placed  20,000/.,  leaving  the  whole  loss 
therefore  to  be  provided  for  128,000/. 
[Viscount  Palmerston :  Does  that  include 
the  building  ?]  As  to  the  value  of  the 
building  different  opinions  had  been  taken. 
From  the  state  in  which  it  was  previously 
to  the  fire,  it  would  have  been  neither  pru« 
dent  nor  sound  policy  to  have  it  repaired ; 
the  large  number  of  arms  in  the  upper 
story  had  caused  the  walls  to  bulge  out 
from  a  perpendicular.  But  the  upper  story 
had  been  relieved  by  the  noble  Lord,  who 
had  kindly  sent  168,000  stand  of  arms 
away  for  the  use  of  the  Queen  of  Spain ; 
the  necessity  for  using  that  story  was  then 
taken  away,  and  the  basement  could  have 
been  used  for  four  or  five  years  more,  so  that 
the  value  of  the  building  was  very  small. 
By  the  unforeseen  circumstance,  how- 
ever, of  its  destruction,  an  addition  of 
50,000/.  had  been  thrown  on  the  esti- 
mates to  make  up  for  the  loss  occasioned 
by  the  fire.  If  they  looked  to  the 
amount  of  the  army  extraordinaries  trans- 
ferred to  the  Ordnance  Department  by 
the  Treasury  minute  of  January  21,  1840, 
they  would  find  that  a  sum  of  64,OOo£ 
was  asked  when  the  whole  amount  taken 
last  year  was  32,000/.  There  was  not  the 
shadow  of  blame  resting  on  the  late  board 
that  the  vote  was  not  equal  to  the  expen« 
diture;  the  commissariat  department  had 
since  made  certain  returns,  in  consequence 
of  which  the  amount  then  granted  had 
fallen  short  16,000/.;  to  remedy  that  he 
this  year  proposed  to  take  a  double  vote. 
There  was  another  item  which  was  not  in 
the  late  estimates,  and  which  he  thought 
he  ought  particularly  to  mention.  It 
amounted  to  7,000/.,  and  arose  from  the 
birth  of  an  heir  to  the  Throne  of  these 
realms,  in  consequence  of  which  her  most 
gracious  Majesty  had  been  pleased  to 
command  a  brevet  in  the  army  and  navy 
to  commemorate  an  event  so  joyful  to  the 
nation.  The  present  vote  was  calculated 
on  an  expenditure  of  seventeen  months,  so 
that  next  year  the  vote  would  be  only 
5,000/.  When  his  two  hon.  Friends  near 
him  had  introduced  the  army  estimates 
and  the  navy  estimates,  they  had  taken  a 
brief  but  explicit  view  of  each  particular 
vote,  and  had  explained  the  cause  of  the 
increase  or  diminution  under  each  pais 
ticubr  head.   He  would,  therefore^  imitate 
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their  example,  and  briefly  detail  tbe  differ- 
ent heads   of   increase   and    diminution. 
The  present  estimates  were  divided  into 
ten  votes^  and  the  whole  increase  was  not 
more  than  3,000/.  and  it  took   place  in 
three  only  of  those  votes.     The  first  vote 
which  he  would  allude  to  stood  on  the  list 
No.  1,  the  vote  for  the  civil  establishments 
at  the  Tower  and  Pall-mall,  for  the  de- 
partments at  Woolwich,  for  the  out-stations 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  for  foreign 
stations.     For    the   civil  services  in  all 
these  departments  there  was  an  increase 
of  2,196/.,  but  that  increase  arose  chiefly 
from  the  sum  of  1 ,325/.  in  the  salaries  on 
foreign   stations,  not    hitherto  borne    by 
the  estimate,  so  that  the  whole  increase  of 
the  estimate  was  about  800/.,  caused  by 
the  increase  in  the  salaries  for  the  ser- 
vices of  the   civil  servants,  arising  from 
length  of  service.     On  the  fourth  vote,  for 
the  barrack   establishment,  there  was  an 
increase  only    of  86/.,   the  difference  of 
1,315/.,  being  caused  by  the  salaries  to 
the  barrack  masters  and  sergeants  in  the 
colonial  barracks  of  Jamaica,  which  had 
not  hitherto  been  borne  by  the  Ordnance 
estimates^  and    which  would  cause    no 
actual  expenditure  by  the  Government, 
the  colony  being  credited  for  the  whole 
amount    The  next  vote  on  which  there 
was  an  increase  was  the  9th^  the  super- 
annuated vote,  and  that  arose  from  the 
extra  7,000/.  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
owing  to  the  brevet.    Those  were  the  only 
three  votes  on  which  there  was  any  in- 
crease.    The  diminution,  he  was  happy  to 
say,  covered  all    the    increase^  and  left 
58,998/.  to  spare.    In  the  vote  No.   2, 
for  the  royal  engineers,  and  the  sappers 
and  miners,  there  was  a  small  diminution 
of  411/.,  arising  from  the  promotion    of 
officers  by  the  late  brevet,  which  caused  a 
less  sum  to  be  granted  for  length  of  service. 
The  next  decrease  was  in  the  third  vote 
for  the  Royal  Artillery.    The    effective 
force  of  this  corps  was  the  same  as  last 
year,    but    there    was   a    diminution  of 
3,706/.,  which  arose  in  consequence  of  a 
different    arrangement  that  he   (Captain 
Boldero)  had    introduced  respecting  the 
clothing  and  pay  of  the  gentlemen  cadets. 
He  found  that  the  expense  of  the  academy 
at  Woolwich  had  been  voted  in  four  votes, 
under  different  heads,  so  that  even  to  the 
most  practised  the  expense  was  not  very 
clear,  and  he  had  thought  it  better  to  place 
under  one  view  the  whole  of  the  expen- 
diture for  the  academy.     If  they  turned 
to  appendix  Dj  they  would  find  the  whole 


expense  of  the  military  academy  and  of 
the  gentlemen  cadets  to  be   16,081/.,  of 
which  there  was  received  as  contributions 
from  the  friends  of  the  gentlemen  cadets 
14,485/.,  and  stoppages  for  clothing,  &c,, 
100/.,  together  14,585/. ;  leaving  the  only 
sum  to  be  voted  by  the   public  1,496/.: 
and  when  they  looked  at  the  sum  voted 
last  year,  which  amounted  to  3,756/.,  it 
would   be  found  that  the  vote  which  he 
asked  was  less  by  2,260/.  than  the  vote  of 
last  year.      In  the  vote  No.  5,  also  for 
Ordnance   works,    barrack- masters'    and 
store-keepers'    expenditure,   there  was  a 
considerable  diminution,  viz.,  7,616/.  j  and 
that  would  be  increased  to  17,116/. ;  for  in 
the  vote  he  had  taken  credit,  4,500/.  for  bar- 
racks in  Jamaica,  and  5,000/.  for  barracks 
in  the  Mauritius — services  not  hitherto 
borne  upon  the   Ordnance  estimates,  for 
the  repair  of  barracks  in  those  two  colonies 
— as  the  vote  stood,  however,  even  with 
this  addition,  it  was  7,616/.  less  than  last 
year.     In  the  sixth  vote,  also  for  military 
and  civil  contingencies,  there  was  a  dimi- 
nution of  16,714/.:  that  vote  had  under- 
gone great  consideration  and  great  altera- 
tion, but  the    diminution    arose    chiefly 
from  the  circumstance  that  the  survey  of 
Ireland  beinff  nearly  completed,  a  less  sum 
was  required  fi}r  that  duty.    The  seventh 
vote,  for  stores,  was  less  by  184/. ;  that 
sum  was  in  itself  trivial,  but  there  was  no 
vote  that  had  undergone  more  consideration. 
Notwithstanding  the  increase  of  50,000/. 
for  small  arms,  there  had  been  a  diminu- 
tion in  the  stores  required  for  the  surveys, 
of  8,000/. ;  in  the  supply  of  iron  ordnance^ 
shot,  shells,  &c.,  for  the  navy  of  34,000/. ; 
for  bedding,  furniture,  &c.,  of  8,000/.  The 
vote  No.  8,  was,  what  was  termed  the  un« 
provided   services.     The    whole    amount 
now  required  was  2,788/.,  for  the  expenses 
caused  in  Syria ;  and  by  comparing  this 
sum  with  the  vote  of  last  year,  there  would 
appear  a  diminution  of  2,791/.     The  la^t 
vote  to  which  he  would  allude  was  No.  10^ 
for  commissariat  supplies  for  the  United 
Kingdom,  on  which  there  was  a  diminu- 
tion of  29,481/.,  and  it  arose  from  the  con- 
tract rate  of  meat,  fuel,  forage,  and  straw, 
being  less  this  year,  and  from  the  applica- 
tion of  stores  purchased  for  Canada,  which 
had  not  been  sent  out*    Having  thus  gone 
over  all  the  votes,  he  would  turn  to  Ap- 
pendix A.    The  committee  would  there 
find  a  list  of  the  important  works  now  in 
progress  in   the  engineering  department. 
All  these  works  had  been  before  the  House ; 
they  had  been  sanctioned  bv  the  ^E^ub|» 
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The  Houw  was  awtre  of  eadi  and  everj 
item,  except  of  ooe  18^000/.  for  permaneot 
barracks  at  Newcastle  in  Jamaica,  caused 
by  the  loss  of  oar  soldiers  io  the  old  bar** 
racks  io  that  colony.  Uuder  the  head  of 
eoDtemplatad  works,  there  was  an  extra 
fote  Ibr  a  sum  of  8,952/.  for  barracks  for 
the  Royal  Artillery  at  Kingstoo»  in  Ca» 
nada,  the  troops  not  being  able  to  reside  in 
their  pmsent  unhealthy  situation.  The 
only  new  work  was  a  new  practice  range  at 
Woolwich ;  this  was  the  only  work  for 
which,  as  a  whole,  the  present  GoFern* 
ment  was  responsible;  and  this  had  been 
rendered  essential  by  later  drcumstanoes, 
although  the  old  range  oe?er  was  adequate. 
The  greatest  extent  of  the  old  range  was 
only  1,350  yards  between  the  battery  and 
the  nark,  and  when  they  recoUectea  that 
they  had  mortars  and  howitzers  capable  of 
pn|ecting  shots  and  shells  for  three  miles, 
whilst  their  ran^  was  only  1,250  yards,  it 
was  dear  that  it  was  impossible  to  test 
their  powers*  With  1,250  yards  range, 
they  met  with  the  rirer,  and  although 
their  diot  and  shdl  oould  be  csrried  three 
atlia  thty  could  not  so  carry  them  be« 
eause  of  the  impediments  io  the  river. 
This  had  always  been  an  inpediraeot,  but 
Armerly  thete  were  interrals  of  mors  tliaa 
an  hour,  it  was  now  auM  crowded  in  con* 
sequeBca  of  the  use  of  steam.  By  »  return 
ho  had  prepared,  it  appeamed  tnat  in  the 
oaune  of  twdre  or  thirteen  hours  there 
wees  ttpwarda  of  400  boats  and  yessels 
passing,  which  so  obstrueted  the  progress 
of  the  experiments,  that  it  was  absolutely 
neceastry  to  haye  a  new  ground  providea. 
Last  year  the  artillery  had  marched  their 
aine  pounders  down  eighteen  times,  and 
had  had  to  go  back  without  firing  a  shot, 
and  it  was  not  uncommon  to  go  fi?e  or  six 
liases  without  practice.  All  those  facts 
raited  eei  the  authority  of  I^ord  Bloomfidd 
himidf.  It  was  a  great  evil,  that  the 
artillery  often  left  Wodwicb  for  other 
plaoas  without  having  seen  a  shot  fired. 
They  had  heard  of  sixty-eight  pounders, 
of  nfty'^x  pounders,  sod  of  ten«inch 
hi»wit«ers;  tfaejr  knew  by  theoiy  how  to 
fijps  them,  but  in  oractioe  they  had  never 
seen  a  shot  fireu.  The  names  of  the 
ettcew  for  servics  were  kept  on  a  roster, 
and  when  officers  weze  required  they  were 
selected  wt  of  the  roster  from  those  who 
bed  been  at  Deal,  and  had  there  had  an 
opportunity  of  witnessiog  what  they  could 
pot  see  at  Wodwich.  The  officers  who 
bad  been  fortunate  enough  to  have  seen 
thie  practice  were  selected  out  of  their  tujo 


for  service.  This  oould  not  but  cieafte 
discontent— it  struck  at  the  root  of  all  die. 
dpiioe,  and  disgusted  officers  with  the  ser- 
vice ;  and  all  these  evils  were  caused  by 
the  Government  not  providing  a  proper 
range  for  artillery  practiae.  He  had  dwelt 
at  some  length  on  this  subject,  because, 
after  a  service  of  twenty  years  in  the  Ord- 
nance, he  knew  its  importance}  and  he 
thought  that,  in  endeavouring  to  obdate 
the  impediments  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
the  Government  weie  justified  in  iocurriog 
some  expense^  and  that  the  House  would 
deem  the  course  they  took  perfectly  jusu«> 
fiaUe.  The  Goverument  asked  for  2,00Q(. 
for  building  new  batteries,  and  4Q0L 
a-year  for  the  hire  of  ground  for  two  or 
three  days  in  the  week  for  the  purposes  <^ 
the  practice.  He  believed  that  this  mea- 
sure would  tend  to  advance  the  sdenoe  of 
gunnery,  and  to  render  still  more  effident 
a  brandi  of  the  service  which  now  excited 
the  admiration-— and  he  might  say  the 
envy^f  all  foreigners  who  witnessed  its 
evolutions.    He  concluded  by  moving, 

**  That  121,827/.  be  granted  for  the  service 
of  her  Mtjesty,  for  defraying  the  salaries  at  the 
Tower  and  In  Psll-sislt,  the  expenses  of  the 
establiihinenu  at  Woolwichi  on  ottt^statioiiSy 
and  on  foreign  stations.'' 

Mr.  W.  Williams  wonld  have  been  satis- 
fied with  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  if  he  had  added  what 
was  the  additional  amount  likely  to  be 
required  in  an  extraordinary  estimate  in 
consequence  of  the  disastrous  news  from 
Indis.  There  was  one  item,  however,  in 
the  vote  now  proposed  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee — it 
related  to  the  expenditure  of  the  barrack 
department.  He  thought  that  a  great  re- 
duction might  be  effected  in  the  yast  ejt- 
pendtture  for  store-keepers.  There  were 
eighty-seven  store-keepers  in  charge  of 
seventy  barracks,  and  of  these  seventeen 
were  deputy  store-keepers.  He  was  quite 
at  a  loss  to  discover  the  utility  of  deputy 
store-keepers  where  store-keepers  were 
employed.  These  seventeen  deputies  cost 
the  country  6,290/.  a-yesr  in  salaries 
alone ;  and  he  could  not  conceive  that  any 
necessity  could  ewt  fojr  them.  For  in- 
stance there  appeared  to  be  a  atore-keeper 
at  Hobart  Town  with  a  ealary  of  430/., 
and  a  deputy  with  a  salary  of^SOI. ;  and 
there  were  only  fpar  clerks  with  these  two 
superior  officers.  The  same  remark  applied 
to  Barbadoes  and  other  places.  He  foQ»d 
tbet  in  ooe  ha)f  of  |he  establisbeieuU  the 
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store-keeper  combined  with  his  duties  the 
duties  of  barrack-mastery  and^  unless  he 
were  informed  to  the  contrary,  he  did  not 
see  why  all  barrack-masters  should  not 
perform  the  duties  of  store-keepers.  He 
believed  that  a  considerable  saving  might 
be  effected  under  this  head  without  any 
detriment  to  the  public  service,  or  any  in- 
security to  the  stores.  The  cost  of  bar- 
racks in  the  colonies  appeared  roost  extra- 
ordinary. He  found  by  a  return  lately 
made  to  the  House,  that  from  the  year 
1826  to  the  present  year,  1,528,000/.  had 
been  expended  for  barracks  in  the  colo- 
nies, or,  in  fifteen  or  sixteen  years,  the 
sum  thus  expended  had  averaged  100,000/. 
a-year ;  and  that  was  independent  of  the 
large  sum  expended  for  barrack- matters, 
which,  by  the  present  estimate,  was  30,000/. 
and  independent  also  of  a  large  expenditure 
for  fortifications  and  other  public  works 
connected  with  the  colonies.  When,  there- 
fore, he  took  the  annual  sums  thus  paid 
for  the  defence  of  the  colonies,  and  the 
amount  paid  for  the  monopolies  in  the 
shape  of  differential  duties,  made  to  favour 
the  colonies,  he  doubted  whether  this 
country  would  be  a  loser  if  it  made  a  pre- 
sent to  the  colonies  of  all  the  merchandise 
they  purchased  in  the  course  of  a  vear* 
He  believed  that  the  whole  colonial  ex- 
penditure required  serious  attention.  The 
government  of  the  United  States  was  said 
to  be  the  cheapest  to  the  inhabitants  in 
the  world,  but  the  Government  of  Canada 
was  cheaper  still  to  the  population,  be- 
eause  they  saddled  the  expences  of  the 
colony  upon  this  country.  He  asked  why 
the  colonies  should  not  maintain  them- 
selves? With  respect  to  the  West.India 
coUmies  especially,  who  enjoyed  a  mono- 
poly here,  he  said  they  should  be  called 
upon  to  contribute  at  least  a  part  of  their 
expenditure,  and  to  relieve  the  people  of 
this  country  from  being  taxed  for  their 
government.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to  Appendix  A.  He 
would  be  glad  of  some  explanation  of  the 
62,000/.,  embraced  in  two  grants,  for  the 
new  barracks  in  the  central  and  Man- 
chester districts;  he  could  not  find  any 
estimate  of  the  probable  expenditure. 

Captain  J^oUiero  said,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  alluded  to  several  votes  not 
then  under  discoasiony  but  he  would  con* 
fine  bis  observations  to  the  present  vote. 
The  bon.  Gentleman  objected  to  the  em- 
pioymeBt  of  deputy  stordBeeperB,  and  he 
XTOQld  «Eplaip  the  drcumatancea  of  their 


appointments.  There  were  seventeen  de- 
puties, three  of  whom  were  in  the  home 
service,  and  fourteen  in  the  colonies.  In 
the  year  1821,  at  the  various  stations  where 
there  were  now  deputy  storekeepers  there 
were  two  individuals  dmng  duty  who  bore 
the  appellation  of  clerk  of  survey  and  clerk 
of  check,  and  it  was  proposed  to  abolish 
both  offices.  The  clerk  of  check  had  to 
attend  the  muster  of  the  men  at  the  works, 
to  superintend  them  when  at  work,  and  to 
look  carefully  over  the  tools,  to  see  that 
they  were  not  improperly  lost  or  spoiled. 
The  clerk  of  survey's  duty  was  to  look  to 
all  the  stores  brouglit  in.  These  two  gen- 
tlemen caused  an  expenditure  to  the  public 
of  7,560/.  s  but,  by  the  alteration  effected, 
there  had  been  a  saving  of  2,560/.,  which 
would  have  been  considerably  increased, 
had  it  not  been  necessary  to  make  an  extra 
expenditure  of  1,000/.  at  Sydney,  Hobart 
Town,  and  Sierra  Leone.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  also  asked  whether  he  could 
form  any  idea  of  the  extra  expenditure, 
owing  to  the  disastrous  aoooants  from 
India ;  he  believed  he  could  not  show  what 
that  extra  expenditure  would  be.  The 
demands  of  the  Horse  Guards  were  severe 
and  pressing ;  they  must  be  provided  for. 
He  aid  not  yet  know  the  amount,  or  whe- 
ther it  woula  be  necessary  to  make  a  sop* 
plementary  estimate. 

Lord  A.  Lennox  did  not  rise  to  object  to 
these  estimates ;  they  were,  in  his  opiBion» 
framed  with  judicious  care,  not  only  with 
a  view  to  economy,  but  also  to  that  which 
was  of  more  consequeoce-^general  effi* 
ciency ;  but  he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  of  the 
gallant  General  who  presided  over  this 
department  with  so  mudi  credit  to  himself* 
and  with  so  much  advantage  to  the  army, 
to  one  point.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  of  course  aware,  that  the  officers  of  the 
army  were  allowed  a  certain  proportion  of 
fuel,  of  coals,  and  of  candlei^  m  barracks ; 
but  that  if  they  were  married  men,  out  of 
barracks,  they  did  not  receive  these  ratioos ; 
he  did  not  see  why  the  principle  of  the 
rations  should  not  be  extended  to  boih. 
He  wished  further  to  be  informed  whether 
any  or  what  steps  were  being  taken  with 
reference  to  the  formation  of  libraries,  fives 
courts,  and  crieket  grounds. 

Captain  Bddero  said,  that  hts  noble 
Friend  must  be  aware,  that  the  Board  of 
Ordnaaoe  was  not  rcsponalble  in  iny  way 
for  the  issuing  of  the  orders  by  which  the 
fuel  was  supplied  to  the  army.  The  war- 
rant by  wh^  thb  dene,  was  jignedbshar 
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MajeBtVi  and  all  that  the  Board  of  Ord- 
nance  had  to  do  was  to  obey  orders.  The 
object  of  not  extending  the  operation  of 
the  warrant  undoubtedly  was,  that  the 
officers  should  live  near  the  barracks,  and 
therefore  near  their  men,  an  object  which 
was  deemed  to  be  very  desirable  to  be  at- 
tained. He  would  beg  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lo^,  also,  bv  another 
question,  and  he  begged  to  ask  by  what 
right,  or  upon  what  principle  of  justice, 
could  they  refuse  that  to  the  soldier  which 
they  granted  to  the  officer.  Besides^  where 
were  they  to  stop,  and  to  what  articles 
must  they  limit  the  issue  which  was  sug- 
gested }  The  subject  had  been  over  and 
over  again  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  military  authorities  of  the  country, 
who  had  invariably  declined  to  deviate  from 
the  usual  course*  on  the  ground  of  the 
great  mischief  which  would  be  created  by 
doing  so.  Upon  the  other  point  upon 
whi(^  the  noble  Lord  had  put  a  question, 
he  begged  to  assure  the  committee,  that 
the  Government  had  not  been  remiss,  but 
that  they  avuled  themselves  of  every  op- 
portunity of  providing  additional  accom- 
modation for  the  comfort  and  improvement 
of  the  soldiers  in  every  respect. 

Sir  C.  Napier  would  not  suffer  this  vote 
to  pass  without  once  more  raising  his  voice 
upon  a  subject  to  which  he  had  before 
alluded.  He  believed  that  ic  was  impos- 
sible that  the  gunnery  department  of  the 
navy  could  be  properly  conducted  unless  a 
naval  officer  was  introduced  into  the  Board 
of  Ordnance,  and  he  begged  to  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  that  this 
was  a  subject  in  reference  to  which  the 
public  service  ought  not  to  suffer,  and  on 
this  point  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  ought 
not  to  give  way  to  either  private  or  politi- 
cal friendship. 

Major  Vivian  entirely  agreed  in  the  ob- 
servation Of  bis  gallant  Friend  with  regard 
to  the  importance  of  the  introduction  of  | 
naval  man  in  the  Board  of  Ordnance. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  proposition  of  the  vote  of 
533,177/.  for  Ordnance  works  and  repairs, 
for  store-keepers'  expenses,  and  for  build- 
ing barracks. 

Major  Vivian  rose  and  said,  that  he  had 
intended  to  offer  some  observations  to  the 
House  upon  a  subject  which  had  been 
before  under  discussion,  in  relation  to 
something  which  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Sunderland,  but 
that  he  learned  that  this  vote  was  to  be 


postponed  in  consequence  of  the  abteni 
of  that  noble  Lord.    The  same  cause  pr 
vented  his  entering  into  the  explanatic 
to  which  he  had  referred,  and  he  coti'- 
not  help  saying,  that  although  the  rigl. 
hon.  Baronet  had,  no  doubt,  acted  wit 
great  courtesy  in  endeavouring  to  me» 
the  wishes  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  had  no 
shown  the  same  anxiety  for  his  conve 
nience.     He  was  exceedingly  anxious  t 
leave  town,  which  now  he  should  for  ^ 
time  be  prevented  from  doing.  ' 

Sir  R,  Peel  was  exceedingly  sorry  tha 
in  acceding  to  the  wishes  of  the  noblt 
Lord  he  had  put  the  hon.  and  galian 
Member  to  inconvenience.  It  had  been 
agreed  that  the  vote  should  be  postponed 
upon  the  request  of  the  noble  Lord ;  but 
if  he  had  had  the  slightest  notion  that 
such  an  arrangement  would  have  producec' 
inconvenience  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  it  should  have  come  on  in  its 
ordinary  course :  for  he  felt  that  he  was 
bound  to  consult  his  convenience,  rather 
than  that  of  the  noble  Lord.  He  should 
be  most  willing  to  make  any  arrangement 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 

Major  Vivian  did  not  attach  the  slighteif 
blame  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  bd 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  ought  tc 
have  made  him  acquainted  with  the  course 
he  intended  to  take.  He  should  be  pre- 
pared on  Friday  next  to  enter  into  an 
explanation,  if  the  matter  could  then 
come  on. 

Vote  postponed. 

Upon  the  vote  of  208,743/.  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  Ordnance  Survey  and 
Civil  and  Military  Contingencies, 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  he  thought 
that  it  was  right  that  the  House  should 
have  a  candid  statement  of  the  present 
position  of  the  question  of  the  adoption  of 
the  invention  of  Captain  Warner.  That 
was  an  invention  which  had  attracted  a 
great  degree  of  attention,  from  the  extra- 
ordinary results  said  to  be  capable  of  being 
produced  through  its  agency,  and  much 
blame  had  been  attached  to  the  late  Go- 
vernment for  not  adopting  it.  He  wished 
to  know  what  steps  the  present  Govern* 
ment  had  taken.  The  invention,  as  hon. 
Members  were  aware,  was  of  a  new  spe- 
cies of  combustible,  by  which  forts  and 
outworks,  whole  fleets,  nay,  even  the  Rock 
of  Gibraltar,  it  was  saidf,  might  be  de- 
stroyed. It  was  stated  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  present  at  an  experiment 
which  bad  been  tried  with  it  some  time 
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)go,  when  a  boat  had  been  blown  to  atoms 
it  one  explosion.  What  he  wished  to 
'".now  was  whether  any  authorised  experi- 
ments had  been  made,  and  if  so,  whether 
any  report  would  be  made  to  this  House, 
or  whether  any  information  would  be  af- 
forded so  as  to  show  that  Captain  Warner 
had  been  treated  in  a  manner  due  to  his 
invention  ?  He  would  take  this  opportu. 
uity  of  saying  that  he  thought  that  it  was 
.ot  the  most  politic  course  for  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  to  accompany 
the  introduction  of  these  estimates  to  the 
House  with  a  taunt  upon  the  late  Minis- 
try. The  observation  to  which  he  alluded 
was  that  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  the  interference  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  affairs  of  Spain,  and  the 
Bending  out  a  great  number  of  muskets 
from  the  Tower.  The  question  of  the 
policy  of  the  late  Government  with  regard 
to  Spain  had  been  long  since  determined 
upon  by  the  House,  and  ought  not  to  form 
the  subject  of  comment  at  the  present 
time. 

Sir  R.  Peel  could  only  repeat  the  answer 
vhich  he  had  given  before  upon  the  sub- 
ect  of  Captain  Warner's  invention.  It 
was  true,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  stated, 
that  he  had  been  present  at  an  experi- 
ment made  by  Captain  Warner,  which,  so 
far  as  it  went,  had  been  entirely  success- 
ful ;  after  which  he  had  had  a  communi- 
cation with  the  late  Master-General  of 
the  Ordnance,  who  adopted  a  course  pre- 
cisely similar  to  that  which  he  had  thought 
it  his  duty  to  take  upon  his  coming  into 
office.  That  course  was  to  refer  the  sub- 
ject to  two  public  responsible  officers,  who 
were  prepared  to  conduct  the  experiments 
under  the  direction  of  Captain  Warner,  at 
the  public  expense.  That  course  had  been 
proposed  to  Captain  Warner  upon  his 
coming  into  office,  the  officers  being  re- 
spectively of  the  naval  and  military  ser- 
vice. Captain  Warner  had  declined  to 
accept  this  offer,  unless  clogged  with  a 
condition  to  which  the  Government  could 
not  accede.  That  condition  was  in  refer- 
ence to  the  compensation  which  he  was  to 
receive,  should  his  experiments  prove  suc- 
cessful, and  the  sum  demanded  was  so 
enormous,  that  it  was  felt  impossible  to 
accede  to  it*  That  was  the  present  state 
of  the  case.  As  to  any  charges  which 
might  have  been  made,  he  knew  nothing 
of  them  whatever. 

Captain  Boldero  could  not  but  take 
this  opportunity  of  saying  that  in  the  ob- 
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servations  which  he  had  made  upon  the 
subject  of  the  affairs  of  Spain,  he  had  not 
intended  to  offer  the  slightest  offence  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  late  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  In  speaking  of  the  sum 
of  money  required  on  account  of  the 
late  disaster  at  the  Tower,  the  noble 
Lord  had  asked  at  what  value  he  placed 
the  building  which  was  destroyed,  and 
he  said  that  it  was  valueless,  because 
the  walls  had  become  bulged  by  rea- 
son of  the  heavy  weight  placed  on  the 
first  floor.  He  had,  however,  added  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  saved  the  building 
from  falling  by  sending  away  the  muskets 
to  Spain,  and  he  had  not  intended  to  use 
this  expression  in  a  manner  in  the  'smallest 
degree  offensive. 

Viscount  Palmerston  would  only  point 
out,  upon  the  hon.  Gentleman's  statement, 
how  very  economical  the  course  was  which 
he  had  taken,  for  it  appeared  that  his 
sending  away  the  muskets  had  saved  the 
building  from  falling. 

Sir  Denham  Norreys  begged  to  ask 
what  progress  had  been  made  in  the  Ord- 
nance survey  in  Ireland  ? 

Captain  Boldero  said,  that  the  gallant 
Officer  to  whom  this  survey  had  been  in- 
trusted had  applied  for  an  extension  of 
time  for  the  publication  of  the  result  of 
his  exertions.  This  application  had  been 
granted,  and  the  gallant  Officer  was  now 
engaged  with  another,  who  had  been  sent 
to  assist  him,  in  arranging  his  materials. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
work,  when  published,  would  reflect  the 
highest  credit  on  its  author^  and  would  be 
most  useful  to  the  public. 

Viscount  Ingestre  said,  that  as  his 
name  bad  been  connected  with  the  case  of 
Captain  Warner,  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject.  He  had  acci- 
dentally become  acquainted  with  Captain 
.Warner's  invention ;  he  had  looked  into 
it,  and  had  thought  at  the  time  it  would 
be  of  incalculable  advantage  to  the  coun- 
try. He  was  still  of  the  same  opinion, 
though  by  some  he  might  be  ridiculed, 
and  called  credulous.  His  firm  opinion 
was,  that  the  invention  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  this  country,  and  that  any 
Government  that  allowed  it  to  leave  this 
country  would  incur  a  heavy  responsi- 
bility, of  which,  some  day  or  other,  it 
would  feel  the  effects.  He  had  commu- 
nicated the  fact  of  the  invention  to  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, desiring  him  to  see  the  matter 
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looked  into— to  this  he  never  received 
any  decisive  answer,  but  had  been  referred 
from  one  person  to  another  without  any 
practical  result  whatever.  When  the 
present  Government  came  into  office,  he 
had  waited  upon  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  called  his 
attention  to  the  case.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  then  said  he  would  look  into  it, 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  iust  now 
stated  to  the  committee  the  result  of  the 
course  it  had  been  thought  proper  to  pur- 
sue. He  was  free  to  admit  the  course 
followed— that  of  submitting  the  matter 
to  the  heads  of  the  departments  most 
affected  by  the  discovery  and  invention — 
was  the  fitting  and  becoming  course.  He 
understood  a  commission  composed  of 
highly  distinguished  officers  bad  been  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  and  examine  the 
invention,  but  he  thought  some  degree  of 
injustice  had  been  practised  towards  Qap- 
tain  Warner  in  the  appointment  on  the 
commission  of  a  gallant  Officer  who  coi^ld 
not  have  had  sufficient  time  fully  to  go 
into  the  iqerits,  inasmuch  as  he  was  also 
appointed  to  the  command  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean, aqd  was  expected  to  sail  in  a  very 
short  time.  Now,  he  understood  the  state 
of  the  case  at  present  to  be  this : — Captain 
Warner  declared  that  he  had  made  several 
experiments  before  Sir  Richard  Keates 
and  Sir  Thomas  Hardy,  which  were  by 
them  reported  to  be  successful.  Captain 
Warner  stated  further,  that  he  could  by 
his  invention  produce  results  which  cer« 
tainly  appeared  to  be  most  extraordinary. 
He  added  that  he  had  been  a  long  time 
endeavouring  to  get  a  fair  hearing — that 
his  anxious  wish  was,  to  secure  to  his  na- 
tive country  an  invention  which,  if  it  got 
into  the  possession  of  any  other  power, 
would  be  productive  of  sinister  and  most 
disastrous  results.  He  said,  '*  What  1 
wish  to  have  before  I  proceed  with  my  ex- 
periments is  a  guarantee  from  the  Govern- 
ment or  from  Parliament,  that  if  I  succeed 
in  what  at  present  appear  improbable  re- 
sults, my  discoveries  may  not  be  thrown 
asidca  or  that  I  may  be  told,  '  You  have 
shown  us  how  to  do  it,  and  we  can  now 
manage  for  ourselves.'"  He  did  not  sti- 
pulate for  any  precise  or  particular  sum ; 
but  desired,  if  he  satisfied  the  commis- 
sioners, to  be  appointed  by  theGovernment, 
as  to  the  results  he  said  he  could  perform 
(and  which  appeared  certainly  to  be  su- 
pernatural), that  he  should  be  guaranteed 
that    the   Government    would  not  turn 
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round  and  make  it  a  matter  of  bargain  and 
sale  as  to  what  he  was,  and  what  he  wa4 
not,  to  have. 

Major  Vivian  said,  that  the  coqin^  pur- 
sued by  the  present  Government  was  tb^ 
same  as  that  which  had  been  followed  by 
the  late  Administration.     He  knew  thp 
Lord  Melbourne,  immediately  on  learning 
from  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Viscoi' 
Ingestre)  that  such  an  invention  had  bt9%f# 
made,  referred  the  matter  to  the  Boards  of 
Admiralty  and  of  Ordnance, and  his  no^* 
relative  then  at  the  head  of  the  Ordni. 
suggested  the  appointn^ent  of  three  &. 
tific  officers  of  artillery  and   engin« 
who  should  examine  the  invention  under  ^'' 
pledge  of  secresy*     Now,  he  could  no( 
think  that  any  officer  of  proper  spirit,  and 
with  a  love  of  country,  who  had  made 
such  ^  discovery  ai  this  was  said  to  be 
would  ever  make  it  a  subject  matter  e*^ 
barter  for  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence.   • 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  looked  ov 
the  invention,  he  possessed  a  great  t«. 
vantage  over  the   Government  and  th^ 
House.     It  wfis  true  that  Captain  Warner 
had  stated  he  could  perform  what  almost 
appeared  miracles ;  that,  for  instance,  he 
could  by  his  invention  destroy  the  Rock  of 
Gibraltar ;  and  hence  it  was  that  his  noble 
relative  thought  it  desirable^  that  an  in- 
quiry  should    take    place— >but   Captain 
Warner  refused  oflTersof  the  fairest  nature, 
and  for  thi^t  reason,  and  that  reason  alone, 
the  investigation  was  put  a  stop  tp.     Let 
Captain  Warner  meet  such  an  inquiry  on 
fair  terms,  and  then  throw  himaelf  upon 
the  generosity  of  his  country  for  his  re* 
ward. 

Viscount /n^es/re  observed,  that  when 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  talked  of 
Captain  Warner  throwing  himself  on  the 
generosity  of  the  country,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  Captain 
Warner  had  spent  his  fortune  and  a  con* 
siderable  portion  of  his  life  in  making 
this  invention.  He  had  never,  in  the  long 
run,  objected  to  show  the  Qompoaition  of 
his  invention,  but  he  said,  and  said  justly, 
*'  If  I  let  out  before  any  board  of  com- 
missioners the  composition  of  the  material 
by  which  I  can  accomplish  the  resulta 
stated,  knowing  how  boards  are  composed, 
I  am  well  aware  that,  give  them  h«t  an 
indication  of  the  secret,  and  they  well 
know  what  is  to  foUpw."  This  wax  not 
fair  to  the  individual. 

Colonel  Fqx  inquired  if  the  noble  Lord 
could  state  the  term4  on  which  Ci^taiii^ 
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Warner  would  show  his  inf^ntioD^  and  the 
sum  he  wanted  for  it  if  he  produced  the 
effects  stated. 

Viscount  Ingestre  replied,  that  he  was 
not  authorized  to  say  anything  on  thst 
subject.  He  had  studiously  avoided 
hatine  anything  to  say  to  Captain  Warner 
as  to  the  price  he  asked  for  his  invention, 
conceiving  that  to  be  a  matter  entirely 
between  that  gentleman  and  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Colonel  Peel  said,  he  had  read  all  that 
had  passed  on  the  subject,  and  knew  all 
that  the  late  Board  of  Ordnance  had  done^ 
with  that  he  entirely  concurred,  and  at 
the  present  period  it  was  impossible  to 
come  to  any  other  conclusion. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Staffordshire  had  taken 
an  honest  and  consistent  part  in  sayidg 
he  considered  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment was  quite  as  blameable  as  the  last. 
He  thought  it  was  quite  clear  that  her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Ministers  had  done  no  more 
in  the  matter  than  their  predecessors,  and 
therefore  those  opposite  who  had  brought 
charges  against  Lord  Melbourne  and  the 
late  Board  of  Ordnance  must  now  admit 
that  those  authorities  bad  taken  a  right 
and  proper  course. 

Mr.  Brotherton  thought  both  the  late 
and  the  present  Government  had  used  a 
wise  discretion  in  declining  to  reward  this 
gentleman  for  his  infernal  invention.  It 
appeared  to  biro  perfectly  horrible  for  any 
Government  to  pay  a  reward  for  an  inven- 
tion which  was  capable,  it  was  said,  of  de- 
stroying a  whole  nation  at  once.  He 
hoped  the  British  Parliament  would  not 
consent  to  give  any  sum  of  money  what- 
ever for  such  a  purpose. 

Viscount  Ingestre  in  explanation,  said, 
he  had  not  admitted  that  the  present  and 
late  Government  were  equally  blameable. 
What  he  had  said  was,  that  after  his  com- 
munication to  Lord  Melbourne,  fifteen  or 
sixteen  months  elapsed  before  anything 
was  done  in  the  matter,  and  that  when  he 
called  upon  his  right  bon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  present  Administration  the 
matter  was  taken  up  at  once. 

Mr.  fVilliams  said,  in  the  present  vote 
he  saw  a  sum  of  18,126/.  for  tne  purchase 
of  lands  in  Bermuda.  He  begged  to  in- 
quire for  what  purpose  the  purchase  was 
made? 

Captain  Boldero  replied,  that  the  pur- 
chase was  the  act  of  the  late  Government, 
and  had  baen  made  in  order  to  erect  de- 


fensive barracks  at  a  short  distance  from 
the  shore. 

Vote  agreed  to  with  other  votes  for  the 
service  of  the  ordnance  and  the  navy. 

29,375/.  to  defray  the  charges  of  medi* 
cine  and  medical  stores. 

44,325/.  for  the  naval  miscellaneous 
service. 

497,957/.  for  military  pensions  and  al- 
lowances. 

226,1002.  for  freight  of  ships  and  trans* 
ports  and  other  charges. 

95,794/.  for  expenses  of  conveying  con- 
victs to  New  South  Wales  and  Van  Die- 
men's  Land. 

407,549/.  to  defray  the  charges  of  the 
packet  service.  Resolutions  to  be  reported 
—  House  resumed. 

Colonial  Passengers.]  Lord  Stanley 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  report  on  the 
Colonial  Passengers'  Bill, 

Mr.  Hawes  expressed  a  hope  that  a 
measure  of  so  much  importance  would  not 
be  pressed  in  a  House  so  thinly  attended. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  the  objection  to  this 
measure  was  confined  to  one  particular 
clause,  on  which  it  would  be  equally  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Member  to  raise  a  dis- 
cussion when  the  bill  was  passing  through 
a  future  stage.  As  he  had  given  notice 
last  Friday  that  this  measure  would  be 
proceeded  with  to-night  immediately  after 
the  estimates  were  disposed  of,  he  could 
not  think  of  again  deferring  it. 

Mr.  Hawes  would  in  that  case  give 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move,  "  that  the 
objectionable  clause  be  struck  out "  on  the 
third  reading. 

Mr.  Wakiey  must  enter  a  complaint  re« 
garding  the  order  in  which  the  business 
of  the  evening  was  taken.  No  one  had 
any  opportunity  of  knowing  what  bill  was 
to  be  dealt  with  next,  and  really,  when  so 
many  important  questions  were  to  be  con- 
sideredy  it  was  quite  necessary  that  some 
little  notice  should  be  given.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern  - 
ment  had  promised  to  obviate  this  evil, 
but  he  had  done  nothing  towards  the  ful. 
filment  of  his  pledge*  The  last  Govern- 
ment had  regularly  laid  a  paper  on  the 
Table  containing  a  list  of  the  bills  in  the 
order  in  which  they  were  to  be  taken,  and 
the  practice  had  been  found  to  be  most 
convenient.  With  respect  to  the  measure 
before  the  House,  he  hoped  that  as  the 
bill  otherwise  met  with  approbation,  the 
U2 
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tioble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
would  withdraw  the  objectionable  clause 
respecting  the  Hill  Coolies.  If  a  measure 
such  as  that  embodied  in  the  clause  was 
to  be  introduced  at  all,  it  ought  not  to  be 
embodied  in  a  bill  of  this  sort,  but  should 
be  made  a  matter  of  separate  legislation. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  the  importance  of 
the  clause  in  question  appeared  to  be 
overrated.  It  gave  no  new  powers  what- 
ever. Its  object  was  simply  to  give  the 
Governor-general,  by  an  act  of  British  le- 
gislation, an  authority  which  he  already 
possessed  by  an  act  of  colonial  legislation, 
and  of  consequence  to  make  that  which 
was  even  now  an  offence  against  Indian 
law  an  offence  against  the  law  of  Great 
Britain. 

Sir  JR.  Peel  said,  that  with  respect  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  he  had  every  wish  to  give  full 
notice  of  the  order  in  which  business 
would  be  proceeded  with.  He  thought, 
however,  it  had  been  well  understood  that 
to-night  the  ordnance  and  navy  estimates 
would  be  first  taken,  and  that  the  Colo- 
nial Passengers'  Bill  would  be  dealt  with 
immediately  after.  Having  fixed  these 
three  measures  he  thought  he  had  cut  out 
enough  work  for  one  night's  legislation, 
especially  as  his  experience  of  late  had 
shown  that  they  were  not  usually  so  rapid 
in  bringing  their  discussions  to  a  close. 
He  had,  however,  been  agreeably  disap- 
pointed to-night,  and  in  future  he  would 
take  care  that  they  should  have  more 
orders  provided  for  their  consideration,  in 
the  hope  that  they  would  follow  up  so 
good  a  beginning. 

Report  reconsidered  and  agreed  to 
with  amendments.  Bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

Pentonville  Prison.]  Sir  J.  Gra- 
Aam,  in  moving  the  third  reading  of  the 
Pentonville  Prison  Bill,  remarked,  that 
the  prison  was  now  completed,  and  that 
her  Miijesty's  Government  thouurht  it  de- 
sirable 10  brin^  it  into  operation  on  the 
1st  of  July  next.  It  would  be  necessary 
in  the  miscellaneous  estimates  to  move  a 
vote  providing  for  the  payment  of  the  sa- 
larif  8  to  the  otiicers  attached  to  the  estab- 
lishment, and  as  he  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck)  wished 
to  express  sonpe  opinion  on  the  separate 
system,  he  would  suggest  that  it  would  be 
convenient  if  any  discussion  on  that  point 
were  taken  on  that  occasion, 


Mr.  Roebuck  saidt  that  as  far  as  he  waa 

concerned,  he  could  see  no  objection  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  proposal.  He 
certainly  wished  to  express  some  opinions 
which  he  entertained  on  secondary  pu- 
nishments generally,  and  as  an  opportu- 
nity for  that  purpose  would  be  afforded,  he 
should  offer  no  impediment  to  making 
progress  with  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leas- 
ing Bill.]  Sir  James  Graham  stated 
that  in  proposing  they  should  proceed  in 
committee  with  the  Ecclesiastical  Corpo- 
rations Leasing  Bill,  he  had  postponed 
the  consideration  of  it,  at  the  request  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Dur- 
ham, and  also  at  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  It  bad  been 
intimated  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  county  of  Durham,  that  all  doubts  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  bill  had  been  re- 
moved from  his  mind ;  and  he  had  also 
received  a  similar  intimation  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  He  wished  to 
state  to  the  House  that  this  measure  was 
an  important  one ;  for  it  proposed  to  give 
to  ecclesiastical  corporations,  aggregate 
and  sole,  a  power  of  granting  leases  for  a 
longer  period  than  hitherto  they  had 
been  permitted  by  law.  It  would  enable 
them  to  grant  leases  for  ninety-nine  years 
for  corporation  purposes,  and  in  order  that 
they  might  increase  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty. He  thought  it  right  thus  frankly 
and  at  once  to  state  the  purport  of  this 
measure  ;  because  he  was  aware  that  it  in- 
volved considerations  that  had  been  already 
much  agitated  in  that  House.  Some  years 
ago  it  had  been  proposed  to  deal  with  this 
very  property,  which  it  was  now  intended 
to  make  the  subject  of  legislation.  It  had 
been  the  proposition  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment that  they  should  take  advantage  of 
the  increased  value  that  might  be  derived 
from  a  more  suitable  management  of  this 
property,  to  apply  the  surplus  that  might 
aiise  from  the  improvement  of  the  pro- 
perty to  a  particular  purpose — the  pay- 
ment of  Church-rates.  It  was  then  pro- 
posed to  apply  the  sums  thus  raised  in 
liquidation  of  that  demand  on  the  public. 
That  proposition  had  been  negatived  in 
the  last  Parliament,  although,  by  the  mea- 
sure then  proposed,  it  was  conceived  that 
there  must  be  a  considerable  increase  to 
the  value  of  Church  property.  When 
property  was  held  by  a  corporation  ag(re« 
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gate,  there  had  been  an  appropriation 
made  by  Parliament.  With  respect  to 
the  property  of  deans  and  chapters,  when- 
ever  there  was  a  surplus  ift  their  funds, 
there  v^as  to  be  an  appropriation  of  that 
surplus  to  the  augmentation  of  small 
livings.  Prospectively  there  had  been  an 
appropriation  by  Parliament  of  that  sur- 
pins,  and  the  present  measure  so  appro- 
priated it.  Whatever  increase  might  arise 
to  the  funds  of  a  corporation  aggregate, 
the  Members  of  that  corporation  aggre- 
gate would,  as  individuals,  not  derive  any 
benefit  from  it.  The  measure  was  not  the 
same  as  to  corporations  sole.  It  gave 
them  the  power  of  leasing  also  for  ninety- 
nine  years,  but  then  it  was  not  proposed 
to  deprive  them  of  their  individual  interest 
in  that  increase,  as  it  would  be  generally 
found  that  they  went  to  the  augmentation 
of  small  vicarages  and  insufficient  livings 
in  large  towns.  He  thought  it  to  be  his 
duty  thus  shortly  to  state  the  nature  of 
the  measure  he  was  about  to  propose. 
He  did  not  think,  that  any  objection  would 
be  taken  as  to  the  details,  and  if  hon. 
Members  objected  to  the  principle,  they 
would  have  two  further  stages  on  which 
they  might  contest  it — both  upon  the  re- 
port, and  on  the  third  reading.     If  any 


property  was,  in  the  Irish  Act,  applied  to 
the  liquidation  of  the  church  cess.  If  he 
understood  this  measure  aright,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  give  an  increased 
value  to  Church  property;  he  proposed 
that  where  there  was  now  only  power  to 
give  short  leases,  there  should  be  a  power 
to  give  long  leases,  and  that  the  surplus 
should  be  applied  to  the  augmentation  of 
small  livings.  It  was,  then^  to  be  under- 
stood, that  any  expectations  that  might 
have  been  entertained  of  there  being  a 
fund  which  might  have  aided  in  relieving 
the  people  from  the  payment  of  Church- 
rates,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
put  an  end  to  such  expectations— that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  extinguish  all 
such  hopes — that  there  was  to  be  no  advan- 
tage derived  from  this  large  fund,  which 
the  late  Government  intended  to  apply  to 
the  diminution  of  Church-rates.  The  right 
hon.  B'tron^'t  determined  to  appW  this 
fund  to  no  such  purpose — he  only  asked 
for  it,  in  order  that  it  might  be  the  means 
of  augmenting  the  small  livings.  In  ihe 
present  state  of  the  House  it  would  be  id^e 
in  him  to  oppose  the  proposition  of  the 
Government,  if  they  were  deiermiiied  to 
persevere  in  it.  Indeed,  he  might  say  the 
same  of  his  opposition  to  the  measure  in 


Gentleman  did  not  think,  that  they  should  \  any  state  of  the  House;  but  this  he  must 


go  into  a  bill  of  such  importance,  in  so 
thin  a  House,  he  would  not  press  the  mo- 
tion. He  concluded  his  speech,  which 
could  be  but  very  indistinctly  heard  in  the 
gallery,  by  moving  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  committee. 

House  in  committee. 

On  the  first  clause, 

Mr.  Howes  must  say,  that  this  bill  had 
taken  him  very  much  by  surprise.  It 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  raising  the 
appropriation  principle  in  another  shape. 
The  late  Government  had  proposed  to 
grant  the  power  of  leasingChurch  property, 
and  thereby  of  increasing  the  value  of  that 
property,  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
people  from  the  payment  of  Church-rates. 
All  that  was  done  in  that  respect  was  fol- 
lowing the  example  that  had  been  given 
in  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Act, 
brought  in  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies.  As  well  as  he  re- 
collected, it  would  be  found  that  by  that 
act  power  was  given  of  converting  short 
leases  into  leases  of  perpetuity,  and  the 
surplus  went  to  the  consolidated  fund,  to 
be  applied  to  certain  purposes.  The  in- 
createa  value  derived  from  the  Church 


say,  that  he  was  quite  sure  that  what  was 
now  about  to  be  done  by  the  Government 
would  excite  a  very  great  sensation  out  of 
doors.  A  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  was 
not  then  present,  had  given  notice  of  his  in- 
tention 10  move  for  a  grant  of  public  money 
to  extend  church  accommodation  in  this 
country.  Thus  then  there  was  at  the  same 
time  the  probability  of  a  large  grant  of 
the  public  money  for  Church  purposes,  but 
there  was  to  be  also  this  larger  sum  of 
money,  now  about  to  be  created  by  the 
dealing  with  Church  property,  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  same  object.  It  had  been  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  that  the 
increased  value  of  such  property  created 
by  act  of  Parliament  was  a  thing  wiiii 
which  the  Sate  might  deal.  Let  them,  he 
said,  distinctly  understand  that  the  in- 
creased value  of  Church  property  which 
they  had  created  was  not  to  be  so  treated 
that  it  was  to  be  applied  solely  to  Church 
purposes,  even  while  there  might  be  called 
for  an  additional  grant  of  public  money 
for  Church  Extension.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  might  conceive  it  wise,  proper, 
and  consistent  with  Conservative  princi- 
ples 80  to  act  with  regard  to  the  Church  ; 
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but  he  ventured  to  tell  Ibe  right  Hon.  Ba- 
ronet that  it  would  create  very  great  dis- 
content out  of  doors.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated  very  frankly  what 
were  his  objects.  But  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  doing  so,  they  might  not  so  soon 
have  known  what  this  was  done  for  ;  and 
now,  if  the  House  did  not  think  fit  to  e- 
sist  the  proposition,  it  certainly  was  not 
the  fault  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  for  he 
had  plainly  stated  his  intentions.  The 
public  now,  however,  must  be  fairly  and 
fully  informed  on  the  matter.  He,  on  be- 
half of  a  very  large  class  of  persons — on 
behalf  of  those  who  differed  from  the 
Church,  protested  altogether  against  this 
mode  of  legislation.  The  dignity  of  the 
Church  did  not  consist  in  its  riches,  nor 
was  its  usefulness  increased  by  the  aug- 
mentation of  its  wealth.  The  Church  had 
enough  of  wealth  at  present,  nor  could  the 
present  proceeding  procure  for  it  more 
support,  nor  greater  respect.  On  behalf 
of  the  dissenting  body  he  protested  against 
this  appropriation  of  Church  property.  It 
c6u]d  not  be,  he  was  sure,  conducive  to 
the  interests  of  the  Church,  nor  tend  to 
promote  peace  and  harmohy  in  the  coun- 
try. He  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  protest 
against  the  principle  contained  in  this 
bill. 

Sir  James  Graham  observed  that  the 
details  of  the  measure  could  not  he  ob- 
jected to.  There  could  be  no  question 
that  the  property  ought  to  be  so  managed 
as  to  be  rendered  as  available  as  possible. 
This  principle  being  agreed  upon,' then 
the  question  was  narrowed  as  to  whether 
there  might  not  be  b  better  appropriation 
of  the  additional  sum  raised  from  the  ex- 
tended powers  of  leasing  proposed  to  be 
given.  He  did  not  feel  that  they  could 
be  sanctioned  in  the  appropriation  of  that 
sum  to  any  other  than  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses. Stating  this  as  the  principle  by 
which  he  was  prepared  to  abide ^  he  did 
not  at  that  moment  wish  to  follow  the 
hon.  Gentleman  into  the  question  of 
Church-rates  in  Ireland,  which,  he  con- 
ceived, stood  on  a  perfectly  distinct  toot* 
ing  from  Cburch-rates  in  England. 

Mr.  Wakley  was  sure  that  the  public 
would  not  object  to  an  increase  in  the  va- 
lue of  Church  properly.  The  public  re- 
garded Church  property  as  their  own  pro- 
perty ;  but  then  they  did  not  approve  of 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  appropriated. 
He  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  explained  that  the  individual  mem*  | 


bers  of  a  corporation  aggregate  were  to 
derive  no  benefit  from  the  increase  in  the 
value  of  the  property ;  but  then,  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  came  to  speak  of 
corporations  sole,  he  stopped  short  iti  his 
explanation.  Was  the  incumbent  in  the 
latter  case  to  obtain  the  full  benefit  aris- 
ing from  the  increased  value?  [Sir  S. 
Graham :  Yes.]  Why  then,  was  thefe  a 
diflPereilt  principle  adopted  in  treating  cor- 
poratiohs  as:gregat6  and  corporatiotis  sote  ? 

Sir  /.  Grahatri.  replied  that,  with  re- 
spect to  the  corporations  aggregate,  there 
had  been  an  appropriation  prospectively. 
The  atnount  to  be  derived  by  each  indivi- 
dual was  limited,  and  any  surplus  of  the 
fund,  af^er  answering  these  dematids,  was 
to  be  applied  to  certain  uses—  the  aug- 
mentation of  small  livings.  With  respect 
to  corporations  sole,  then,  no  prospective 
appropriation  had  taken  place.  It  was 
provided,  whoever  should  be  the  life  in- 
cumbent, the  augmentation  should  be  fbt 
the  value  of  that  incumbent,  and  for  his 
exclusive  benefit.  The  bill  did  not  make 
any  alteration  in  the  condition  of  the  in- 
cumbent. As  the  corporation  aggregate 
was  to  have  the  power  of  making  leases 
for  ninety-nine  years,  the  same  power  was 
to  be  given  to  the  corporation  soles ;  but 
then  the  leases  must  be  made  with  the 
consent  of  the  patron  and  the  ordihary. 

Mr.  Hawes:  It  appeared  then  that  If 
a  beneficed  clergyman  held  more  livings 
than  one,  he  was  to  have  the  power  of 
granting  leases,  which  would  increase  the 
benefit  of  the  living  for  himself.  [Sir  /. 
Graham:  And  for  his  successor.]  But 
then  the  dean  and  chapter  xrete  to  have 
the  power  of  leasing  property,  and  when 
they  increased  its  value,  the  surplus  was 
required  to  be  paid  over  to  the  ecclesiaisti- 
eal  commissioners.  Why,  lie  asked,  should 
these  incumbents,  many  of  whom  were 
pluralists,  and  had  a  very  considerable 
interest  in  the  livings  they  possessed— hot 
have  to  pay  over  the  surplus  to  the  eccle- 
siastical commissioners  ?  Why  should  they 
not  do  this  in  all  cases  where  the  value  of 
the  incumbency  exceeded  500/.  a  year  ? 
He  protested  altogether  against  this  ap- 
propriation of  the  surplus.  It  ought  to 
go  in  a  totally  different  direction.  He 
did  not  see  why  they  were  to  depart  from 
the  principle  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite — that  if  a  new  and  increased  va- 
lue were  given  to  the  properly,  it  should 
go  to  the  State,  and  not  to  the  Church. 
The  iacre8$«d  ralueof  Ji^grgRef^^^ 
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formed  bj  the  Legislature,  it  belonged  to 
the  public,  and  the  Legislature  ought  to 
regulate  its  application  to  public  purposes. 
He  should  be  glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  on  this  point.  Why,  he  asked, 
was  a  pluralist,  with  2,000L  a  year,  when 
his  property  was  greatly  augmented  by 
this  Pleasure,  not  to  pay  ofer  this  surplus 
for  the  augtnentation  of  small  livings? 
Why  wfere  irtdividual  pluralists  with  large 
incomes  not  to  do  this,  when  it  was  re- 
quired bf  corporations  aggregate?  Why 
wab  the  distintition  drawn  ? 

Sir  J.  Gtahxim  stated,  that  from  the 
best  ihformation  he  had  been  able  to 
obtain,  he  believed  that  the  property 
wtuld  be  found  in  large  towns,  and  the 
property  was  that  of  vicars,  generally  ill- 
endowed,  and  the  incomes  attached  to 
them  were  small.  This  he  believed  to  be 
the  base ;  and  not  that  of  rich  pluralists, 
which  he  believed  was  contrary  to  the 
fkct.  The  principle  on  which  he  acted 
Was,  that  these  benelices  were  the  pro- 
pisrty  of  thfe  incumbents.  He  denied  that 
there  Was  any  principle  in  the  law  of  Eng- 
land by  which  there  was  dny  maximum 
fixed  beyond  which  property  might  l>e  en- 
joyed. Any  such  maximum  ^ould  be  a 
tiovelty  in  the  law  of  England.  It  was  a 
tibveltv  to  the  introduction  of  which  he 
should  most  decidedly  object.  The  sur- 
plus was  to  be  applied  to  church  uses 
stHttly.  Here,  it  would  be  found  that 
the  augmentation  would  go  \A  those  who 
w^re  inadequately  endowed  in  large  cities. 
A^  to  an  appropriation  by  the  State  from 
any  increase  in  the  value  of  Church  pro- 
pierty  derivl^  from  new  and  good  leasing, 
Wt>uld  be,  in  his  opinion,  an  appropriation 
that  woald  b&  tinjillst  and  highly  inex- 
pedient. 

Mr.  Roebuck  did  not  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  went  straight  to  the 
point  in  both  cases.  The  corporation  ag- 
gregate was  composed  of  various  persons. 
Theire  then  was  a  general  property  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  bill.  Then  where  a  snr- 
pins  was  contemplated  by  the  act  of  Par- 
liament, that  surplus  was  dealt  with  by 
the  State.  By  thia  act  of  Parliament  it 
was  to  be  applied  to  a  worthy  purpose. 
He  did  not  quarrel  now  with  that,  but  ra- 
ther with  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  Raving  then  thus  dealt  with 
thf^  corporation  aggregate,  how  did  they 
dbal  with  the  corporation  sole?  They 
n^ade  th^  thrc^  or  four  persons  cOntri- 
bnte ;  but  tfaeh  when  it  was  one  person, 


that  had  a  certain  benefice  or  property, 
the  Parliament  dealt  with  that  property. 
They  increased  the  value  of  that  property. 
And  here  was  the  divergency  in  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  said 
that  he  did  not  admit  the  principle  that 
the  State  had  a  right  to  interfere  with 
those  beneficed  clergymen,  for  though  it 
might  increase  the  value,  yet  it  could  not 
divert  the  present  benefices  from  the  cler- 
gymen. How,  then,  did  it  do  so  with  the 
corporations  aggregate  ?  In  the  one  case 
it  was  said  to  be  sacred  property — that  it 
could  not  be  diverted  from  the  purpose  for 
which  it  Was  originally  given ;  and  then, 
in  another  case,  it  was  said  that  there 
might  be  a  diversion  from  the  original 
purpose.  He  did  not  understand  the  ar- 
gument thus  used.  He  was  prepared  to 
deal  himself  with  this  in  a  very  ofi'-hand 
manner;  but  he  was  not  now  called 
upon  to  do  so.  All  he  had  now  to  do 
with  was  the  argument.  It  laid  down  one 
principle  when  dealing  with  corporations 
Aggi'cgate,  and  it  laid  down  another  prin- 
ciple when  dealing  with  corporations  sole. 
Let  it  be  supposed  that  there  was  a  piece 
of  ground  belonging  to  an  incumbent 
in  a  large  town,  which,  by  leasing  for 
ninety-nine  years,  he  might  increase  in 
value  so  much,  that  it  would  be  worth 
2,000/.  a  year  or  5,000/.  a  year.  Was, 
he  asked,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  pre- 
pared to  stand  by  his  principle  boldly, 
that  he  would  not  take  care  that  the  sur- 
plus should  be  given  for  the  purpose  of  a 
better  religious  education,  for  the  purpose 
of  more  fully  accomplishing  that  for  which 
the  estate  had  been  originally  given  ? 
Was  that  property  not  to  be  appropriated 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Church— for  the 
advantage  of  the  persons  inhabiting  the 
parish  ?  Was  it  to  be  that  when  the 
income  of  the  incumbent  was  above  a 
certain  sum,  that  then  the  State  was  not 
prepared  to  take  the  property  and  apply  it 
(if  they  would  only  to  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses)? and  were  they  to  enhance  its 
value  without  increasing  the  spiritual  be- 
nefits that  might  be  derived  from  it,  and 
for  which  it  had  been  originally  given  ? 

Sir  J.  Graham  considered  that  nothing 
could  be  more  fair  or  candid  than  the 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  placed  his  objections.  He  was 
not  now  discusitng  the  propriety  of  the 
application  of  the  surplus  under  that 
bill.  That  had  been  disposed  of  by  Parlia- 
ment; bat  he  conceived  that  it  would  be 
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contrary  to  polity  and  justice,  in  dealings 
with  ecclesiastical  property,  if  they  applied 
it  to  any  other  than  ecclesiastical  purposes. 
The  bill  did  not  introduce  any  new  appro- 
priation of  property  belonging  to  corpora- 
tions aggregate,  or  with  respect  to  the 
property  of  corporations  sole.  Now,  re- 
ferring to  all  the  circumstances  of  that 
property,  he  did  not  think  that  any  new 
application  was  expedient.  He  believed 
the  fact  to  be,  that  the  property  held  by 
the  vicars  in  towns  was^small  in  amount. 
These  benefices  were  generally  ill-en- 
dowed, and  now  any  increase  to  the  value 
was  one  that  was  required ;  and  nothing, 
he  believed,  could  be  more  just  than  such 
an  augmentation.  He  did  not  deny  the 
right  to  deal  with  these  matters  for  the  be- 
nefit of  individual  members  of  the  Church  ; 
but  it  was  not  just  nor  expedient  that  they 
should  appropriate  the  income  to  other 
than  ecclesiastical  purposes. 

Lord  J.  Manners  was  of  opinion  that  in 
many  cases  the  grounds  on  which  Church 
property  was  held  inviolable  were  of  a  far 
higher  character  than  those  which  afiected 
lay  property.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  the  principle  of  the 
measure,  but  he  must  say,  that  he  thought 
that  that  principle  was  just  and  correct. 

Mr.  Hatoes  said,  that  with  reference  to 
what  he  had  stated  as  to  the  arguments 
brought  forward^  and  the  principles  main- 
tained upon  the  subject  of  ecclesiastical 
property  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  he  would  refer  to  the 
debates  which  took  place  upon  the  Irish 
Church  Temporalities  Bill,  when  it  would 
be  found  that  the  doctrine  which  he  had 
stated  was  that  maintained  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  Wynn  Ellis  thought  it  rather  extra- 
ordinary that  a  different  principle  should 
be  proposed  to  be  applied  to  the  property 
of  corporations  aggregate,  from  that  to  be 
applied  to  the  property  of  corporations 
sole.  If  the  measure  before  the  House 
should  pass  into  a  law,  corporations  aggre- 
gate would  be  very  ill-used;  for  it  was 
proposed  to  take  from  them  the  fruits  of 
any  improvements  in  the  value  of  their 
property,  but  to  leave  the  fruits  of  such 
improvements  in  the  hands  of  corporations 
sole.  He  thought  that  the  measure  would 
produce  an  injurious  effect. 

Mr.  BroMer^on  was  sure  that  the  object 
of  the  bill  would  excite  much  discontent 
through  the  country.  It  seemed  to  pro- 
pose, by  a  general  measure,  to  effect  what  \ 
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had  hitherto  been  accomplished  by  local 
and  partial  measures.  But  there  was  a 
wide  distinction  between  corporations  ag- 
gregate and  corporations  sole  in  this  re^ 
spect.  With  respect  to  the  former  there 
might  be  good  security,  that  increased 
value  of  Church  property  would  be  pro- 
perty appropriated,  but  he  was  not  so 
sure  that  the  security  was  so  perfect  with 
reference  to  corporations  sole,  that  an 
increase  in  the  value  of  their  property 
would  be  applied  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Church.  There  had  been  many  instances 
in  which  special  acts  of  Parliament,  enab- 
ling individuals  to  grant  leases,  had  been 
turned  to  the  advantage  of  themselves  and 
their  families,  for  the  benefit,  not  of  the 
Church,  but  of  those  out  of  it ;  and  the 
bill  at  present  before  the  House  would,  he 
believed,  have  the  effect  of  enabling  per- 
sons to  alienate  Church  property  to  their 
own  private  advantage.  He  thought  that 
if  an  act  was  passed,  enabling  these  indi- 
viduals to  grant  long  leases,  that  the  House 
should  take  care  that  good  security  should 
be  given  that  the  benefit  to  emerge  should 
be  for  the  Church,  and  not  for  individuals 
not  connected  with  it. 

Mr.  Shato  said,  that  with  reference  to 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  as  to  the  principles  held  upon 
the  subject  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  while  he  admitted 
that  such  principles  had  been  once  held 
by  the  noble  Lord,  he  also  maintained  the 
noble  Lord  had  abandoned  the  argument, 
and  the  clause  affected  by  it  had  been 
struck  out  of  the  Irish  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Bill  with  the  consent  of  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  not  under  such  circum- 
stances fair  to  quote  the  conduct  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  a  precedent. 

Mr.  Hawes  was  astonished  at  the  de« 
fects  in  the  recollection  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down,  because  he 
had  been  in  the  House  at  the  time  when 
the  clause  in  question  had  been  discussed, 
and  he  had  used  very  strong  language  with 
reference  to  it,  terming  it  a  "  spoliation" 
of  the  Church.  Now  he  would  beg  leave 
to  correct  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  noble 
Lord  did  not  voluntarily  give  up  the  clause. 
The  bill  went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  clause  was  there  struck  out ;  it 
then  came  down  to  this  House,  and  the 
noble  Lord  vindicated  the  principle  of  the 
clause.  He  believed  that  he  was  not  mis- 
taken in  that  statement — at  any  rate,  he 
was  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  ?^244y|9l 
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•ay,  that  at  the  time  in  queation  he  did 
▼olantarily  give  up  the  clause,  becaaae  no 
one  more  stoutly  defended  its  principle, 
and  that  principle  was,  to  give  to  the  Irish 
Church  power  to  grant  leases  to  perpe- 
tuity, instead  of  for  lives^  thereby  increas- 
ing the  value  of  Church  property,  which 
increased  value  was  to  be  paid  into  the 
consolidated  fund,  and  would  therefore  be 
under  the  control  of  Parliament. 

Lord  Stanley  had  not  before  thought  it 
worth  while  to  enter  into  a  discussion  upon 
events  which  had  taken  place  eight  or 
nine  years  ago,  but,  according  to  his  re- 
collection, the  following  was  what  passed 
upon  the  occasion  alluded  to.  He  would 
not  be  quite  positive  as  to  whether  the 
withdrawal  of  the  clause  took  place  in  the 
House  of  Lords  or  Commons,  but  he  be* 
lieved  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
waa  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  bill 
had  passed  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  the  shape  in  which  he  maintained 
that  it  had  so  passed^  but  he  would  admit, 
that  on  the  second  reading  of  the  blU,  he 
had  contended  that  increased  value  given 
to  livings  was  property  with  which  the 
State  should  be  allowed  to  deal.  The 
clause  in  question  was  opposed  by  some 
hon.  Members,  on  the  ground  that  its 
effect  would  be  the  alienation  of  Church 
property  from  Church  purposes;  and  it 
was  supported  by  other  hon.  Members  who 
generally  differed  from  him,  because  they 
believed  it  to  be  the  first  step  towards  the 
appropriation  of  ecclesiastical  property. 
Finding,  therefore,  that  the  construction 
put  upon  the  clause  by  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  was,  that  its 
effect  would  be  to  alienate  from  Church 
purposes  Church  property,  although  that 
was  a  construction  which  he  himself  could 
not  admit,  he  stated  that  he  was  ready 
to  withdraw  the  clause,  and  he  would  do 
so  rather  than  it  should  be  thought  that 
be  for  a  moment  should  have  sanctioned 
the  doctrine,  that  Church  property  should 
be  applied  to  other  than  Church  purposes. 
It  was,  as  he  believed,  on  going  into  com- 
mittee, that  he  had  thus  bowed  to  the 
sense  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  that  although  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  had  stated,  that  with 
reference  to  corporations  aggregate,  Par- 
liament had  laid  down  a  precedent,  and 
had  dealt  with  their  property,  yet  with 
regard  to  corporations  sole  nothing  of  the 
kind  had  ever  taken  place.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  bad  said,  that  bis  measure  contem- 


plated no  new  principle.  Now,  this  was  a 
mistake.  It  was'proposed  to  appropriate  to 
the  sole  incumbent  all  the  benefits  all  the 
advantages,  all  the  value  of  improvement 
in  Church  property.  That  was  a  new 
principle.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
also  stated,  that  he  believed  that  the  in- 
crease in  the  value  of  property  would  be 
applied  chiefly  to  augment  the  incomes  of 
vicars  in  large  towns,  who  were  often  badly 
paid.  Now  that  was  all  very  well.  Cer- 
tainly, pay  these  gentlemen  according  to 
their  labours — according  to  their  station 
in  society— pay  them  equal  to  their  de- 
serts; but  he  believed  that  in  many  of 
these  cases  the  property  would  be  ap- 
plied to  individual,  and  not,  as  it  should 
be,  to  public  purposes.  Such  was  a  prin- 
ciple which  the  House  ought  never  to 
sanction.  The  House  should  have  the 
interests  of  congregations,  rather  than  of 
individuals,  for  its  object.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  not  proceed  with 
the  bill  that  night;  they  should  have 
another  discussion  in  a  fuller  House,  for 
he  believed  that  the  measure  would  be 
productive  of  great  injustice,  and  would 
occasion  general  dissatisfaction. 

Sir  James  Graham  had  not  conceived 
that  the  bill  would  haye  experienced  such 
opposition,  especially  as  it  was  necessary  for 
the  interests  of  the  public  that  as  much  land 
as  possible  should  be  let  for  building.  He 
could  have  no  doubt  but  that  the  land  in 
question  should  be  let;  and  if  so  let,  the  les- 
sor must  be  either  the  corporation  aggregate 
or  sole  as  the  case  might  be.  In  the  present 
instance  the  case  narrowed  itself  to  a  cor- 
poration sole,  and  he  conceived  that  any 
fresh  proposition  in  the  case  was  unneces- 
sary. Those  who  thought  otherwise,  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  introducing  such 
a  proposition,  putting  corporations  aggre- 
gate and  sole  on  the  same  footing,  at  a 
subsequent  stage  of  the  proceedings.  He 
hoped  that  at  present  the  House  would 
allow  the  bill  to  pass  through  committee. 

Bill  went  through  committee. 

House  resumed.    Report  to  be  received. 


Merchant  and  Factor.]  On  the 
Order  of  the  Day,  for  the  House  going 
into  Committee  upon  the  Merchants  and 
Factors  Bill, 

Mr.  Gladstone  rose  to  state  the  object 
of  the  measure.  It  was  a  bill  not  now, 
so  far  as  regarded  its  substance,  intro* 
duced  for  the  first  time.  It  had  been 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
course  of  last  Sessioni  and  had  only  been 
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preveDted  from  psUding  into  a  law  then  by 
the  abrupt  termination  of  the  Session. 
The  bill  was  founded  upon  the  represent- 
ationd  of  all  the  principal  meitantile  ihen 
in  jBvery  great  branch  of  our  foreign  trade 
and  commerce  in  London  and  in  Liverpool ; 
and  it  had,  as  be  believed,  the  universal 
assent  of  the  bommercial  world.  Its  pur- 
pose  was  to  giye  Ml  leffect  to  a  series  of 
changes  which  had  been  already  intrb- 
ducfed  into  the  law,  with  tht^  object  of 
meeting  the  gtt)W]ng  wants  of  our  com- 
inerce.  The  groundwork  of  this  bill  was  the 
pnfeitioD,  that  it  Was  highly  expedient,  for 
the  (enten^ioh  bf  commerce,  to  give  every 
fhcility  and  teeurity  to  thfe  system  of  ad'- 
vance^  on  goods,  which  now  attended  almost 
every  step  in  mercantile  transactions,  and 
which  might  be  said  to  form  the  instrument 
fblr  carrying  on  the  trade  and  business  of 
the  eountrjr.  This  bill,  therefore,  proposed, 
that  ail  parties  dealing  with  agents  having 
the  possesHon  of  goods  shall  te  enabled  to 
deal  with  them  as  if  they  wmne  principals, 
aild  that  i^ith  regard  to  hondjUde  transac- 
tions aflecting  those  goods  they  shall  be 
protected  against  the  principals.  This 
principle  had  been  already  partly  affirmed 
m  the  6th  George  4th>  making  good  the 
sales,  and  (under  certain  circumstances)  the 
pledges  by  agents  of  goods  as  against  the 

}»rittcipals.  There  werei  however,  some 
imitations  under  that  act  to  the  principle 
which  it  laid  down  |  the  first  was»  that  as 
regarded  pledges,  it  did  not  apply  in  cases 
where  the  party  dealing  with  the  a^pnt 
knew,  or  had  sufficient  ground  for  knowing, 
that  he  was  only  an  agent  That  was  an 
important  limitation,  and  it  was  prqx)8ed 
to  remove  it.  It  was  a  very  doubtful 
point,  and  gave  rise  to  ^reat  difficulties 
whether  the  party  advancing  the  money, 
bad  or  had  not  notice  of  the  agency, 
and  it  was  exceedingly  desirable  to  get 
rid  of  what  ^ve  rise  to  much  litigation. 
Owing  to  this  limitation,  and  the  other 
prorisions  of  the  existing  law,  the  party 
making  an  advance  to  an  agent  really  ob- 
tained no  sustainable  lien  on  the  goods 
beyond  what  the  agent  himself  might 
happen  to  have  as  against  his  principal. 
tt  was  deemed  exo^ingly  desirable  to 
alter  the  law  in  this  respect,  because 
the  whole  security  of  the  lender  was 
made  dependent  on  a  matter  of  which 
there  was  hardly  a  possibility  he  could 
be  cognisant.  This  rule  proceeded  on 
the  supposition,  that  the  lender  was 
acquainted  with  what  respected  solely  the 
rfelattbns  which  obtained  between  agent 
iiixi  principal,  aUd  dependittg  bnniatters  of 


account,  and  the  balance-sheet  which 
might  be  struck  from  time  to  time  3  so 
that  the  whole  law  was  thrown  into  uncer- 
tainty when  such  a  redtrictioti  was  pre- 
terved.  Well,  then,  lastly,  the  present 
law  does  not  aJlow  an  advance  to  be  made 
on  the  fiict  of  possession  of  the  goods,  but 
only  on  possession  of  the  documents  relat- 
ing to  Uiem.  When  the  bills  of  lading 
are  in  the  hands  of  an  a^ent,  it  is  ifa  thfe 
power  of  the  aeent  to  tale  afci  advante  on 
those  bills,  and  the  party  ^  making  it, 
has  his  remedy  against  th^  principal ;  bat 
the  same  facility  Was  not  civton  when  the 
bare  possession  of  the  goods  by  the  agent 
was  the  ground  of  the  proceeding.  It 
was  now  proposed,  therisfore,  that  the 
agent's  possession  of  the  goods  should  be 
attended  with  the  saute  incidents  as  the 
agent's  possessbn  of  the  documents.  He 
believed,  that  in  what  be  was  proposing, 
he  was  asking  them  to  assimilate  our  law 
to  that  which  prevailed  in  every  other 
country,  and,  furthermore,  that  they 
would  be  only  doing  what  was  reaaonabfe 
and  just,  in  saying  that  the  party  applied 
to  for  an  advance  en  oertain  goods  should  be 
protected^  if  he  made  that  advance  bondjidt 
to  persons  who  had  the  possession  of  them. 
It  was  obvious,  that  the  general  effect  of 
this  bill  would  be  to  throw  on  the  owner 
of  the  goods  the  whole  responsibility  with 
respect  to  the  choice  of  agents;  and  he 
should  certainly  contend,  that  it  was  more 
just  to  make  the  owner  responsible  for 
the  choice  of  his  agent  and  for  his 
acts,  than  those  who  came  into  contact 
with  that  agent  in  the  open  market,  in 
the  course  of  his  commercial  dealings.  He 
could  not  foresee  any  objection  to  the 
changes  he  proposed,  except,  perhaps,  that 
they  might  be  un&vourabte  to  the  foreign 
consignor  of  goods,  as  making  him  depend- 
ent on  the  honesty  of  his  agent  in  this 
country.  He  did  not  think,  that  objection 
was  well  founded.  He  was  persuaded,  on 
the  contrary,  that  this  bill  would  prove 
exceedingly  ^vourable  to  the  foreign  con- 
signor, because,  in  point  of  fact,  nothing 
was  so  conducive  to  his  interest  as  to  give 
the  utmost  possible  extension  consistent 
with  prudence  and  equity,  to  the  system 
of  advances  on  goods ;  for  it  was  by  means 
of  these,  that  he  got  a  quick  return  for  his 
eoods,  and  that  his  goods  could  be  kept 
back  when  the  price  was  low,  and  the  mar- 
ket happened  to  be  glutted. 

Mr.  Wynn  Ellis:  As  this  bill  threW  a 
serious  responsibility  on  the  consignor,  he 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  have  this  security 
i^that  the  j^vance  made  ion  goods  to  the 
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trade  in  spirits  in  Ireland  of  the  repeal  of 
the  matt  duty  drawback  in  that  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  Redington  said  it  was  most  extra- 
ordinary that  the  Government  should 
make  a  proposition  regarding  trish  spirits 
part  of  tneir  budget,  and  then  refer  it  to 
a  select  committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned. 


agent  should  be  a  payment  in  money^  and 
not  an  acceptance  which  might  never  be 
honoured  when  at  maturity. 

Mr.  Gladstone  thought,  that  quite  a 
diflTerent  question,  not  touched  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  Roebuck^  with  every  respect  for  the 
tight  hob.  Gentleman,  thought  that  a  bill 
strictly  legal  should  not  be  introduced  in 
the  absence  of  the  law  officers.  He  agreed 
%ith  the  right  hoii.  Gentleman,  hotvever, 
that  this  bill  did  not  touch  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Gentlemart  (Mr.  Ellis). 

Bill  went  through  tommittee  and  was 
reported. 

Bribbrt  at  Elections.]  Mr.  RoC' 
bitck  fnoved  the  first  reading  of  a  bill 
n^hich  had  come  down  from  the  House  of 
Lords.     It  was  entitled^ 

**  An  act  for  further  inquiry  into  bribery  at 
electioDS  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament.  ** 

In  moving  that  it  be  read  a  first  time^ 
he  should  take  that  Opportunity  of  say- 
ing that  be  had  two  strings  to  his  bow, 
and  should  go  on  with  the  bill  of  Which 
he  hiihself  had  given  notice,  although  iis 
objeet  might,  he  had  little  doubt,  be  at- 
tained by  adding  orte  or  two  words  to  the 
bit!  then  b^efore  the  flouse. 

Bill  read  a  first  time. 

OoMMUTATtOSr       K)f      TlTHES.]         Sir 

James  Otaharnf  In  moving  for  l^aVe  to 
bring  in  a  bill  on  this  subject,  ot  which 
he  had  given  notice,  said  his  object  was 
to  conlitiue  the  commission  for  the  adjust- 
ment of  tithes,  and  to  make  certain  aker- 
fttions  in  the  ^r^seht  law.  The  committee 
was  in  this  position,  that  not  more  than 
one-half  of  their  labour  was  accomplished. 
There  still  feth^ined  more  thaii  hM  of 
the  parishes  of  England  to  be  brought 
within  the  protisiotis  of  the  dct.  He 
proposed,  then,  thdt  the  commission  be 
eontioued  for  five  years  longer.  He  meant 
Id  prbpo^e  no  dlteratiou  df  the  (irinciples 
tt  the  present  law  respecting  owners  or 
payersi  The  alterations  h^  mectnt  to  ih- 
(roduee  #ere  hot  very  material.  They  re- 
lated to  the  concurrent  jurisdiction  exer- 
cised by  the  contH  df  equity^  and  some 
Conflicting  authorities  as  to  costs.  The 
remedy  he  proposed  was  embodied  in  the 
report  bf  the  cofnmissioners^  to  whose  sug- 
gestions it  was  his  object  to  give  effect. 

Leate  given. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time. 

Spirit^  (IftELAWD).]  The  Chatu 
iteltbr  of  the  Exchequer  moved  for  a  com- 
DultM  to  iftqaire  into  the  effect  upon  the 
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HntuTBi.]     BtLLB.     IHiKiff.-^i*     l>etatDiiTlUe  t>fifldii; 
FiiiM  aad  Reoorariei  (Wales  and  Chedme^t  Auitnlli 
and  New  Zealand  t  Excise  Duties  Compounds. 
Privaie,—\^'    Paterson's  Estate ;  Cwm  Celyn  and  dUSna 
Iron   Company;   Kingstown   Marinas  Church;   Slb^ 
Roads}  Hawked  Divorce. 
S*-   Greenock  Harbours. 
S*-  and  passed  :>-Galx'8NaturaUAtlon. 

PmnONa  Pusuhtjib.  By  die  Dtxke  of  Ricianond,  ftMft 
Uie  Vale  of  Alford,  against  the  IffiDortation  of  Cattls 
and  Meat.— From  the  Ministers,  Elders,  and  others  dt 
Bellatls,  ihat  Marriages  sotemnlaed  between  Mefaibers  df 
the  Chntdi  of  Bqgland  and  Prertisrtnrlani  by  a  Pxesbyte- 
rian  or  pisaenting  Minister  may  be  considered  Valid.— 
By  the  Duke  df  Aigylc,  from  the  Synod  of  Dumtkies, 
ibr  the  Repeal  of  the  Laws  or  Church  Patxtmage.— By 
Lord  Broi^gham,  from  the  Guardians  of  Berwiek>upaa- 
Tweed  Union,  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Bastardy  Clause 
of  the  New  Poor-law.— From  Asheaton,  and  Inverossa. 
for  the  SnoDungeRmt  of  ScSiools  m  eouueitton  with  ifte 
Chorch  Edneation  Society  (lreland)<-~By  Lord  Broug- 
ham, from  the  heads  o^  the  Incorporated  Trades  of  Edin- 
buigfa,  for  a  Tax  upon  the  Succession  of  Heritable  Pro- 
perty, and  against  the  Income-tax  i  fhm  the  Meduttttl 
InsUtutions  of  London,  and  Stourbridge,  for  Exemption 
from  Taxes  and  Rates ;  and  from  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  fiathi  tat  a  better  Religious  Instruction  to  Catholics  \k 
the  Army  and  Navy. — By  the  Didce  of  Buedeughk  from 
the  Presbytery  of  Caithness,  and  the  Synod  of  Dumfries, 
for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath. — From  the 
GIAiBbw  Young  Menti  Free  Tnde  Assobiation,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Com  and  Provision  Lawsk— From  R.  1^al< 
ler,  against  the  introduction  of  Foreign  Laboureia  into 
tiie  West  India  Islands. 

THETAttiPF.]  T\itY>\x\iB  of  Richmond 
in  predeoting  a  petition  from  Owners  and 
Odcu  piers  of  land  in  the  Vale  of  Alford,  iii 
the  county  of  Aberdeen,  against  certain 
parts  of  the  tariff,  said  that  circoiiistances 
had  prevented  him  from  attkndiog  for  many 
weeks  past,  and  from  presenting  (sfetitions 
which  had  been  intrusted  to  him.  TYit 
petition  wbibh  he  had  noW  to  lay  on  their 
Lordships'  Table  was  on  a  subject  of  con- 
siderable importance,  and  oii  which  a 
very  strong  feeling  existed  in  the  country. 
He  himself  did  not  particijpate  to  any  great 
extiint  in  the  alarm  which  t)reVeiied  on  the 
subject ;  but  he  could  not  but  i-egard  with 
regret  so  sudden  a  change  as  wasprotX)$ed 
in  the  duties  oti  some  articleis  of  foreign 
produce — a  change  from  high  to  almost 
nominal  dutiea.    The  petttioneta  ttmoogat 
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other  things,  complained  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  live  cattle  at  a  rate  of  duty  much 
lower  than  that  on  salted  provisions,  which 
would  in  time  so  compete  with  the  home- 
grower  as  to  enable  our  navy  and  com- 
mercial marine  to  be  victualled  with  foreign 
provisions  salted  here.  He  would  not 
enter  into  the  discussion  of  this  subject  at 
present ;  but  he  felt  it  right  to  say  thus 
much,  as  he  might  not  have  another  op- 
portunity of  doing  so  before  the  bill  founded 
on  the  tariff  was  brought  into  the  other 
House. 

Lord  Brougham  regretted  that  his  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  did  not  wait  till 
his  noble  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  present*  In  his  absence  it 
would  be  better  not  to  go  into  the  subject 
now. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Duke  had  given  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  bring  forward  the  subject  on  the 
presentation  of  a  petition,  an  opportunity 
would  be  given  for  discussing  it ;  but,  as 
it  was,  ample  opportunity  would  be  given 
for  discussing  the  subject  hereafter. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  did  not  think  it 
necessary  that  any  noble  Lord  should  give 
notice  of  his  intention  to  make  any  re- 
marks on  the  presentation  of  a  petition. 
In  that  respect  their  Lordships  had  advan- 
tages not  enjoyed  in  the  other  House, 
where  the  party  presenting  a  petition  was 
obliged  to  confine  himself  tu  a  mere  detail 
of  the  heads  of  its  statement  and  prayer. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Railway  Travelling.]  Lord  Gamp- 
&eZ/was  anxious  to  call  the  attention  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack to  a  subject  of  very  great  im- 
portance to  the  public.  Their  Lordships 
were  well  aware  of  the  late  frightful  rail- 
way accident  near  Paris,  which  was  at- 
tended with  an  immense  loss  of  life.  Much 
of  that  loss  had,  it  was  said,  been  occa- 
sioned by  the  fact  that  all  the  carriages  in 
the  train  were  locked,  so  that  none  of  the 
passengers  could  get  out.  Since  then 
several  regulations  had  been  promulgated 
on  the  subject  by  the  French  Government, 
and,  amongst  others,  one  which  prevented 
the  carriages  from  being  locked.  He 
wished  to  know  from  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  whether  any  similar  regulations 
was  intended  by  the  Government. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  would  give  his 
poble  and  learned  Friend  the  only  answer 


in  his  power.  He  was  not  aware  of  the 
intention  of  Government  to  bring  in  any 
measure  on  the  subject,  but  he  would  refer 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  to  the  noble 
Earl  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
He  would  not  refer  to  the  late  melancholy 
accident  near  Paris,  but  he  would  say  that 
he  himself  had  been  locked  up  for  some 
time  that  morning  in  a  railway  carriage, 
and  he  was  not  conscious  of  any  inconve- 
nience from  it. 
House  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  May  23,  1842. 

MivoTBi.]  New  MBKBBMd— SirStophMi  Ridiaid  GlymMb 
But.,  far  FUnt  County ;  Lord  Alfrol  Himar,  far  Bdeli* 
ton. 

Bills.    JPuAUc.— !•-   Witaeuei  Indannity. 
lIcporM.— IncumbeDts  Leuing  (Na  ST)* 
8*-  and  paaed :— Rotsted  Malt. 
JViffo/f.— 2*'    Chuich  StuttoD  and  Loogdn  Roads. 
ReporUd.  —  Liverpool  Improvement  \   Bnmttolsiid  sad 
OrantOD  Pier,  Ferry,  and  Road  i  Favenham  Navtgatkmt 
fJcenaed  Lunatic  Asylums. 

3'*     and  pasied :— Kingstown  Mariners  Church  t   Stag 
Road;  Cwm  Celyn  and  Blaina  Iron  Company. 

PBTmona  pRWBitTCO.  By  Colonel  ConoUy,  Ihim  the 
Society  for  Uie  Protection  of  Fisheries,  against  the  Fish- 
cries  (Ifdand)  BiU— By  Mr.  Brodie.  and  Mr.  Halfted, 
from  Salisbury,  and  Ldosster,  against  the  Reduction  of 
the  Duty  on  Foreign  Leather,  and  Boots  and  Shoes.~By 
Mr.  Christopher,  from  Waddlngton,  against  any  f^irtfaer 
Grant  to  Maynooth  CoUcge.— By  Mr.  WUliams,  Mr. 
Berkeley,  and  Mr.  H.  Hinde,  from  Coventry,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne,  and  Bristol,  against  the  Reductioo  of  the 
Duty  on  Rope  and  Cordage.— By  Mr.  P.  Howard,  ftam 
Roman  Catholis  of  Woton-under-Wood,  and  Tarn- 
worth,  for  EquaUty  of  ClvU  Rights.— By  Colonel  T. 
Wood,  from  the  Fruit  Growen  in  the  neighbouihood  of 
London,  for  Increased  Protection.— By  Mr.  H.  Hinde, 
and  Sir  George  Striddand,  from  Wordey,  and  Preston, 
for  ftirther  Limiting  the  Horns  of  Labour  for  Yooiy 
People  in  Factories.— By  Captafai  Bemal,  from  Chippii^ 
Wynnnbe,  for  Repeal  of  the  Poor-law  AmcDdmcnt  Act. 
.—By  Sir  E.  Filmer,  from  Goudhurst,  againt  the  Radu^ 
tion  of  the  Duty  on  Imported  Hops.— By  Dr.  Bowring* 
from  East  Shilton,  Wales,  BroughUm,  Crandey.  and 
Warkton,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.— By  Lord 
Mahon,  from  Dramatic  Anthors,  for  Amendment  of  th« 
Laws  relating  to  Dramatic  Literature^— By  Mr.  Byng, 
from  Hammeismith,  for  a  Measure  to  compel  the  proper 
Lightii^  of  the  MetnpOUtan  Turnpike  Roads.— By  Mr. 
Hume,  from  Friockheim,  fora  measure  to  put  a  slop  to 
the  War  in  China  and  ASfchanistan.— By  Lord  Eliot,  and 
Sir  D.  Norreys,  from  Coshmore,  Coihbridge,  MaUow, 
and  Eait  and  West  Muskerry,  hi  ftvour  of  tlie  Fisheries 
(Ireland)  BilL— From  KiOoran,  and  Kilvamet,  for  Altera- 
tion of  the  present  System  of  Education  (Ireland).^— From 
Stromneas,  ^pinit  the  Reductian  of  the  Duty  on  Straw 
Plait— From  Gitoomston,  for  Abolitkm  of  Church  Pa- 
tionage  (Scotland).— From  Aberdeen,  for  devising  nie» 
suras  for  the  Relief  of  the  Unemidoyed  and  Partially 
Employed  Operatives  of  that  City.— From  Monmouth* 
Usk,  and  Bridgend,  for  the  Improvement  of  the  Aust 
Ferry.— From  Carmarthen,  and  Carrick  on  Suir,  i^ainst 
the  Removal  of  the  MaU  Packeta  from  the  MiUbrd  and 
Water  fold  Station^— From  Newbiggen,  for  a  Harbour  of 
RcAige  in  the  Bay  of  Newbiggen.—  From  Carlton,  and 
Crieklade,  for  the  Preventkm  of  Railway  Travelling  on 
Sundayi.— From  the  Owners  of  Fishing  Luggers  of  Nor^ 
folk,  Suffolk,  and  Yorkshire,  complaining  of  the  Heavy 
Duty  levied  on  Herrings  Imported  into  the  NcapoUtan 
States.— From  Becktagham,  Heapham,  Vale  of  Alfocd. 
and  the  Eastern  Division  of  Cornwall,  against  the  Im- 
portrtion  of  Crttte  and  McBt^^^Fwm  thi  Inhrtftw  ti  qf 
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OUUtMt,  Gttwdl4tN0t«  ChlfwelUtiMt«  lad  Bttnhfil- 
row,  London,  in  favoux  of  the  Boildingi*  lUgulatlon 
BUL — From  Waste  Gardeni,  Sligo,  in  fiivour  of  the  Mar- 
liagei  (Ireland)  BilL— Fiom  John  Nichols,  against  the 
proposed  Commercial  Refonns  and  Finandal  Measures. 
—From  South  Shields,  for  Amendment  of  the  Benefit 
Building  Societies  Act— From  the  Royal  Burghs  of  Soot- 
land,  itgsinst  placing ,  any  Toll  Bar  within  three  miles  of 
any  Royal  Buigh.— Flrom  Burnley,  against  the  Turnpike 
iBiU. 
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Ipswich  Writ.]  Colonel  Rushbrooke 
moved — 

^  That  the  Speaker  do  issue  his  warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new 
writ  for  two  burgesses  to  serve  in  the  pre- 
sent Parliament  for  the  borough  of  Ipswich,  in 
the  room  of  Rigby  Wason  and  George  Rennie, 
Esqrs.^  whose  return  had  been  declared  void." 

Colonel  Mackinnon  seconded  the  mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  did  not  rise  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  present  motion, 
bat  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  report  of  the  committee,  stating,  that 
extensive  bribery  bad  taken  place  at  the 
last  election.  He  desired,  in  the  first 
place,  that  this  report  should  be  read. 

The  following  report  was  then  read  by 
the  Clerk  :— 

^That  Rigby  Wason,  Esq.,  and  George 
Rennie,  £sq.,  were  by  their  agents  guilty  of 
bribery  at  the  last  election  for  the  borough  of 
Ipswich.  That  this  committee  are  of  opinion, 
from  the  evidence  given  before  them,  that  ex- 
tensive bribery  prevailed  at  the  last  election 
for  the  borough  of  Ipswich,  and  that  the  issu- 
ing of  a  new  writ  for  the  said  borough  ought 
to  be  suspended  until  the  said  evidence  shall 
have  been  taken  into  consideration  by  the 
House.  That  the  Chairman  be  requested  to 
move,  that  tltis  report,  together  with  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  this  committee,  be  printed 
and  that  the  Speaker  do  not  issue  bis  warrant 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new 
writ  for  the  electing  of  two  burgesses  to  serve 
in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  said  borough 
of  Ipswich,  until  the  said  evidence  shall  have 
been  printed  and  submitted  to  the  House/' 

This  report,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
continued,  was  sufficient  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  case  of  Ipswich. 
He  bad  certainly  looked  over  the  evidence, 
and  it  appeared  to  him,  that  whatever 
grounds  of  presumption  there  mig:ht  be 
there  was  not  any  case  established  which 
would  justify  the  adoption  of  any  mea- 
sures against  tbe  borough.  Still  he  felt, 
that  this  was  a  report  which  ought  not  to 
rest  upon  the  votes  of  the  House  unno- 
ticed  and  unconfirmed.  When  the  House 
had  thought,  that  further  evidence  of  cor- 
ruption might  be  obtained,  to  show  either 


that  it  extended  to  a  majority  of  the 
electors,  or  to  a  great  part  of  the  constitu- 
ent body,  they  had  continued  the  inquiry, 
and  had  proceeded  against  the  borough 
itself;  or  there  was  another  course  taken 
by  proceedings  against  individuals,  and 
the  House  had  directed  the  Attorney- 
general  to  prosecute  such  persons  as  might 
appear  to  have  been  engaged  in  the  sys- 
tem of  bribery  and  corruption.  It  was 
obvious,  on  the  report  of  this  committee, 
that  there  were  individuals  against  whom 
evidence  had  been  given  amply  sufiicient 
to  justify  further  proceedings  against  them. 
He  knew  it  would  be  said,  that  they  were 
overlooking  the  principal  offenders,  and 
punishing  only  the  smaller.  He  could 
only  say,  that  wherever  there  should  be 
evidence  which  showed  a  probability,  that 
they  could  reach  the  instigators  of  the 
bribery,  he  would  never  be  wanting  in  his 
support  of  a  prosecution,  but  it  was 
equally  necessary  to  proceed  against  the 
bribed,  as  the  bribers.  He  recollected, 
that  it  was  said  by  Mr.  Wyndbam, 
that  corruption  frequently  did  not  pro- 
ceed from  the  top  to  the  bottom,  but 
from  the  bottom  to  the  top,  and  he  was 
convinced  that  if  they  seemed  by  their 
proceedings  to  afford  an  impunity  to  those 
who  took  bribes,  as  well  as  to  the  subor- 
dinate agents  who  gave  the  bribes,  they 
would  never  give  any  direct  check  to  this 
crime.  It  was  unfortunate  that  in  these 
cases  there  was  not  that  general  feeling 
against  this  offence  which  they  would 
desire  to  see ;  the  feeling  was  frequently 
as  much  in  favour  of  the  object  of  the 
prosecution  as  it  was  against  the  offence. 
The  party  prosecuted  was  only  looked 
upon  as  a  martyr,  and  by  his  own  party 
he  was  never  thought  the  worse  of. 
Though  there  were  heavy  penalties  against 
bribery,  the  question  was  who  was  to  put 
them  in  force?  In  the  Cricklade  case, 
where  there  were  convictions  for  penalties 
against  the  head  offenders,  and  where  the 
sitting  Members  were  prosecuted,  the  in- 
dividuals never  were  looked  upon  in 
society  as  discreditable,  and  one  who  held 
high  office  was  advanced  afterwards. 
There  never  was  an  instance  of  a  party 
convicted  of  the  high  crime  of  bribery 
being  looked  upon,  in  any  society,  high  or 
low,  as  discredited.  If  tbe  committee  had 
thought  that  there  were  any  grounds  for 
believing  that  evidence  could  be  procured, 
affecting  a  great  portion  of  the  town,  some 
one  would  have  brought  forward  a  motion 
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fpr  further  enquiry,  bat  a9  none  9ucb  had 
b(^n  madet  he  would  suggest  that  the 
House  should  gi?e  directions  to  the  At- 
tornej-General  to  prosecute  theindividuals 
who  were  concerned  in  giving  or  receiving 
bribes  at  the  late  election  for  Ipswich. 

Sir  Q.  Grey  was  glad  to  hear  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  roae  merely  to  point  out.  a  defect  in 
the  present  law*  The  petition  from  Ips- 
wich, as  in  many  other  cases,  alleged  ex- 
tensive bribery,  &c.,  and  prayed,  not  that 
the  other  candidates  might  be  seated,  but 
that  the  election  might  be  declared  void. 
Under  those  circumstances^  as  a  matter  of 
course,  the  committee  determined  that 
they  CQuId  not  enter  into  the  inquiry, 
whether  the  other  candidates  had  been 
guilty  of  bribery  or  not,  It  was  a  one- 
aided  inquiry^  therefore;  but,  although 
enough  appeared  before  the  committee  lo 
raise  a  suspicion  of  corrupt  practices  on 
the  other  sidCf  the  consequence  of  the 
committee  refusing  to  enter  upon  that  in- 
quiry was  that  the  late  sitting  Memberp 
were  disqualified  from  sitting  in  the  House, 
while  their  opponents,  who  might  have 
been  as  f;uilty,  might  again  stand  at  the 
new  election.  Had  the  investigation  been 
carried  oui  had  the  committee  bad  the 
power  to  ^0  into  the  doings  on  the  other 
aide,  it  mieht  have  affected  all  the  can- 
didates aliKe,  He  could  not  sit  down 
without  expressing  an  ardent  hope  that 
the  House  would  be  able  to  devise  some 
means  for  investigating  to  what  extent 
bribery  bad  been  practised  at  the  late 
general  election  and  punishing  the  guilty. 

Mr.  John  Parker  said,  that  if  it  pleased 
the  House  to  instruct  the  Attomev-general 
to  take  the  course  recommended  by  the 
right  hon. Gentleman  (Mr.  C,  W.  Wynn), 
he  concluded,  however,  that  the  directions 
would  not  be  confined  to  the  class  of 
persons  against  whom  evidence  was  pro- 
duced before  the  committee :  but  that  it 
would  be  competent   for  the  Attomey- 

Seneral  to  proceed  against  all  parties  who 
bould  appear  to  him  to  have  been  con- 
cernedi  otherwise  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  causing  most  unfair  pro- 
ceedings, aa  had  been  explained  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  G.  Grey).  Nothing 
could  be  mure  unfair  than  to  proceed 
against  those  persons  only  whose  names 
appeared  in  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
committee, 

Mr.  H^ilUams  Wynn  said,  it  certainly  was 
not  his  intention  or  wish^as  the  committee 


had  not  recommended  the  House  to  renew 
the  inquiry,  and  see  the  extent  ta  which 
this  bribery  had  proceeded,  or  lo  receive 
further  evi(]enQe»  to  move  (br  aucb  an 
inquiry ;  but  what  he  intended  waa,  that 
the  Attorney-general  should,  In  the  first 
place,  take  as  his  brief  the  report  of  the 
committee,  and  then,  if  he  received  evi- 
dence from  other  parties,  so  as  to  put  on 
their  trial  persona  who  VFere  not  named 
or  alluded  to  in  the  report,  he  tbeaghl 
that  the  general  sanction  of  the  Hpuse 
would  be  su6Bcient.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  George  Grey)  had  said  that 
the  two  sitting  Members  would  be  dis- 
qualified, and  that  the  other  two  candi- 
dates would  not ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  bribery,  commenced  at  the  first  elec 
tion,  held  under  the  first  writ,  was  evidence 
to  be  given  against  the  same  parties  upon 
the  second  writ;  it  waa  not  for  partiea, 
when  an  election  was  declared  void,  to 
take  advantage  of  the  bribery  committed 
under  the  first  writ.  It  was,  in  fact,  only 
an  election  under  the  original  writ,  the 
first  return  under  that  writ  waa  declared 
void,  and  though  a  new  writ  waa  isaned, 
it  was  only  one  election.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  a  committee  would  not  be 
doing  its  duty  if  it  did  not  inquire  under 
the  second  writ  into  bribery  committed 
under  the  firat. 

Mr.  B,  EbcoH  wished  to  know  whether 
the  parties  convicted  of  bribery  at  the  last 
election  before  the  committee,  would  be 
able  to  vote  at  the  ensuing  election,  be- 
cause if  they  could  vote,  the  election  might 
be  carried  by  the  very  men  who  bad  been 
convicted  of  bribery  before  a  competent 
tribunal. 

Mr.  Hume  had  no  doubt  that  the  elec- 
tion would  be  carried  by  the  very  parties 
who  were  convicted  of  bribery.  They  ex- 
pected so,  at  least,  and  it  waa  upon  that 
account  he  thought  that  the  House  waa 
rather  trifling  with  the  subject.  After  the 
report  that  had  been  made,  they  ought  to 
taxe  some  measures.  He  thought  that  a 
public  prosecutor  should  be  appointed  to 
prosecute  and  disfranchise  every  man  who 
should  take  or  give  bribes,  before  a  tribunal 
competent  for  that  purpose.  That  was 
the  way  to  put  an  end  to  bribery ;  but  he 
never  saw  the  leaders  on  either  side  anxious 
to  put  an  end  to  it;  and  the  House  itself 
seemed  disposed  to  support  the  system* 
In  1822  a  bill  had  been  brought  in,  in 
which  a  test  similar  to  the  one  which  had 
been  proposed  the  other  dav  b¥.4bebQo« 
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Member  f^r  Fin^bury  (Mr.  Duncombe) 
had  b^en  introducedi  lo  be  taken  by  Mem- 
bers before  tbey  took  their  seats.  Only 
tweiity-three  Membern  bad  ?Qted  with 
him  for  (hat  bill.  The  heads  of  both  par* 
ties  kept  away.  The  leaders  of  both 
partly,  both  Whigs  aod  Tories,  seemed 
desirous  of  making  elections  as  expensive 
^  poaaible;  f^nd,  in  bis  opinion,  nothing 
would  be  done  to  put  down  bribery  until 
|hey  made  all  parties,  giviqg  or  receiving 
a  bribe,  incapable  of  voting.  He  aiked  of 
what  use  it  was  for  committees  to  make 
reports,  unless  the  House  followed  them 
up  by  some  effectual  roeasqref?  He 
thought  the  writ  ought  not  to  issue  for 
fourteeu  daya*  in  order  to  give  time  to  the 
noble  IxHrd  to  bring  in  his  bill  for  the  sup« 
pression  of  bribery,  and  see  whether  it 
would  do  any  goodt  He  should  move  as 
au  amendment  that  the  issue  of  the  writ 
be  fuspended  for  fourteen  days. 

Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley  seconded  the  amend- 
ment. The  House  ought  to  diicounle- 
nance  bribery  and  corruption,  or  tbey 
would  be  bringing  discredit  on  themselves. 
He  thought  that  when  a  committee  which 
had  sat  many  days  made  such  a  report,  it 
would  oot  tend  to  their  credit  if  they 
merely  suspended  the  writ  for  a  few  days  i 
and  ijben  ibat  a  penon  not  a  Member  of 
the  <K>mmittee  should  move  the  writ,  and 
the  very  parties  who  had  been  bribed 
should  be  able  to  vote  again.  He  would 
be  glad  to  see  an  end  to  that  bribery 
which  had  prevailed  so  extensively  at  the 
last  election^ 

liord  J.  Ru9seUt  upon  the  question 
which  had  been  put  to  the  House,  would 
support  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Hume),  because  if  it  were  desirable  to  do 
anything,  if  it  were  advisable  to  institute 
any  further  inquiry,  or  to  direct  the  At- 
toniey-general  to  profemite  certain  par- 
tiea»  thie  ought  to  be  done  at  the  aame 
time  th%t  tb^  writ  was  issued,  If  mea- 
surea  were  to  be  taken,  aa  had  been  aug- 
geeted  by  tbe  right  hon«  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Montgomery,  it  would  be  far 
better  to  decide  upon  them,  and  not  to 
leave  them  to  be  taken  till  after  the  writ 
dieuld  be  iaeued.  The  bQo,  Gentleman 
tbe  Member  for  Montrose  seemed  to  eup- 
pose  that  the  leaders  of  both  eidei  thought 
ejections  ought  to  be  as  expenvive  as  pos- 
aiWe.  He  could  not  agree  in  that  opinion. 
He  believed  that  both  parties  suffered 
■Mb  from  the  esipeuie  of  electiooa  und 


from  OQrruption.  The  hpu.  Gentleman 
said,  that  in  1822  the  leaders  of  both  par- 
ties were  opposed  to  a  declaration  9r  test 
bv  Members.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
always  doubted  tbe  efficacy  of  this  test, 
and  what  had  taken  place  lately  had  only 
tended  to  confirm  his  doubts.  When 
Members  came  to  questions  of  bribery  or 
of  corrupt  practices,  various  interpretas 
tions  would  be  put  by  different  individual, 
upon  tbe  law,  and  that  which  one  persoOf 
who  had  committed  bribery  by  his  agentSi 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  taking,  another 
who  was  wholly  free  would  not  be  induced 
to  take.  As  to  collateral  measures,  this 
was  not  the  time  to  diacusa  them,  but  with 
regard  to  the  motion  then  before  the 
House,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  advise- 
sibte  that  tbey  should  issue  the  writ  in  the 
first  instance. 

Sir  ie.  Peel  must  protest  against  the 
inference  drawn  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  because  parties  did  not  acquiesce  in 
any  particular  motion  they  were  the  friends 
of  bribery  and  corruptioUi  and  were  not, 
therefore,  anxious  for  their  suppression. 
That  was  an  unjust  imputation  upon  the 
party  to  which  be  belonged,  for  he  thought 
that  no  other  party  bad  suffered  more 
from  briberv  than  that  party  with  which 
he  cQincided  in  opinion.  Se  bad  alwaya 
declared  bis  readiness  to  lend  himself  tp 
the  utmost  of  his  power  to  discountenance 
a  practice  which  wae  undermining  the  in< 
fluence  of  that  House  with  the  CQuutry. 
M  the  same  time  he  should  reserve  to 
himself  the  power  of  determining  whether 
any  particular  propositiou  for  the  preven- 
tion of  the  practice  was  consistent  with 
justice,  and  with  thoae  principles  upon 
which  tbe  law  was  administered;  but, 
reserving  to  himaelf  that  discretion,  he 
was  ready  to  admit  that  the  practice  was 
one  which  naturally  tended  to  dimioisH 
tbe  authority  qf  that  House.  His  right 
bon.  Friend  bad  suggested  that  the  Attor- 
ney-^general  ought  |o  be  directed  by  the 
House  to  prosecute  any  parties  against 
whom  there  was  %  strong  case  of  suapicioQ 
that  they  were  concerned  in  the  offence 
of  bribery.  He  was  inclined  to  ooncur  in 
the  suggeetion.  He  thought^  too,  that  if 
that  motion  was  made,  it  ought  to  be 
concurrent  with  the  issuing  of  the  writ, 
and  that  the  iaauiog  of  the  writ  ought  in 
the  meantime  to  be  auspended*  It  ap« 
peered  to  him  that  the  best  course  would 
be,  that  a  notice  relative  to  the  inquiry 
lAto  bribery  sho«ld  be  gif  eo  for  ths  eai^ 
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Heat  day,  for  a  motion  coanected  with  the 
borough  of  Ipswich,  and  that  the  writ  for 
a  new  election  ought  to  be  suspended 
until  the  motion  came  on.  This  subject 
could  not  be  in  better  hands  than  those  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend;  and  if  he  would 
give  such  a  notice,  he  would  vote  for  the 
suspension  of  the  writ.  He  certainly 
admitted  that  the  House  ought  to  be  cau- 
tious, and  that  the  writ  should  not  be  sus- 
pended for  a  longer  period  than  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case  required.  They  should 
discountenance  bribery,  but  they  should 
recollect  that  the  constituent  body  had 
rights  as  well  as  they  had,  and  the  writ 
should  only  be  suspended  until  they 
should  see  what  farther  steps  might  be 
taken  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Hume  would  not  object  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  His 
views  would  be  fully  answered  by  it,  and 
he  thought  that  the  two  measures  should 
be  concurrent.  He  did  not  mean  to  charge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  acquiescing 
in  bribery  and  corruption ;  but  if  the  two 
parties  had  been  as  anxious  for  the  sup- 
pression as  he  thought  they  ought  to  be, 
they  might  have  concurred  in  some  legisla- 
tive measure  to  secure  their  object. 

Mr.  Roebuck  was  glad  to  hear  that  both 
sides  of  the  House  were  so  anxious  to  put 
down  bribery  and  corruption,  and  he  was 
also  glad  to  hear  from  the  right,  hon. 
Baronet  that  the  House  ought  to  be  cau- 
tious how  it  suspended  the  writs.  That 
being  the  case,  he  would  press  his  parti- 
cular views  on  the  House.  They  had 
already  suspended  the  writ  for  Notting- 
ham, on  the  probability  of  an  investigation ; 
but  he  had  previously  declared  that  he 
would  not  be  a  party  to  any  investigation, 
unless  the  committee  was  armed  with  cer- 
tain powers ;  he  would  therefore  suggest 
that  means  be  offered  for  passing  the  Bill 
of  Indemnity  to  Witnesses,  that  the  case 
of  Nottingham  might  be  inquired  into  as 
soon  as  possible.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  comply,  therefore, 
with  a  request  he  was  about  to  make 
afterwards. 

Mr.  W.  O.  Stanletj  was  satis6ed  that 
the  House  had  taken  the  matter  up,  and 
he  was  pleased  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated. 

Sir  C.  B.  Vere  was  satisBed  that  the 
great  body  of  the  electors  of  Ipswich  did 
not  participate  in  these  corrupt  practices, 
but  he  would  recommend  his  Colleague 
not  DOW  to  press  for  issuing  the  writ.    He 


was  desirous--»he  must  not  omit  to  say-* 
that  this  large  population  should  be  repre- 
sented as  speedily  as  possible. 

Mr.  fTarc^  reminded  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  there  was  another  borough  in 
precisely  the  same  situation  as  Ipswich ; 
he  meant  the  borough  of  Southampton,  in 
which  the  writ  had  been  suspended  at  his 
suggestion.  By  the  reports  these  ap- 
peared to  be  in  a  great  measure  parallel 
cases,  and  he  suggested  that  the  two 
boroughs  might  be  included  in  the  same 
motion. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  did  not  wish  to 
mete  out  a  diflierent  measure  of  justice  to 
one  borough  or  another.  He  agreed  that 
the  report  of  the  borough  of  Southampton 
was  so  very  nearly  similar  to  that  of  Ips- 
wich, that  the  two  might  be  taken  together. 
He  agreed  also  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  that  it  was  their  bounden 
duty  not  to  suspend  any  writ,  except  with 
the  view  to  some  legislative  proceeding,  and 
that  they  ought  not  to  suspend  any  writ  one 
hour  beyond  what  was  necessary  toconsider 
whether  any  legislative  proceedings  should 
be  adopted ;  he  thought  that  the  House 
was  assuming  a  dangerous  power  to  pro- 
tract the  issuing  of  writs.  There  was  a 
precedent  for  long  suspension ;  in  the 
case  of  the  Shepherds  the  writ  was  sus- 
pended for  more  than  one  Session,  al- 
though there  were  no  legislative  measures 
taken.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  this  was 
a  precedent  not  to  be  followed,  but  to  be 
studiously  avoided.  He  now  clearly  gave 
notice  that,  unless  some  hon.  Gentleman 
moved  for  a  further  inquiry,  he  would  on 
Thursday  next  propose  that  the  Attorney, 
general  should  be  directed  to  prosecute 
all  persons  concerned  in  bribery  at  Ips- 
wich and  Southampton. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Medical  Officers  —  New  Poor- 
La  w.]  Mr.  Macaulay  wished  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  right  hon  Baronet,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  re- 
specting the  report  of  the  Poor-law  Com- 
missioners circulated  amongst  Members  of 
that  House  on  Saturday  last.  By  that 
report,  it  appeared  that  there  was  a  posi- 
tive prohibition  against  the  employment  of 
medical  gentlemen,  however  high  in  talent, 
who  had  taken  his  quali6cation  at  either 
a  Scotch  or  an  Irish  university,  until  ha 
had  also  obtained  an  English  medical 
qualification.  What  he  desired  to  know 
wasy  first,  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
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held  the  law  to  be  such  as  to  require  this 
prohibition  ;  and  secondly,  whether,  if  so, 
he  was  prepared  to  introduce  a  clause  in 
the  Poor* law  Amendment  Bill,  or  by  any 
other  measure,  to  alter  a  state  of  things 
which,  either  for  the  practitioner  or  the 
patient,  must  be  considered  to  be  indefen- 
sible? 

Sir  /.  Oraham  said,  that  the  order  of 
the  Poor-law  Commissioners  was  founded 
upon  the  best  legal  opinion  which  was 
open  to  them  to  take,  and  that  they  had 
endeavoured  to  inform  themselves  on  the 
subject  in  the  best  manner;  and  he  be- 
lieved, that  while  the  act  of  1815  remained 
UDrepealed,  it  was  not  competent  to  them 
to  employ  practitioners  who  had  not  been 
duly  qualified  in  conformity  with  the  prac- 
tice which  held  in  England.  To  remove 
all  doubt  on  this  subject,  he  now  begged 
to  move  for  a  return  of  the  minutes  of  the 
Poor-law  Commissioners  upon  the  subject, 
which  contained  all  the  particulars  of  the 
question,  and  which  it  was  desirable  that 
the  House  should  have.  Upon  the  second 
question  put  to  him  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  had  to  say  that  it  was  not 
his  intention,  in  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Bil  1,  to  propose  any  amendment  of  the  law 
in  this  respect.  He  had,  however,  already 
stated,  that  it  was  his  intention  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session,  if  it  were 

gDSsible,  and  if  not  in  the  next  Session  of 
arliament,  to  propose  an  alteration  of  the 
law  regulating  the  medical  practice  of  the 
Unitea  Kingdom,  and  the  whole  system 
of  medical  practice  throughout  the  king- 
dom. 

Indemnity  Bill.]  Mr.  Roebuck 
begged  to  put  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Oovemment.  A  bill  for  the  prevention 
of  bribery  had  been  brought  down  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  which, 
with  a  few  slight  alterations,  would  answer 
all  the  purposes  he  had  in  view.  What  he 
wished  to  know  was,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  give  him  some  time 
in  the  course  of  the  afternoon  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  that  bill  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel  hoped,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  would  not  be 
bard -hearted  enough  to  ask  him  to  per- 
mit  the  second  reading  of  that  bill,  now 
that  they  were  about  stepping  into  the 
tariff.  The  hon.  Member  would  probably 
have  an  opportunity  late  in  the  evening  of 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  bill. 

V0L.LX1II,    {2S2} 


Customs  Acts  —  The  Tariff  — • 
Cattle.]  Sir  R.  Peel  moved,  that  the 
Order  of  the  Day  be  read  for  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Customs'  Acts. 

Mr.  Callaghan  rose,  to  move  the  reso- 
lution of  which  he  had  given  notice.  He 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  extend 
the  same  amount  of  protection  to  the 
man  factured  article  as  to  the  raw  mate- 
rial. He  would  place  before  the  House 
the  position  in  which  the  Irish  provision 
dealers  would  be  placed  without  some 
protection  against  the  introduction  of 
foreign  cured  provisions.  The  chief  con- 
sumption of  Irish  salt  provisions  now  took 
place  on  board  our  ships  going  long  or 
foreign  voyages,  and  in  the  victualling  of 
the  navy.  But  the  Irish  provision  curer 
could  not  compete  with  the  foreign  curer, 
and  the  effect  would  be,  that  foreign  cured 
beef  and  pork  would  be  substituted,  and 
the  Irish  provision  dealer  would  be  driven 
out  of  the  market.  Again,  the  brand  of 
the  Irish  provision  merchants  was  received 
as  a  guarantee  all  over  the  world  that  the 
article  was  good  ;  but  if  foreign  provisions 
were  substituted,  the  mercantile  marine 
would  have  no  security  that  they  had 
purchased  good  provisions,  and  would 
often  have  reason  to  regret  the  substitu- 
tion  of  a  bad  article.  He  thought  a  pro- 
tection equal  to  that  given  against  the  in- 
troduction of  live  animals,  ought  to  be 
granted  against  the  introduction  of  fo- 
reign  provisions.  In  some  degree,  the 
distance  of  foreign  countries  from  which 
live  animals  could  be  imported,  protected 
us  from  their  importation ;  but  that  cir- 
camstance  would  be  no  protection  against 
the  admission  of  salt  provisions.  He  con- 
cluded with  moving  the  following  resolu- 
tion : — 

^  That  in  removing  the  prohibition  to  the 
importation  of  any  article,  there  ought  not  to 
be  charged  any  duty  on  the  raw  material  which 
should  not  be  charged  on  articles  the  manufac- 
ture thereof;  and  that  so  long  as  living  ani- 
mals be  chargeable  with  a  fixed  duty,  salted 
provisions  should  be  chargeable  with  an  equi* 
valent  rate,  and  not  removable  from  warehouse 
without  payment  thereof,  except  for  exporta- 
tion." 

Mr.  E.  B.  Roche  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Gladstone  thought,  the  resolution 
rather  premature,  as  it  was  impossible  to 
see  yet  what  course  would  be  taken  on  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  complained, 
that  it  was  exceedingly  hard  that  the  pro- 
vision curers  of  Ireland^ouM  be  subject^ 
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to  a  free  aiid  unfettered  competition  with 
the  proTision-curers  abroad.  In  the  first 
place,  what  was  the  situation  of  the  British 
shipowner  engaged  in  foreign  trade  ?  He 
was  subjected  to  a  thoroughly  unrestricted 
competition  with  the  foreigner ;  and  il  was 
mainly  upon  that  ground  that  the  protec- 
tion had  been  withdrawn.  The  Legisla- 
ture had  endearoured  to  extend  an  efficient 
protection  to  the  provision-curers  of  Ire- 
land, and  it  had  failed  in  giving  that  pro- 
tection. It  might  be  as  well  to  state, 
what  was  the  law  as  it  now  existed  to  pro- 
tect the  Irish  provision  curers.  Of  course, 
under  the  warehousing  acts  all  articles  in 
bond  might  be  taken  out  of  the  bonding 
warehouses  for  exportation  ;  and  it  was 
obvious,  without  some  security,  that  the 
masters  and  crews  on  board  merchant  ships 
might  take  out  goods  for  consumption  as 
well  Hs  exportation.  Accordingly,  the 
Warehousing  Act  provided,  that  no  pro- 
visions should  be  delivered  out  of  the 
warehouses  to  merchant  ships  outward 
bound,  for  exportation,  without  the  ex- 
action of  a  bond  to  land  those  provisions  at 
the  port  of  the  ship's  destination.  The 
law  looked  very  well,  and  the  law  had  done 
its  utmost  for  the  protection  of  the  provi- 
sion-curers of  Ireland.  But  how  had  it 
operated  ?  Why,  there  was  no  security 
which  would  guarantee  the  landing  of 
those  provisions.  It  was  impossible  to 
suppose,  that  we  could  give  to  our  laws  a 
force  and  stringency  which  would  extend 
their  operations  into  foreign  ports  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  where  we  said  to  the 
shipowner,  ''  You  must  run  your  ships  in 
direct  competition  with  foreign  ships,  but 
we  call  on  you  to  pay  for  your  provisions 
for  your  crews  a  price  very  much  higher 
than  your  competitors  have  to  pay  for  their 
provisions,"  This  had  not  formerly  been 
so.  The  Irish  provision  dealer  formerly 
had  a  sufficient  protection  in  the  modera- 
tion of  his  prices.  In  point  of  fact,  it  was 
the  hi^h  pnces  which  constituted  the  diffi- 
culty in  the  case.  Ten  or  fifteen  years  ago» 
he  ventured  to  say,  it  would  have  been  oIF 
no  importance  whether  the  clause  alluded 
to  found  its  way  into  the  act  or  not.  He 
would  first  state  the  prices  as  they  now 
existed.  There  was  a  difference  of  about 
2/.  10^.  per  tierce  between  the  price  of  the 
best  Hamburgh  meat  as  compared  with 
the  best  Irish  meat.  At  Hamburgh,  it 
was  stated,  that  the  lowest  price  of  salt 
meat  was  fiYe  guineas,  the  highest  6/. 
Now,  in  former  times,  in  1827  and  1828, 
the  price  of  Irish  provisions  was  6/.     In 


1832,  the  price  was  firom  4/.  10#.  to5/. 
In  1835  and  1836,  the  price  of  Irish  pro- 
visions was  5^  5^.  In  1837  and  1838,  the 
price  of  the  best  Irish  provisbns  was  6L  \ 
and  therefore,  in  point  of  fact,  so  fiir  as 
her  natural  capabilities  were  concerned, 
Ireland  showed  that  she  was  fully  able  to 
compete  with  the  foreign  curer  of  pr«ivi- 
sions.  But  the  shipowner,  it  appeared, 
had  been  called  on  to  pay  a  very  much 
higher  price.  In  1839  and  1840,  the 
price  of  Irish  provisions  rose  to  7/.,  and  in 
1840  and  1841,  to  IL  15#. ;  so  that  the 
shipowner  was  called  on  to  pay  7Z.  15^. ; 
where,  twelve  or  fifteen  years  ago,  be  was 
paying  4/.  10«.  to  5/.  But  not  only  was 
the  shipowner  compelled  to  pay  that  rate ; 
but  he  was  informed,  that  the  character  of 
Irish  provisions,  of  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man bad  spoken  with  so  much  satisfaction, 
was  in  danger  of  being  deteriorated.  The 
quality  of  Irish  provisions  had  suffered 
much  from  the  demand  having  drawn  off* 
so  many  Irish  cattle  to  this  country,  and 
many  of  the  best  parts  of  provisions  for- 
merly used  for  salting.  So  that  the  ship- 
owner was  in  this  position — he  was  called 
on  to  pay  for  an  inferior  article  a  very  en- 
hanced price.  A  consequence  of  this  was, 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  fraud  and 
evasion,  which  that  House  must  always  be 
anxious  to  obviate,  and  which,  he  ventured 
to  say,  as  long  as  the  law  continued  in  its 
present  state,  it  was  impossible  to  prevent. 
He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  htm- 
self  could  suggest  any  means  whatever  to 
prevent  ships  on  the  wide  sea  having  taken 
provisions  out  of  the  warehouse  for  expor- 
tation, from  using  them  for  the  support  of 
the  crew.  There  was  certainly  one  way  in 
which  it  might  be  prevented«-by  putting 
an  end  to  the  warehousing  system,  and 
having  no  provisions  put  into  the  ware- 
houses without  an  immediate  exaction  of 
the  duty  ;  but  he  thought,  that  would  be 
exceedingly  impolitic,  for  the  warehousing 
system  was  most  useful.  The  principle 
now  proposed  to  be  acted  on  was  nothing 
new.  In  the  greater  part  of  stores  whi<£ 
ships  required,  we  did  not  give  the  British 
producer  a  monopoly  of  providing  for  our 
ships.  There  were  orders  at  the  Custom- 
house, under  the  authority  of  the  law,  by 
which  nearly  everv  article  might  be  deli- 
vered to  ships  without  payment  of  any 
duty  whatever.  On  these  grounds— the 
enhancement  of  the  price  of  Irish  provisions 
and  the  deterioration  of  the  qualitv,  the 
greater  cheapness  of  these  provisions  abroad, 
and  the  great  bard|.J|.^  ^0Hjf3^(|»p. 
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owners  in  the  present  state  of  the  law,  and 
the  incapability  of  Parliament  to  prevent 
fraud  and  evasion  of  the  law,  without  aban- 
doning the  warehousing  system— when  the 
Customs'  Bill  came  before  the  House,  he 
trusted  the  proposed  alterations  relating  to 
8»lt  provisions  would  be  made.  He  could 
noty  therefore,  accede  to  the  instruction 
moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  There 
was,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  consumption 
which  would  be  protected  by  the  duty 
proposed,  both  in  the  trade  of  the  country, 
and  the  provisions  purchased  by  coasting 
vessels,  but  what  was  the  real  state  of  the 
case  with  regard  to  those  bf>uds  which  had 
already  been  spoken  of,  because  it  was 
partly  on  the  utter  inefficiency  of  the 
system  now  in  practice  that  the  pre- 
sent proposition  of  the  Government  was 
grounded  ?  It  appeared,  that  since  the 
passing  of  the  Warehousing  Act,  the  whole 
number  of  bonds  which  had  been  entered 
into  was  3,126,  and  the  number  of  certifi- 
cates received,  that  was  to  say,  the  number 
(leases  in  which  provisions  had  been  landed 
at  the  ports  of  destination,  was  831  in  all ; 
thus  about  one-fourth  of  the  bonds  which 
had  been  passed,  appeared  to  have  been 
effectual,  while  three- fourths  of  the  whole 
number  had  been  utterly  inefiectual.  As 
long  as  the  price  of  provisions  in  Ireland 
was  moderate,  it  was  not  difficult  to  protect 
the  producers  in  that  country  ;  but,  now 
that  prices  were  high,  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible to  protect  them  against  foreign 
competition. 

Mr.  Labouchere  agreed  entirely  in  the 
view  taken  of  this  subject  by  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  ; 
and  although  the  hon.  Meml)er  who  had 
bronght  forward  the  present  resolution 
imttirally  felt  desirous  to  bring  this  ques- 
tion— a  question  so  interesting  to  his 
constituents  —  under  consideration,  still 
he  thought  it  would  not  be  expedient 
for  the  House  to  agree  to  the  proposal 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone),  not  so  much 
oil  aix»unt  of  the  inefficacy  of  the  present 
law,  because  he  believed  that  if  this 
were  removed,  very  great  injury  would  be 
inflicted  upon  an  important  portion  of 
the  national  interests.  He  hela  it  to  be 
good  policy  to  enable  the  vessels  engaged 
in  the  commercial  marine  of  this  country 
to  profide  themselves  with  provisions  at  as 
cheap  a  rate  as  possible.  This  was  the 
capital  point  of  national  policy  which 
OQght  not  to  be  lost  sight  of,  and  the 


Legislature  ought  not  to  allow  considera- 
tions of  minor  importance  and  of  compara- 
tively trivial  nature  to  interfere  with  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  truly  said, 
that  a  great  revolution  had  taken  place  in 
the  supply  of  provisions  from  the  south  of 
Ireland.  Formerly,  they  were  cheaper 
than  in  any  country  in  the  world.  This 
revolution  was  owing  to  the  increasing 
prosperity  of  that  portion  of  her  Majesty's 
dominions.  Formerly,  the  Irish  breeder 
of  cattle  could  do  nothing  but  cut  up  the 
produce^  salt  it,  put  it  into  a  cask,  and  sell 
it  in  that  state ;  but  now,  in  consequence 
of  steam-boat  communication,  he  was  able 
to  send  live  stock  or  Irish  meat  to  different 
parts  of  England,  and  even  to  the  London 
market,  una  of  course  the  result  had  been 
to  raise  the  price  of  provisions  in  Ireland, 
and  hence  it  was  that  that  which  formerly 
was  only  a  nominal  hardship  in  compelling 
the  shipping  interests  to  take  their  salt 
provisions  would  now  become  a  serious 
practical  grievance,  if  the  present  system 
were  continued.  This  was  one  of  the  rea- 
sons which  had  induced  him  last  year, 
when  he  introduced  the  Colonial  Customs 
Duties  Bill,  to  urge  upon  the  House  the 
propriety  of  a  general  reduction  in  the  rate 
of  protection  upon  cured  provisions  in  the 
colonial  markets  of  this  country  ;  and  he 
rejoiced  to  see  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment had  taken  the  same  view,  and  that 
in  their  Colonial  Customs  Duties  Bill, 
they  proposed  to  make  a  reduction  gene- 
rally. He  entirely  concurred  in  that  prin- 
ciple, and  would  support  the  measures  of 
the  Government  in  this  respect.  The 
Government  had  declared  an  opinion  that 
it  was  important  that  the  commercial  ma- 
rine of  this  country  should  be  victualled 
at  the  cheapest  possible  rate — he  hoped 
they  would  apply  that  principle  to  other 
matters  besides  cattle,  and  that  they  would 
feel  the  importance  of  also  having  the 
shipping  supplied  with  biscuits  at  the  low- 
est possible  rate.  This  had  long  been  a 
great  object  to  the  commercial  marine,  but 
it  had  been  prevented  by  the  groundless 
jealousy  of  the  landed  interests  of  this 
country.  He  rejoiced  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gateshead  had  given  no- 
tice of  a  motion  to  admit  flour  to  be  ground 
in  bond  for  this  supply,  and  he  trusted, 
after  what  had  been  said  this  evening  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  the  proposi- 
tion would  receive  their  support.  At  least, 
he  hoped  if  they  would  not  adopt  the  mea- 
sure proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend,  they 
w^ouW  Uke  the  "•tt^le^^tUHbgK' 
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bands,  and  do  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
shipping  interest  which  had  so  long  been 
sought  for  in  rain  by  it. 

Mr.  E,  B.  Roche  protested  on  behalf 
of  the  Irish  people,  against  such  a 
coquetting  with  free  trade  as  was  exhi- 
bited in  the  present  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  people  of  Ireland  felt  it 
to  be  most  unjust  that  the  Government 
should  always  use  free  trade  arguments 
when  they  cut  against  the  Irish  community 
and  that  they  should  deny  the  same  argu- 
ments when  they  cut  in  favour  'of  that 
portion  of  the  subjects  of  the  Crown.  In 
Ireland  it  was  well  understood  that  all 
English  produce  was  protected  in  the  new 
tariffy  while,  on  the  other  hand,  Irish  pro- 
ductions would  be  placed  in  a  worse  situ- 
ation than  they  would  be  under  a  complete 
system  of  free-trade. 

Sir  R,  Peel  remarked,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  seemed,  had  nothing  to  say 
against  the  justice  of  the  particular  pro- 
position before  the  House,  but  referred  to 
the  whole  tariff,  and  said  the  Government 
were  not  at  liberty  to  touch  any  article 
unless  they  wholly  and  universally  adopted 
the  principles  of  free  trade.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  asked  him  whether  he 
remembered  having  used  this  argument 
when  he  brought  forward  the  Corn  Bill. 
He  knew  what  he  had  said  on  that  occa- 
sion,  and  he  well  remembered  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  told  him 
be  was  going  to  ruin  the  trade  in  the  great 
staple  agricultural  produce  of  Ireland. 
Now,  he  very  much  doubted  whether,  if  in 
bis  scheme  he  had  removed  all  the  protec- 
tion to  Irish  oats  as  well  as  Irish  cattle,  he 
should  have  had  the  cordial  approbation 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  that  proposal. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  must  remember  that 
at  present  there  was  a  duty  upon  salted 
meat  brought  from  abroad  of  125.,  which 
he  proposed  to  reduce  to  8.9.  as  far  as 
home  consumption  was  concerned,  and 
very  little  would  be  brought  from  abroad 
under  125.  duty.  It  was  quite  true  that 
125.  duty  applied  to  salted  provisions  taken 
by  dhips  ;  but,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
near  him  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  shown  with 
regard  to  that  protection  there  was,  under 
the  present  system  a  complete  delusion, 
and  that  vessels  had  taken  salted  meat 
subject  to  a  nominal  duty  of  12}  per  cent, 
and  had  consumed  it  has  stores,  instead  of 
landing  it  as  merchandise  at  their  port  of 
destination.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
the  proposal  now  made  was  perfectly  fair. 


and  he  did  not  think  it  would  incur  the 
danger  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
seemed  to  anticipate.  The  danger  they 
apprehended  arose  from  the  great  increase 
in  the  price  of  Irish  provisions,  but  he 
could  not  despair  of  Ireland  being  able  to 
compete  with  other  countries  in  the  supply 
of  meat  for  consumption  at  home  and 
abroad. 

Mr.  E.  B,  Roche^  in  explanation  begged 
to  say  he  neither  voted  nor  made  any 
speech  on  the  Corn-law  discussion.  He 
was  not  in  the  House  at  the  time. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  begged  pardon  for 
having  made  a  mistake.  It  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry  who  made  the  speech 
in  question. 

Lord  /.  Russell  could  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  made  out  any 
case  in  favour  of  the  resolution  which  he 
proposed.  He  admitted  that  the  system 
of  certificates  of  landing  in  foreign  ports 
was  delusive  in  itself,  and  when  the  hon. 
Member  asked  the  House  to  provide  an 
efficacious  remedy,  he  must  reply,  that  the 
principle  was  wrong  altogether,  and  that 
it  would  be  far  better  to  part  with  the  de- 
lusion. The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had 
told  the  House,  that  he  learned  by  a 
letter  from  Illinois,  that  very  good  and 
very  cheap  provisions  were  now  selling  in 
that  state.  Now,  if  those  provisions  could 
be  brought  here  cured  and  used  by  the 
commercial  shipping  of  this  country,  he 
would  say,  **  Let  them  come  in  and  let  us 
have  the  advantage  of  them."  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  afterwards 
contended,  that  although  a  right  principle 
was  laid  down  on  this  particular  article, 
yet  it  was  not  a  right  principle  to  apply  to 
other  articles  enumerated  in  the  tariff. 
That  was  perfectly  true,  but  the  use  he 
made  of  that  circumstance  was  very  dif- 
ferent from  the  use  the  hon.  mover  had 
made  of  it.  On  a  question  of  free-trade, 
it  was  very  easy  to  make  objections,  and 
to  say,  that  because  some  articles  were 
made  free,  others  ought  to  be  made  sub* 
ject  to  the  same  principles,  and  that  unless 
this  was  done  hon.  Memt>er8  would  not 
consent  to  the  general  proposition.  Now, 
he  would  say,  with  regard  to  any  propo- 
sition made  either  by  the  Government  or 
made  by  any  individual — if  made  on  sound 
principles,  he  should  give  his  vote  in  sup- 
port of  it,  and  endeavour  to  apply  it  to 
other  articles  to  which  it  was  not  applied 
by  the  Government.  Such  would  be  his 
course  in  any  vote  he  might^e  palled^uppa 
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to  give  either  before  the  Speaker  left  the 
chair  or  when  the  House  was  in  committee, 
wherever  he  might  find  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  disregaided  the  principles  which 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  himself 
laid  down,  he  should  in  all  cases  endeavour 
to  apply  them  to  articles  not  intended  by 
the  Government.  He  thought  it  would 
altogether  fail  lo  apply  the  principle — not 
of  free- trade,  as  it  was  called,  but  of  free 
competition,  as  he  would  term  it,  to  all 
articles.  He  said,  *'  Apply  that  principle 
wherever  you  can,  and  it  will  work  its  way 
out,  and  those  unjust  monopolies  left  even 
by  the  Corn-laws  of  the  present  Session 
would  be  reduced  to  the  same  sound  prin- 
ciples/' 

Sir  R.  Ferguson  thought  the  right  hon. 
the  Vice-  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  not  treated  the  subject  fairly  when  he 
spoke  of  the  bonds  given  on  talking  out 
provisions  under  the  Warehousing  Act  as 
a  delusion  ;  for  though,  no  doubt,  a  great 
deal  of  fraud  was  practised,  still  there  were 
many  respectable  houses  both  in  this  town 
and  elsewhere  who  scorned  to  adopt  any 
such  system  as  that  which  had  been  pointed 
out.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
mentioned  how  many  bonds  were  kept  by 
vessels  still  on  their  voyages. 

Motion  negatived. 

House  in  Conimitteee,  Mr.  Greene  in 
the  Chair. 

On  the  first  resolution  : — 

"  That  in  lieu  of  the  present  rates  of  duty 
now  payable  upon  the  articles  enumerated  in 
the  annexed  schedules,  there  shall  be  raised, 
levied,  and  paid  upon  the  importation  of  the 
said  articles  into  the  United  Kingdom  the  rates 
of  duties  proposed  in  the  said  schedules,  and 
all  prohibitions  or  restrictions  of  any  such 
articles,  except  as  therein  specified  shall  cease 
and  determine." 

Mr.  Miles  rose  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
posing the  amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  relative  to  levying  the  duties 
on  all  live  stock  imported  from  foreign 
countries  by  weight.  In  justice  to  the 
constituents  who  had  sent  him  there,  he 
had  taken  this  early  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing this  amendment  forward.  It  might 
seem  extraordinary  that  an  individual  who 
had  given  his  unlimited  confidence  to  the 
measures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Grovernment  should,  upon  the 
consideration  of  the  tariff,  thus  early  com- 
mence an  opposition  to  a  part  of  it.  But, 
concurring  as  he  did,  with  many  hon. 
Friends  who  sat  aroimd  him^  that  the 
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alarm  which  had  spread  throughout  the 
country  relative  to  the  tariff,  and  particu- 
larly as  to  the  importation  of  provisions 
and  of  live  cattle,  had  a  just  and  sure 
foundation,  and  having  with  other  Friends 
attended  as  a  deputation  on  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  urged  upon  him  those  reasons 
which  they  thought  ought  to  have  induced 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  alter  those  parti- 
cular  duties  without  success,  they  had  no- 
thing now  left  but  to  endeavour  byadecision 
of  that  House  to  get  a  fair  protection,  and 
a  fair  protection  was  nil  that  they  required 
for  the  agricultural  interests  in  this  re- 
spect. He  must  say,  however,  that,  taken 
as  a  whole,  the  scheme  of  finance  offered 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
most  complete,  full,  and  ample  scheme  ever 
offered  by  a  Minister  in  times  of  compara- 
tive peace,  and  he  thought  that,  generally 
speaking,  it  had  met  with  reluctant  but 
considerate  approbation.  By  it  the  bur- 
dens of  taxation  were  now  laid  upon  the 
right  shoulders,  and  for  the  financial  difii- 
culties  of  the  nation,  brought  about  by 
previous  financial  mismanagement,  which 
had  been  attempted  to  be  bolstered  up  by 
futile  but  irritating  palliatives,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  brought  forward  a  de- 
cided remedy,  under  which  direct  taxation 
was  now  to  be  called  in  to  alleviate  an  em- 
barrassed Exchequer.  The  burdens  of  the 
poor  were  now  to  be  lightened,  inasmuch 
as  provisions  and  articles  of  general  con- 
sumption would  be  made  cheap  by  the 
operation  of  the  reduction  which  had  been 
proposed,  whilst  the  incomes  arising  from 
the  property  which  had  been  accumulated 
during  the  war  would  be  called  upon  to 
contribute  to  the  resources  of  the  country 
and  administer  relief  in  our  temporary 
embarrassment.  In  presenting  himself  to 
propose  a  motion  of  the  nature  he  was 
about  to  submit,  he  need  not  allude  to  the 
support  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  re- 
ceived from  the  phalanx  of  county  Mem- 
bers who  sat  around  him  ;  but  this  he 
might  say,  that  he  and  his  Frieuds  had 
gone  along  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as 
tar  as  they  could ;  they  had  not  opposed 
the  Corn-bill;  they  haH  agreed  to  it  in 
silence,  and  consented  in  silence  that  their 
own  and  their  tenants*  property  should  be 
taxed  out  of  regard  to  the  peace  of  the 
country.  But  the  time  of  silence  was  now 
passed;  it  was  their  duty  to  their  con- 
stituents to  defer  no  longer  stating  their 
sentiments  on  this  part  of  the  measures  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.    In  bringing  for- 
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ward  the  propositioD  he  was  about  to  offer* 
he  was  sensible  of  his  own  inadequacy  to 
do  full  justice  to  the  subject ;  it  was  diffi- 
cult for  hon.  Members  who  had  not  turned 
their  attention  much  to  the  subject  to  per- 
ceive the  exact  bearings  of  the  tariff  on  the 
whole  system  of  our  taxation,  but  he 
trusted  that  he  should  have  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  while  he  endeavoured  to  the 
best  of  his  ability  to  discharge  his  duty  to 
his  constituents.  No  doubt  the  Corn-bill 
had  been  received  with  alarm  by  the 
country.  In  that  alarm  he  did  not  parti- 
cipate^ and  he  hoped  it  would  not  con- 
tinue. He  believed  that  agriculture  was 
improving  so  rapidly,  and  science  was  so 
mingling  with  practical  knowledge,  that 
we  should  be  soon  able,  even  with  reduced 
rates  of  duty,  to  compete '  with  foreign 
agriculturists,  that  they  might  trust,  as 
he  did,  that  even  with  the  reduced  scale 
of  corn  duties  the  English  farmer  might 
be  able  to  compete  with  the  foreigner. 
That  was  his  opinion  with  respect  to  the 
alterations  of  the  Corn-law ;  but  with  re- 
spect to  the  alterations  in  the  tariff  the 
case  was  different.  There  they  had  to 
grope  in  the  dark  for  the  probable  results 
in  a  way  that  was  most  unsatisfactory. 
From  a  total  prohibition  upon  the  foreigner 
to  interfere  with  the  English  meat  market^ 
the  farmers  were  now  called  upou  to  agree 
on  a  scale  of  duties  which  were  imposed  on 
whHt  was  to  him,  he  confessed,  an  unin- 
telligible principle,  and  which,  if  carried 
into  effect,  could  not  but  be  detrimental  to 
agriculture.  As  he  was  fully  convinced  of 
this,  so  he  was  clear  that  now  was  the 
time  for  oppsoing  this  part  of  the  measure, 
and  he  had  consequently  prepared  such  a 
resolution  as  would  render  the  object  of 
himself  and  his  hon.  Friends  apparent  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  What  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  demanded  was,  that  the  duty 
on  live  cattle  should  be  taken  by  weight, 
and  not  by  the  head,  as  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  If  it  were  asked,  wh^ 
did  he  come  forward  on  this  occasion,  his 
reply  was,  that  there  were  times  when  it 
became  the  duty  of  every  individual  Mem- 
ber to  come  forward  to  amend  a  measure 
of  this  sort  upon  discovering  any  part 
which  was,  in  his  opinion,  decidedly  faulty. 
It  had  been  said  to  him  out  of  doors, 
"  Why  should  you  bring  forward  this  pro- 
position ;  would  you,  as  fanners,  be  better 
off  if  the  right  hon  Baronet  were  turned 
out  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite  were  put 
in  his  place  V  But  the  question  was  not 
whether  this  Government  or  set  of  mcQ 
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should  occupy  the  Treasury  benches,  or 
another.  The  question  involved  no  prio. 
ciple  of  that  sort ;  the  question  was  simply 
one  of  detail,  and  as  one  of  detail  the 
House  must  discuss  it.  With  respect  to 
the  grounds  on  which  he  and  his  Friends 
rested  their  opposition  to  the  proposed 
scale  of  duties  on  live  cattle,  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  wholly  uninformed.  Many 
deputations  from  different  agricultural  dis- 
tricts had  attended  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  pressed  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  other  Members  of  the  Government  the 
probable  effects  of  the  measure,  and  he  was 
happy  to  say  that  some  deputations,  con- 
sisting of  parties  who  might  have  been 
supped  to  be  least  represented  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  had  nevertheless  been 
heard  with  great  attention,  and  with  a 
manifestation  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  a  desire  to  bear  with  attention 
whatever  might  be  pressed  upon  their  no- 
tice. When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  brought 
forward  his  Corn-bill,  he  held  out  to  the 
agricultural  interest,  in  order  to  indnoe 
them  to  accept  it,  benefits  of  this  de- 
scription— '*  Look,  the  right  hoo.  Baiooet 
said,  at  the  benefits  you  will  derive  from 
the  reduction  to  the  farmer  of  various  arti- 
cles-^look  at  the  reduction  on  grass  seeds 
—look  at  rape-seed  and  other  SMds ;"  To 
his  astonishment  also,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said,  '*  look  at  onion-seed ;"  but  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether 
he  did  not  think  that  the  reduction  made 
on  those  articles  was  made  up,  and  more 
than  made  up«  by  the  reduction  in  the 
duties  on  corn  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  also  stated— and  in  that  he  was  gM 
to  concur  with  him — that  the  panic  had 
subsided  ;  but  at  the  same  time,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
low  prices  of  meat  had  occurred  from  na- 
tural causes,  and  not  from  the  proposal  of 
the  tariff;  and  so  it  undoubtedly  was,  be- 
cause at  that  time  of  year,  the  farmer  was 
accustomed  to  send  his  cattle  to  market, 
and  the  vast  influx  in  consequence  had 
caused  a  fall  in  price.  There  was,  no 
doubt,  however,  that  some  designing  spe- 
culators had  taken  advantage  of  the  tariff 
to  operate  upon  the  prices— and  with  some 
success ;  but  he  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  he  had  never  given  way  to 
the  panic  in  any  way,  and  if  he  was  not 
thoroughly  convinced  upon  calm  reilection 
of  the  truth  of  the  principles  he  was  advo- 
cating, he  would  not  be  seen  on  the  door 
to  bring  forward  any  proposition  whatever. 
With  respect  to  the   agitation  that 
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going  forward  be  conid  say  that  do  ooe  de- 
precated agitation  more  than  he  did  on  any 
point;  but,  independently  of  that  agita- 
tion, he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  there  was  a  deep  feeling  in  the  coun- 
try that  in  framing  this  tariff  the  interests 
of  the  &rmer  had  not  been  properly  taken 
care  of.     The  farmers  felt  that  taking  the 
duty  on  live  cattle  at  so  much  per  head 
was  not  the  proper  mode  of  taking  it.   The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken  of  the  quality 
of  English  meat,  but  had  he  considered  that 
the  fiurmer  looked  not  only  to  the  quality 
of  the  meat,  but  also  to  the  quantity  of 
manure  which  was  made  by  feeding  cattle, 
and  its  effect  to  increase  the  value  of  the 
land,  which  could  not  by  any  other  means 
be  so  effectually  increased ;  had  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  looked  to  the  consideration 
that  feeding  beasts  was  an  indispensable 
adjunct  to  the  system  of  agriculture  that 
was  pursued  in  manyjparts  of  this  country  ? 
Had  the  right  hon.  Baronet  looked  to  the 
question*  whether  the  farmer,  after  these 
reductions  in  the  prices  of  his  productions, 
would  be  able  to  pay  the  same  wages  for 
labour  as  he  had  been  accustomed  to  pay  ? 
He  would  first  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  this  point,  namely,  what  was 
the  price  of  artificials  last  fall ;  and  then 
as  to  the  quantities  of  artificials  consumed 
by  the  farmer  in  this  couutry  and  in  Den- 
mark }    The  price  of  oilcake  last  fell  in 
this  country  was  10  guineas  a  ton;  in 
Denmark  it  was  6  guineas,  or  one-third 
lees.     Barley  in  England   was  dO^.  the 
quarter }  in  Denmark  it  was  15f.  a  quarter, 
being  one-half  less.    He  knew  a  farmer 
who  last  year  consumed  in  &ttening  cattle 
ten  tons  of  oilcake,  at  a  cost  of  105/.,  and 
200  quarters  of  barley-meal  which  would 
be  300/.,  making  altogether  405/.  consumed 
hi  artificials.     Now  let    them  see  what 
would  be  the  cost  of  the  same  quantity  of 
artificiids  to  the  Danish  farmer.     For  the 
ten  tons  of  oilcake  he  would  pay  63/.,  and 
for  the  200  quarters  of  barley-meal  150/. 
making  together  213/.     So  that  the  earing 
to  the  Danish  farmer  on  this  quantity  of 
artificials  would  be  192/.     This  being  the 
case,  was  he  wrong  in  asking  for  protection 
— not  a  large,    but    a  fair    protection? 
When   the   House  saw  that  the  Danish 
fiurmer  coold  use  his  artificials  at  one-half 
the  cost  that  the  British  fis^mer  could,  that 
ought  to  enter  into  their  calculations  in 
seitllng  the  amount  of  duty.    He  would 
now  ask  the  House  to  attend  to  the  dif- 
ftnrent  rates  of  duty  upon  lire  animals,  and  i 
fresh  or  salted  meat.    If  aa  ox  were  im.  1 


ported  as  meat  the  duty  would  be  Ss.  a 
cwt. ;  but  for  lire  animals  the  duty  on  an 
ox  would  be  1/.  on  a  cow  15s. ;  on  a  calf^ 
lOs, ;  on  a  sheep,  3#. ;  on  swine  and  hogs, 
5s,  With  respect  to  the  last  item,  he 
must  remind  the  House  that  in  the  shape 
of  hams,  swine's  flesh  paid  I4s.  a  cwt. 
Taking  then  an  ox  of  6  cwt. — and  accord* 
ing  to  Mr.  Meek's  table  it  appeared  that 
was  about  the  weight  at  which  they  must 
expect  to  receiye  most  of  the  oxen  imported 
-*then,  imported  as  meat  the  duty  would 
be  2/.  Ss. ;  adding  the  duty  on  the  hide 
and  tallow  the  whole  duty  paid  on  the 
importation  of  the  animal  in  this  state 
would  be  2/.  9s.  S^d. ;  but  if  sent  alive  it 
would  be  charged  merely  1/.  duty,  and 
from  that  deducting  the  amount  due  to 
the  hide  and  the  tallow  which  would  then 
come  in  duty  free,  the  real  duty  paid  would 
be  about  I85.  d^^.  The  difference,  there, 
fore,  in  fiiTour  of  importing  alive  above 
sending  it  in  the  shape  of  meat  would 
be  1/.  lis.  5Jd.  Now,  he  must  say> 
that  it  did  appear  to  him  that  there  was 
neither  justice  nor  fiiirness  in  this.  Next  as 
to  pigs.  Taking  a  hog  of  3  cwt.  it  would 
only  pay  5^.  if  imported  alive.  If  sent 
over  as  msh  pork  it  would  pay  a  duty  of 
lL4s.;  if  on  the  other  hand,  it  came  as 
bacon  and  hams  it  would  pay  R  6s.  In 
either  case  there  must  be  a  deduction  of 
about  one-third  of  the  weight  for  lard,  the 
duty  on  which  would  be  Sd.  Hence  the 
difference  in  fiivour  of  importing  a  pig 
alive  over  importing  as  fresh  pork  would 
be  about  1/.;  over  importinff  as  ham  or 
bacon  would  be  about  1/.  4s.  It  appeared 
therefore,  to  him,  that  any  great  quantity 
of  provisions  of  this  sort  could  not  come  in, 
except  in  the  live  state.  He  would  next 
inquire  what  was  the  consumption  of  an 
ox  of  6  cwt.  and  a  hog  of  3  cwt ;  he  had 
been  as  careful  as  he  could  in  this  investi- 
gation, and  a  person  on  whom  he  had 
great  reliance,  and  who  was  well  known  in 
the  cattle  market,  whose  name  was  Druce, 
had  informed  him  what  was  the  quantity 
of  artificials  that  it  took  to  feed  an  ox  up 
to  6  cwt.,  and  a  hog  to  3  cwt.  He  said, 
that  the  former  would  require  twenty- 
weeks'  grass  at  d5.»  twelve  weeks*  stall 
feeding  on  12  cwt.  of  hay  at  35.  6(/«,  aod 
twenty-one  bushels  of  bean  and  barley 
meal  at  3s.  Gd.,  making  in  the  whole  S/. 
\6s.  6d.  To  get  a  hog  up  to  3  cwt.  would 
require  twenty-two  bushels  of  barley  meal, 
worth  3/.  6s.  Now,  twenty-one  bushels 
of  barley  at  28^.  a  quarter  would  pay 
a  duty  of  9*.  a  quarter,! 
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in  all ;  whereas,  at  24s.  the  duty  would 
be  lis,  dk  quarter,  and  the  consequence 
would  be  a  saving  of  duty  on  the  bog, 
if  imported  in  the  shape  of  meat,  of 
K'lOf.  5d.  over  sending  the  raw  ma- 
terial of  barley.  This  was  an  important 
advantage  to  the  foreign  farmer,  and  if 
they  considered  the  different  prices  of 
labour  that  obtained  abroad  and  the  dif- 
ference in  rents  and  in  taxation,  all  of 
which  must  enter  into  the  price  of  meat, 
they  must  of  course,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, that  all  these  bore  with  a  greater 
relative  weight  upon  the  English  &rmer, 
and  therefore  ought  to  be  considered  on  an 
occasion  of  this  kind.  On  the  other  hand 
the  Britbh  farmer  would  have  to  encounter 
the  competition  of  foreign  growers.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  endeavoured  to 
show  that  the  imports  could  only  come 
from  a  very  small  portion  of  Europe.  Now, 
whether  the  home-grower  would  have  to 
compete  with  the  whole  of  Europe  or  not, 
he  apprehended  that  he  would  have  no 
difficulty  in  showing  that  there  would  be 
no  obstacle  arising  from  the  difficulties  of 
navigation  to  the  importation  of  live  animals 
from  Holstein,  Belgium,  Denmark,  and 
JiOwenberg.  He  apprehended  that  they 
wouldbecome  thegreatybcifrom  which  cattle 
would  be  imported  -,  and  he  would  proceed  to 
form  an  estimate  of  the  prices  at  which  the 
home- grower  would  have  to  compete  with 
the  foreign  producer.  He  would  first  take 
the  case  of  Ostend.  But  it  seemed  to  be  the 
general  opinion  that  Belgium  was  rather  an 
importing  than  an  exporting  country.  He 
found,  however,  from  Mr.  Meek's  report, 
that  last  year  Belgium  exported  to  France 
1 7,000  head  of  cattle.  He  thought  under 
those  circumstances  he  was  quite  justified 
in  taking  Ostend  as  a  port  whence  the 
import  of  cattle  would  affect  the  English 
grower.  Now,  the  price  of  an  ox  at  Os- 
tend was  given  at  12/.  14^.,  the  freight 
would  be  IL  6^.,  the  duty  1/.,  and  allow- 
ing for  other  charges  5s.,  the  price  at 
which  the  ox  would  come  into  competi- 
tion with  the  home  grown  ox  would  be 
15/.  5s.  At  Hamburgh  the  cost  price  of 
an  ox  was  12/.  8^.,  the  freight  would  be 
2/.,  the  duty  1/.,  other  expenses  5s.,  mak- 
ing in  all  15/.  13^.,  the  price  at  which  the 
Hamburgh  ox  would  come  into  competi- 
tion with  the  home  grown  ox.  At  the 
next  named  places,  the  following  would  be 
the  prices  at  which  the  ox  could  be  im- 
ported into  England  :  — 


KIEL. 


Price 

Freight 

Duty 

Other  charges  .. 

£7  17 

.•2     6 

1     0 

•  -0    6 

0 
0 
0 
6 

LUBECK. 

Price 

Freight 

Duty 

Other  charges     . . 

£11     9 

£11  10 

.      1    6 

1     0 

..0     6 

6 

0 
0 
0 
6 

ROSTOCK. 

Price 
Freight 
Duty     . . 
Other  charges  • . 

£15     2 

£12     8 

2     3 

..10 

.        0     6 

6 

0 
0 
0 
6 

DAMTSIC. 

Price 

Freight 

Duty 

Other  charges     . . 

o£l5  17 

^9  13 

..     2  15 

1     0 

..0     6 

6 

0 
0 
0 
6 

ELSINORE. 

Price 

Freight 

Duty 

Other  charges     . . 

<£13  14 

£S  10 

..2     6 

1     0 

..0    6 

6 

0 
0 
0 

6 

o£l2     2 

6 

Now,  the  price  of  an  English  ox,  taking 
It  at  only  6d.  the  pound,  would  hel6L  16«. 
Taking,  therefore,  that  as  the  price  of  the 
home  grown  ox,  and  comparing  it  with 
the  above  prices  abroad,  it  would  appear 
that  the  British  farmer,  in  competition 
with  the  foreign  farmer,  would  stand  at 
a  disadvantage  as  compared  to  Ostend, 
of  1/.  11^.;  Hamburgh,  1/.  13^.;  Kiel, 
5/.  Ss.  6d. ;  Lubeck,  1/.  9s.  6d. ;  Rostock, 
18s.  6d. ;  Dantsic,  3/.  Is.  6d.;  Elsinore, 
4/.  13s.  6d. ;  or  an  average  disadvantage  of 
2/.  13s.  4id.  per  animal,  and  of  Id.  per 
pound.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in 
opening  the  subject  of  the  tariff  to  the 
House,  had  endeavoured  to  show,  that 
notwithstanding  the  increased  importatioD 
of  foreign  cattle  the  price  of  meat  had  re- 
markably increased.  The  right  hon.  Ba« 
ronet  quoted  a  table  of  the  contracts  for 
fresh  meat  for  the  navy  and  for  Greenwich 
Hospital,  which  showed  a  gradual  increase 
of  price,  and  then  came  a  most  extraordi- 
nary column,  showing  what  had  been  dur- 
ing the  same  years  the  price  to  the  private 
consumer.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  remember^  that  the  years  in  re- 
spect of  which  be  had  made  ois  quotatioo 
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were  those  in  which  prices  had  been 
highest— those  in  which  the  table  of  that 
House  had  groaned  with  petitions  com- 
plaining of  Sie  high  prices  of  food.  Yet, 
notwithstanding  that,  it  appeared  that  the 
prices  to  the  London  consumer  were,  in 
1835  (the  first  year  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net quoted),  from  7d.  to  8j^.  the  pound, 
and  in  1841  (the  last  year  quoted),  SdL  to 
8^  But,  after  all,  the  fair  way  of  ascer- 
taining the  price  of  meat  as  it  effected  the 
British  farmer  was  to  look  to  the  prices  at 
Smithfield;  because  it  was  for  them  to 
argue,  not  on  the  prices  received  by  the 
retail  butcher  from  the  consumer,  but  on 
the  prices  received  by  the  farmer  f^om  the 
wholesale  buyer.  Now,  it  appeared  that 
the  average  prices  at  Smithfield  in  1841 
were — for  beef,  6d, ;  for  mutton,  G^d, ;  for 
pork,  7c2.;  for  veal,  7hd.  Those  were  the 
real  wholesale  prices  received  by  the 
farmer.  Now,  how  much  lower  was  it 
expected  that  the  farmer  should  be  com- 
pelled to  go  in  reducing  the  price  of 
meat?  Was  he  expected  to  go  lower  than 
this  average  price  of  6d,  the  pound  ?  Ac- 
cording to  the  statements  which  he  had 
just  read  of  the  prices  of  animals  abroad, 
the  farmer,  if  he  desired  to  compete  with 
the  averages  of  different  ports,  would  have 
to  sell  at  a  price  between  4d.  and  6d, 
which  would  make  it  impossible  to  main- 
tain the  present  rate  of  rents.  He  would 
now  come  to  the  prices  of  pigs  at  the  dif- 
ferent ports  in  question,  as  compared  with 
the  prices  of  home-produced  pigs.  The 
British  pig,  of  an  average  weight  of  3  cwt., 
at  6c2.  the  pound,  would  fetch  8/.  85.  Now, 
the  pig  could  be  imported  from  the  fol- 
lowing places  at,  induding  freight,  duty, 
and  incidental  charges,  the  following 
prices  :»-Ostend,  61,  35. ;  Bremen,  6/.  lOs. ; 
Hamburgh,  6/.  17s.;  Kiel,  4/.  Os.  7d.; 
Lubeck,  7/.  1  Is.  2hd. ;  Dantsic,  4/.  14s.  6d ; 
Elsinore,  4/.  14s.  6ef.  The  average  price, 
therefore,  would  be  5/.  15s.,  or  less  than 
4\d.  per  lb.  So  much  for  the  effect  which 
the  importation  of  this  description  of  live 
stock  would  have  on  the  British  farmer. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  asked  the 
other  evening,  incidentally  to  his  argu- 
ment, why  foreign  oxen  had  not  been 
poured  into  France  ?  He  would  remind 
the  committee,  that  in  1822  the  duty 
on  animals  imported  into  France  was 
very  much  increased.  The  duty  on  oxen 
was  raised  to  2/.,  and  in  addition  to 
that,  there  was  also  the  octroi  duty, 
which  varied  almost  every  year,  but 
which  at  Paris  averaged  1/.    Thus  the 


whole  duty  was  3/.  on  every  animal  im- 
ported into  Paris  the  great  seat  of  con-* 
sumption.  It  was  supposed  at  one  time 
that  this  increase  in  the  duty  would  have 
prevented  the  importation  of  live  cattle 
into  France.  For  the  first  year  or  two-^ 
that  was  to  say,  in  1823  and  1824,  snch 
was  certainly  the  case.  But  there  was 
then  no  reason  for  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle,  for  beef  was  at  that  time 
Ad.  the  pound.  If,  however,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  cast  his  eyes  a  little 
further,  he  would  have  seen  that  in  1828, 
when  beef  was  bd.  the  pound,  upwards  of 
67,000  head  of  cattle  were  imported  into 
France.  In  fact,  when  the  duty  was  3/. 
the  largest  amount  came  in  that  had  ever 
been  imported.  He  would  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  a  branch  of 
the  subject  which  was  of  very  great  im- 
portance, and  which  had  already  been 
opened  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in 
regard  to  Ireland.  It  bore  materially  on 
the  general  question,  because  if  the  salted 
provision  trade  with  Ireland  was  destroyed, 
the  necessary  consequence  would  be  that  a 
larger  quantity  of  animals  would  come 
into  England  from  Ireland  to  be  consumed 
as  fresh  meat.  It  was  a  singular  &ct  in 
connexion  with  this  part  of  the  subject 
that  America  had  never  taken  cognizance 
of  her  trade  in  salted  provisions  with  this 
country  until  in  the  last  year,  because 
then  it  sprung  up  and  increased  in  a  most 
extraordinary  manner.  The  quantity  of 
salted  beef  imported  from  America  was 
7,700  cwt.  in  1840;  but  in  1841  it  had 
increased  to  22,429  cwt.  In  illustration 
of  his  views  on  this  subject  he  would 
request  the  attention  of  the  committee 
while  he  read  a  quotation  from  the  New 
Orleans  Price  Current^  written  imme« 
diately  before  the  tariff  came  out.  It  ran 
thus:— 

'*  New  Orleans  is  the  natural  outlet  of  nine 
important  states  of  the  union,  which  all  send 
their  products  by  ri? er  navigation  to  this  port. 
These  states,  viz.,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Indiana, 
lUipois,  Tennessee,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Mis- 
sissippi, and  Louisiana,  contain  together  an 
area  of  450,000  square  miles,  believed  to  be 
unsurpassed  in  fertility  and  richness  of  soil  by 
any  portion  of  the  globe ;  with  a  population 
of  5,500,000,  devoted  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly to  agriculture,  and  amongst  whom  the 
manufacture  of  cotton  or  other  fabrics  for 
clothing  is  almost  unknown.^' 

[Cheers^  I  am  not  asking,  con  tinned 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  for  the  English 
&rmer  any  protection  to  the  detriment  of 
any  other  class.    I  am  only  asking  for 
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part  of  the  land  in  tkesa  tUics  is  und«r  caUi« 
vation,  it  will  be  admitted  that  their  means  of 
production  are  no  more  developed  than  are 
the  wants  of  those  countries  whose  consump- 
tion is  impeded  by  protective  or  prohibitive 
duties.  We  consider  ourselves  quite  safe  in 
expressing  our  belief  that  two  years  of  steady 
demand  for  wheats  beef,  and  pork,  for  export 
to  Europe^  would  augment  threefold  the  quan- 
tities of  theee  articles,  which  are  now  received 
at  New  Orleans  from  the  west,  and  we  can  eel 
no  limit  to  the  capabilities  of  consumption  ow 
production  of  these  fertile  regions*  with  a 
population  augmenting  every  year  by  nume- 
rous emigrants  from  Europe  and  the  Eastern 
states.'' 

Now,  what  in  the  course  of  two  years 
had  been  the  increase  of  exports  from 
New  Orleans  in  the  two  articles  of  flour 
and  pork?  Why,  where  before  500,000 
barrels  of  flour  had  been  exported,  there 
were  at  the  end  of  two  years  1,500,000 
barrels  exported.  Where' at  the  former 
period  there  were  262,000  sacks  of  com 
mai2e,  and  163,000  barrels,  there  were  in 
the  second  year  786,000  sacks  and  489,000 
barrels;  and  where  there  had  been  210,000 
barrels  of  pork  there  were  now  630,000. 
It  now  only  remained  for  him  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
take  these  things  into  his  consideration. 
He  confessed  that  he  did  not  yet  know 
upon  what  basis  the  proposed  duty  waa 
to  be  levied.  Did  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet 
mean  to  take  as  his  basis  the  ox  or  the 
meat  ?  Were  he  to  take  the  ox,  the  duty 
on  meat  would  be  too  hiffb;  were  he  to 
take  the  meat,  of  course  the  dutjr  on  the 
ox  would  be  too  low.  If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  believed,  as  he  did,  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty,  or  very  little,  in 
proportioning  the  duty  upon  the  live 
animal  by  the  cwt.,  then,  he  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  at 
once  consent  to  the  motion  ;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not,  then  would  he 
most  respectfully,  but  most  decidedly, 
oppose  this  part  of  the  tariff.  In  en- 
deavouring to  show  upon  what  grounds  he 
should  do  so  he  had  taken  a  lesson  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  by  avoiding  a  par- 
ticular reference  to  what  might  be  the 
importation  of  this  year  or  the  next,  and 
by  taking  at  once  a  prospective  view  of 
the  question.  Mr.  Meek,  in  his  report, 
stated  that  a  communication  was  about  to 
be  opened  between  the  Danube  and  the 
Maine.  Considering  with  that  fact  the 
quantity  of  cattle  that  might  be  had  from 
the  banks  of  the  Danube  at  so  low  a  price 
as  to  leave  room  for  a  considerable  profit 
after   the  expenaee  were  paid,  he   saw 


hin  a  rights  just,  legitimate  protection, 
the  same  as  is  afforded  to  manufactt^red 
and  other  articles  in  this  tariff.  The 
writer  in  the  Price  Current  continued: — 

**  StiU  the  resources  of  this  valuable  extent 
of  country  remain  in  a  great  measure  unde- 
veloped, and  must  remain  so,  as  Ions  as  its 
most  natural  market  is  closed  against  it  We 
eall  Great  Briuto  its  natural  market,  because 
each  country  wants  precisely  what  the  other 
prodoces  in  excess,  and  eagerly  searches  out 
markets  for ;  and  between  which  there  is  an 
identity  of  race  and  descent  of  language  and 
of  habits,  which  would  undoubtedly  have  led, 
long  since,  to  a  roost  extended  and  mutually 
beneficial  intercourse,  and  the  consequent 
friendlv  feelings.  But,  unfortunately,  legis- 
lation has  interposed,  and  has  raised  a  diver- 
sity of  interest  where  mutual  dependence 
should  exist.  This  city  is  every  year  filled  to 
overflowing  vnlh  flour,  corn,  beef,  pork,  &c., 
for  which  markets  are  eagerly  sought,  and 
which  we  know  to  be  but  a  snail  portion 
of  the  supplies  which  could  be  furnished  did  a 
steady  demand  exist  at  moderate  prices;  while 
we  also  know  how  great  are  the  wants  of  the 

Producers  of  these  important  articles  of  food 
>r  all  kinds  of  clothing,  ironmongery,  hard- 
ware, and  the  like.  To  open  the  door  to  a 
commerce  of  such  vast  importance  as  would 
result  from  an  interchange  of  these  commodi- 
ties would  surely  be  an  object  worthy  of  a 
statesman.  Whether  such  interchange  shall 
be  permitted  to  eiisjL  or  sucli  eitended  com- 
merce be  opened,  wiu  depend  upon  the  nature 
of  the  laws  to  be  proposed  for  the  regulation 
of  the  import  ot  grain  and  provisions  into 
Great  Britain.  Although  it  is  of  great  con- 
sequence to  our  producers  that  such  articles 
should  be  admitted  into  Great  Britain  at 
moderate  duties,  the  amount  of  such  duty 
really  aflects  us  less  than  the  regulations  under 
which  they  shall  be  levied." 

It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  the 
American,  like  the  British  farmer  on  the 
present  occasion,  did  not  so  much  regard 
the  amount  of  duty  as  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  to  he  levied,  and  really  all  that  he 
wu  asking  from  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet 
was  a  little  more  protection  for  the  fiurmer 
as  regarded  the  manner  of  levying  the 
dutv.  American  mess  pork  could  be  m- 
troooced  at  about  Z^d,  the  pound,  and 
pime  pork  at  about  2\d.  the  pound.  But 
it  would  be  said  that  American  pork  stood 
lowest  in  the  market^  English  being  first, 
and  Hamburgh  second.  American  mess 
beef  could  be  intiodticed  at  a  little  more 
than  3|(f.  the  pound.  To  return,  how- 
ever, to  the  statements  of  the  New  Orleans 
Price  CurrenL  In  a  subsequent  number 
the  writer  went  on  to  say  :— 

**  When  it  is  remembered  that  not  one«tenth 
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notbiog  to  prevent  the  Dutch,  who  had 
almost  a  Chinese  veneration  for  manure, 
from  baying  cattle  in  Hungary^  and  fat* 
tening  them  for  the  British  market.  If 
there  existed  a  probability  of  an  increase 
in  the  supply  of  cattle,  as  stated  by  Mr. 
Meek,  from  Prussia,  Wurtemberg,  Hano- 
ver— in  foct,  Arom  the  whole  of  Europe — 
he  conceived  he  was  justly  entitled  to  ask 
for  the  consideration  ot  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  the  motion  with  which  he  now 
begged  to  conclude,  namely,—- 

**  That  the  duties  to  be  levied  on  all  live 
stock  imported  from  foreign  countries  for  the 
purposes  of  food  be  taken  by  weight,'' 

Mr.  /?.  Palmer  seconded  the  motion, 
and  said,  that  be  could  not  allow  the  pre- 
sent opportunity  to  pass  without  express- 
ing his  entire  concurrence  in  the  view 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  taken  of  the 
question  before  the  committee,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  stating  what  he  himself  knew 
to  be  the  feeling  of  the  agricultural  por- 
tion of  the  community  in  general  with  re- 
spect to  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  as  to  cattle.  Whatever  opinions 
might  have  been  entertained  by  that  class 
of  society  upon  the  question  of  the  Corn- 
law — and  be  knew  there  was  a  great  dif- 
ference of  opinion  upon  that  subject,  some 
thinking  that  the  new  scale  would  operate 
injuriously  to  the  agricultural  interest, 
whilst  others  thought  it  would  not ;— still 
he  would  venture  to  say,  there  was  scarcely 
any  part  of  the  country  where  the  measure 
now  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  not  considered  as  most  injurious  to 
the  agricultural  interest, — and  in  conse- 
quence there  had  been  very  great  alarm 
excited  in  the  agricultural  districts.  He 
did  not  see  why  an  animal  weighing,  per- 
bapsy  six  cwt.  should  be  brought  into  this 
country  alive  and  pay  but  1/.  duty,  when, 
if  brought  in  after  being  killed,  it  should 
pay  as  much  as  48s.,  or  85.  in  the  cwt. 
He,  therefore,  cordially  supported  the  mo- 
tion which  his  hon.  Friend  had  introduced 
so  much  in  detail  as  to  render  it  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  in  making  any  observations  to  sup- 
port it. 

Mr.  C.  Wyndham  begged  to  dissent 
from  the  opinion  that  the  proposed  mea- 
sure of  the  Government  had  created  any- 
thing like  a  general  panic.  He,  at  least, 
had  seen  nothing  of  it  in  the  county  with 
which  he  was  connected.  Even  supposing 
a  panic  did  exist,  there  were  no  grounds 
for  it,  inasmuch  aa  those  countries  which 


had  been  referred  to  as  likely  to  supply 
the  British  market  had  not  the  cattle 
wherewith  to  do  so,  or  if  they  had,  ihey 
were  of  an  inferior  sort,  and  not  fit  for  the 
British  market. 

The  Earl  of  March  felt  it  necessary, 
after  what  had  just  fallen  from  his  hon« 
Colleague,  to  say,  that  he  agreed  in  eveiy- 
thing  that  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
Qentleroan  who  had  introduced  the  mo- 
tion, and  that  in  the  county  which  be  re- 
presented, in  common  with  his  hon.  Col- 
league, the  greatest  feart  existed  on  ac- 
count of  the  proposed  tariff. 

Mr.  G.  y.  Heathcole  felt  that  he  was 
contending  against  fearful  odds  in  support- 
ing the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Somersetshire,  inasmuch  as  they  had 
the  leaders  of  both  sides  of  the  House 
leagued  against  them.  He  would  not  ex- 
aggerate the  state  of  panic  into  which  the 
agricultural  interest  had  been  thrown  by 
the  announcement  of  the  proposed  changes 
in  the  tariff,  but  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  the  strongest  feelings  existed  on  the 
subject,  and  that  the  consequence  had  been 
an  enormous  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
produce.  Country  gentlemen  of  moderate 
fortune,  yeomen  possessing  a  small  pro- 
perty, and  the  tenantry  generally,  com- 
plained that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
laid  an  Income-tax  on  them,  and  had  at  the 
same  time  diminished  their  means  of  paying 
it,  by  depreciating  the  price  of  their  pro- 
duce. They  complained  that  he  had  re- 
lieved the  other  parts  of  the  community  at 
their  expense.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  engaged  in  three  great  experiments,  of 
which  no  man  could  foresee  the  results. 
This,  however,  was  admitted  on  all  hands, 
that  all  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from 
those  experiments  were  to  be  for  the  com- 
mercial and  manufacturing  interests,  while 
all  the  risk  and  all  the  loss  was  on  the  side 
of  the  agricultural  interest.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  mainly  based  his  proposition 
on  the  assumed  fact,  that  it  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  country  that  the  price  of 
living  should  be  made  cheaper,  and  argued 
I  that  the  price  of  meat  had  risen  to  an  im- 
proper height.  The  right  hon^  Baronet 
had  taken  the  prices  of  1835  as  his  stan- 
dard ;  but  what  were  the  circumstances  of 
the  country  in  1835  P  It  was  the  time  of 
the  most  bitter  agricultural  distress  that 
had  ever  occurred  within  the  memory  of 
man  in  this  country.  The  price  of  wheat 
was  then  only  S9s,  a  quarter.  There  had 
been  nothing  so  deplorable,  since  the 
period  of  the  American  war.    In  183d| 
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a  committee  of  that  House  had  sat  to 
consider  the  question  of  agricultural  dis- 
tress* In  1836,  a  committee  had  again 
heen  appointed  to  investigate  the  causee  of 
agricultural  distress;  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  took  the  yeairs  between  these  two 
periods  as  the  basis  on  which  his  new  ar- 
rangements were  to  take  place.  As  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  chose  to  take  1835  as 
his  standard,  he  might  take  1812  as  his 
standard,  when  wheat  was  126^.  a  quarter, 
and  the  price  of  meat,  for  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital, was  S5s.  a  cwt.  3  and  he  might  argue 
that,  as  the  price  was  now  56^.,  the  fall 
which  had  taken  place,  as  compared  with 
1812,  was  greater  than  the  rise,  as  com- 
pared with  1835.  He  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet  make  use  of 
such  an  argument ;  and  he  would  ask  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet  what  would  have  taken 
place  at  the  last  election,  if  instead  of 
talking  about  protection  to  agriculture,  he 
had  proposed,  as  a  compromise,  the  prices 
of  1835?  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Sussex  had  said  that,  at  present,  there  was 
no  immense  stock  of  cattle  abroad,  from 
which  any  very  large  importation  could 
come,  but  a  wise  statesman  should  adapt 
his  legislative  measures  not  merely  to  pre- 
sent convenience,  but  to  future  contingen- 
cies. The  only  thing  which  had  prevented 
the  fertile  countries  in  the  north  of  Europe 
from  increasing  their  stock  both  in  re- 
gard to  com  and  cattle  was  the  un- 
certainty of  the  market,  and  now  that 
the  market  of  England  would  be  a  cer- 
tain one,  there  could  be  no  doubt  but 
that  their  stock  of  cattle  and  their  importa- 
tions to  this  country  would  increase  Let 
them  take  the  case  of  wool.  In  Prussia, 
in  1816,  the  number  of  merino  sheep  was 
only  three  millions,  and  in  1837  these  had 
increased  to  nearly  eleven  millions— so 
that  in  twenty  years  there  had  been  an 
increase  of  eight  millions  in  this  kind  of 
stock.  Could  any  one  believe  that  if  there 
was  a  more  lucrative  mode  of  applying 
capital  that  sheep  and  other  stock  would 
not  increase  in  a  still  greater  ratio?  In 
almost  every  town  on  the  continent  there 
was  already  a  colony  of  English  labourers, 
and  some  manufactures  carried  on  with 
English  capital,  and  a  number  of  English 
establishments  would  spring  up  on  the  oppo- 
site coasts,  in  order  that  our  traders  might 
purchase  provisions  and  bring  them  to  our 
markets,  that  also  with  English  capital 
There  was  another  thing  which  ought  to 
be  recollected,  which  was,  that  in  the  con- 
9iderati(ni  of  this  subject  they  ought  to 


consider  not  merely  the  retail  prices  at 
which  meat  could  be  sold  in  towns,  but 
the  wholesale  price  at  which  it  could  be 
exported.  The  right  hon:  Gentleman  in 
his  calculations  took  his  prices  exclusively 
from  the  great  towns,  such  as  Ham- 
burgh. It  was  rather  the  smaller  towns 
that  he  should  have  taken,  which  was 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Meek.  He,  however, 
believed  that  meat  would  come  not  only 
from  Hamburgh  and  such  large  cities,  but 
from  the  small  towns  and  ports,  and  from 
the  many  navigable  firths,  channels  and  bays 
that  indented  the  coast.  The  cattle  dealers 
would,  as  a  matter  of  course,  go  to  those 
places.  It  was  for  their  interest  to  pur- 
chase wliere  they  could  buy  the  cheapest. 
An  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  the  House 
some  account  of  the  prices  which  prevailed 
in  other  countries.  Perhaps  he  might  be 
allowed  to  state  what  those  prices  were, 
in  Denmark  by  putting  the  weight  of 
the  animal  into  English  stones.  He  found 
that  at  Kiel,  the  price  of  an  oz  of  SOOlbs., 
that  was  3  stone  of  141b.  to  the  stone, 
was  only  7/.  He  found  that  the  prices 
of  sheep  were  from  4^.  to  20«.  weighing 
80  lbs.  In  Elsinore  he  found  that  beef 
was  20s,  to  26s.  per  cwt.,  something 
more  than  2d,  but  less  than  3<L  a 
pound.  In  the  towns  of  Prussia  and  in 
Bremen  it  was  nearly  the  same.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that  fears 
had  been  expressed  that  beef  would  be 
brought  over  to  this  country  from  Ham- 
burgh at  3^.  a  pound,  and  said  that  this 
fear  was  unfound^,  as  the  price  then  was 
6d,  per  lb.  -,  but  according  to  Mr.  Meek,  the 
retail  price  of  beef  at  Hamburgh  was 
S^d.  per  pound.  But  it  was  argued,  that 
the  distance  would  act  as  a  prevention  to 
the  cattle  coming  over ;  but  did  not  hon. 
Gentlemen  know  that  cattle  came  from 
the  north  of  Scotland,  a  distance  of  700  or 
800  miles?  Then  it  was  said  that  the 
sea  voyage  would  be  a  preventative ;  but 
were  not  great  quantities  of  cattle  bfiought 
from  Ireland?  He  believed  that  Lanca- 
shire was  almost  entirely  supplied  from 
Ireland,  with  fat  cattle  also.  Either  these 
things  would  have  an  effect  or  they  would 
not— if  no  effect,  why  make  them?  The 
hon.  Baronet  stated,  he  wished  to  make 
living  cheaper;  but  yet  his  measures  would 
not  injure  but  benefit  agriculture.  But  it 
was  as  impossible  to  have  cheap  provisions 
without  low  prices,  as  a  game  at  whist, 
where  all  was  to  win.  But  it  had  been 
said,  it  would  only  lower  meat  IdL  per  lb. 
If  a  grazier  mad.  6A^,b|,i^^^S^(l)5|>^ 
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out  of  that  to  pay  rents,  rates  and  casu- 
alties, and  make  a  profit.  Now  Id,  per 
lb.  in  a  beast  of  40  stone  of  14  lbs.  was  2/. 
Ss.  Sd.  or  nearly  all  his  profit.  All  the 
advantage  was  to  be  on  one  side — all  the 
disadvantages  on  the  other.  Let  them  look 
at  the  case  of  the  shipowners.  They  secured 
to  them  a  monopoly  of  the  coasting  and  co- 
lonial trade,  and  at  the  same  time  reduced 
the  price  of  timber,  benefitting  the  shipping 
interest  to  the  extent  of  600,000/.,  and 
leaving  monopoly  untouched.  The  pro- 
tections given  to  the  woollen,  silk,  and 
cotton  trade  were  all  in  like  manner  un- 
touched and  he  might  state  many  other 
cases  in  point.  The  free-trade  principles 
of  hon*  Gentlemen  were,  protection  for 
themselves  and  free-trade  for  all  the  world 
else.  Thanking  thef  House,  therefore,  for 
the  kind  attention  they  had  given  him,  he 
should  conclude  by  expressing  his  intention 
to  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Somerset. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  had  directly  as- 
cribed to  the  measure  of  the  Government, 
that  whilst  agriculture  would  suffer  all  the 
depreciations  it  occasioned,  trade  and  com- 
merce would  reap  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
all  its  advantages.  Into  this  argument  he 
thought  he  need  not  enter;  indeed,  he 
might  even  venture  to  leave  it  to  the 
Friends  of  the  hon.  Member — ^to  those  who 
sat  opposite  and  around  him — he  miffht 
leave  it  to  them  to  settle  with  him  that 
part  of  the  account  But  whilst  he  would 
refrain  from  going  over  such  reasoning, 
the  fact  of  its  being  used  in  support  of  this 
motion  was  not  to  prevent  him  from  enter- 
ing seriously  into  the  principle  of  the 
question  before  the  House.  It  was^  he 
aidmitted,  a  question  of  great  importance, 
and  being  of  such  importance  he  must  say 
that  he  highly  approved  of  the  moderation 
of  tone  in  which  it  had  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Mover,  the  Member  for 
East  Somerset,  and  by  the  hon.  Seconder 
the  representative  of  Berkshire ;  and  fur- 
ther, he  would  say,  that  he  thought  no- 
thing could  be  more  fair,  than  the  state- 
ment of  the  first  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
of  the  objects,  important  as  they  were, 
which  he  and  others  who  agreed  with  him 
bad  in  view.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
that  what  they  desired  was  the  mainte- 
nance of  such  a  moderate  protective  duty 
aa  would  enable  the  British  agriculturists 
to  compete  with  the  foreigner.  He  was 
sure  that  all  who  heard  him,  even  those 
who  were  the  most  fully  prepared  to  act 


with  the  hon.  Member,  were  persuaded 
that  the  Government  had  also  that  object 
in  view,  and  that  they  would  disbelieve  the 
imputation  that  these  changes  were  ar- 
ranged in  such  a  manner  as  not  so  to  place 
the  interests^the    vital    and  important 
interests— of  the  British  farmer.  But  when 
he  said  this,  he  would  also  beg  to  repeat 
an  opinion  which  he  had  before  expressed 
in  that  House,  that  those  Gentlemen  who 
were  the  ornaments  of  what  he  might  call 
the  science  of  agriculture  did  not  always 
cherish  a  sense  of  the  benefits  derived  from 
the  skill  and  enterprise  applied  to  it,  but 
were  rather  inclined  to  rely  over  much  on 
the   so-termed    protection    of  legislative 
enactments.     This  was  his  opinion  of  their 
views;  with  regard  to  his  own,  let  him 
preface  what  he  had  to  say  by  remarking, 
that  he  would  be  the  last  man  in  that 
House  to  vote  for  anything  that  he  really 
believed  to  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  British  farmer,  for  although  he  did 
not  like,  and  was  always  loth  to  draw  any 
distinction  between  classes,  yet  he  must 
say   that  if  any  class  was  entitled   to  a 
greater  degree  of  protection  than  another, 
it  was  that  class  by  whose  labour  and  in- 
dustry we  were  supplied  with  the  chiefest 
necessaries  of  our  subsistence.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  failed  in  his  duty  had  he 
proposed  less  by  this  measure  than  the 
rair  degree  of  protection  requisite  for  ena- 
bling the  farmer  to  enter  into  competition 
with  foreign  producers ;  and  so  sure  was 
he  that  in  many  points  the  protection  al* 
ready  existing  would  by  the  new  measure 
be  rather  augmented  than  reduced,  that 
he  might  say  he  thought  it  a  subject  of 
regret  that  this  measure  had  not  been  in- 
troduced long  ago,  instead  of  being  now 
for  the  first  time  submitted  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.    In  bringing  forward 
this  motion,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Somerset  had  said  something  as  to  the 
alarm  which  existed  among  agriculturists 
upon  this  subject,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  bad  just  sat  down,  had  also  referred 
to  the  depression  which  agricultural  inter- 
ests were  said  to  have  undergone  since 
the  publication  of  the  new  scale  of  duties. 
Now,  with  respect  to  any  depreciarion 
which  might  have  occurred  in  the  price  of 
the  article  of  meat,  it  was  a  fact  worthy 
of  notice,  that  depression  had  taken  place 
quite  as  much  on  articles  concerning  which 
alarm  did  not  prevail,  as  on  articles  which 
it  was  feared  would  be  greatly  lowered 
in  price  by  the  contemplated  alterations. 
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An  limi.  Member  had  said  io  the  course 
of  the  debate  that  he  did  not  at  all 
fear  any  &1I  in  mutton.  Now,  the 
M  io  the  fHTioe  of  mutton  at  the  pre* 
aent  time  was  aa  great  as  that  in  the  price 
of  beef,  and  this  was  a  f&ct  which  he 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  take  as  a  proof 
that  it  was  not  the  puUication  of  the  tariff 
that  invariably  caused  the  veduction  in 
prices.  But  let  the  House  remember, 
that  this  reduction  was  by  no  means  so 
general  as  they  had  been  taught  to  believe. 
What  were  the  accounts  they  received  from 
districts  and  places  in  which  fairs  had  been 
fecently  bolden?  He  held  in  his  hand  an 
account  of  three  dtfierent  fairs  held  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  Ireland^  and  he  must  say, 
that  raferring  to  this  document,  and  then 
comparing  tiie  speeches  of  the  two  hon. 
Members  for  West  Sussex,  there  was,  as  it 
seemed  to  him,  very  conclusive  evidence 
that  tlie  view  taken  by  the  first  of  these 
hon.  Members  was  the  more  correct.  He 
would  first  read  them  the  account  given  of 
the  sales  at  the  Carlow  May  fair  :— 

"  The  above  fair,  which  \s  one  generally  of 
great  importance  to  grariers  at  this  season,  was 
held  on  Wednestday,  and  was  very  numerously 
attended.  Contrary  to  expectation,  it  was  a 
good  one,  as  stock  lealwed  remnnerating  prices^ 
ahhottgh  many  were  nainrally  apprehensive 
that  the  oonlefliplaled  changes  would  operate 
injvrionsly  to  the  holders  of  stod;  at  the  jpre- 
sent  momeoL  There  were  some  refreshing 
showers  previous  to  Uie  fair-day,  which  were 
useful,  and  tended  to  increase  the  value  and 
the  demand  for  young  stock.  On  the  whole, 
extensive  graiiers  and  etperienced  fermers 
have  expressed  themselves  abundantly  satis- 
ftad  with  the  result  of  Wednesday's  market,  as 
a  further  proof  of  the  groandiess  nature  of  the 
ramour  that  Sir  Robert  Peers  measures  would 
be  immediately  felt  in  the  Irish  provision- 
market.*' 

Then  the  nooount  went  on  to  give  parti- 
culars of  the  sales  of  cattle : — 

'«Of  fat  cattle  there  was  a  fair  show,  and 
sold  welt.  Mr.  P.  Tomelin,  Colonel  Braen's 
steward,  got  foity-six  gaineas  lor  two  oxen  in 
prime  eonditioB ;  he  also  sold  oae  lot  of  sheep 
yX  ai.,  and  a  second  lot  at  about  57 1,  each. 
Mileh  oows  sold  well,  and  were  in  good  de- 
mand. Young  stock  were  low^  and  were  not 
in  good  condition.  Dry  cattle  sold  well.  JVlr. 
Bolton,  of  the  Island,  sold  two  lots — ^the  one 
at  10  gaineas,  and  the  other  at  lo/.  17s.  td, 
each.  Two-year-old  bolloeks  not  fn  de- 
mand ;  bet  yearlings  averaged  from  4/.  to 
W.;  and  thiee-year-old  ballooks  from  11/.  Io 
13^  each/' 

Hera  was  an  accomit  of  the  fair  all 
Chmsael:*-. 


**  Our  feir  this  day  was  well  attended,  and 
cattle  were  in  good  demand,  and  remunerating 
prices  given.  Fat  cows  brought  from  10/.  to 
\2L;  in  calf  heifers,  8/.  10«.  to  9/. ;  strippers, 
from  6/.  to  7/. ;  heifers,  51.  to  6/. ;  yearlings, 
3/.  lot.  to  4/.  10s.  A  bullock,  the  property  of 
Mr.  John  Bagwell,  of  Marlfield,  brouglit 
21/.  lot.  Four  bullocks,  the  propeity  of  the 
Barl  of  Glengall,  brought  16/.  each.  Fat 
wethers  brought  from  2/.  to  2/.  2f .  td, ;  ewes, 
35t.  to  39s. ;  lambs,  17t.  6i/:  to  22s.'* 

The  next  extract  he  would  read  was 
an  account  of  the  sales  at  the  WateHbrd 
May  fair: — 

^  On  Wednesday,  there  was  a  good  supply 
of  horued  cattle,  with  a  fair  demand  at  remu- 
nerating prices.  Sheep  and  lambs  sold  pretty 
well." 

He  hoped,  that  with  regard  to  the  alarm 
stated  to  prevail  on  these  sutjects,  these 
extracts  would  convey  some  corofMt  to 
those  who  were  now  tilled  with  fear  and 
trembling;  but,  as  he  before  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  degree  of  alarm  was  by  any 
means  so  great  as  was  represented,  though', 
let  it  be  what  it  might,  he  did  say,  that  an 
alarm  on  the  part  of  those  who  possewed 
no  better  means  than  the  Goremment  of 
judging  of  the  capabilities  of  4bt«ignen, 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  by  the  House 
to  be  made  a  cardinal  rule  for  the  guidance 
of  their  legislatlre  proceedings.  The  hon. 
Mover  of  this  resolution  deserved  credit  for 
much  tngennity  and  for  much  excellence  of 
argument,  but  he  claimed  esedit  to  hnss^ 
for  one  result  which  be  could  not  say  be 
thought  the  hon.  Member  had  attained. 
He  referred  to  the  intelligibilitr  of  ^ 
hon.  Gentieman's  motion,  and  ne  must 
say,  that  that  resolution  did  appear  to 
him  to  be  very  conveniently  obscure  in  a 
most  material  point  connected  with  the 
subject.  Let  him  ask  what  ums  the  hon. 
Gentienmn's  intention  with  regard  to  the 
amount  of  duty  to  be  taken  \f  weight? 
Was  it  to  be  8<;,  U.  6dL,  or  Is.,  or  6d  per 
ewt. }  He  apprehended  it  would  be,  to  say 
Uie  least,  a  wretched  consolation  to  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  friends  were  the  Gofem* 
Bwnt  to  oSer  a  duty  of  It.  per  cwt.  in  lieu 
of  that  propoaed  under  tiie  new  tariff,  and 
with  a  view  only  to  the  gratification  oif  the 
hon.  Menber'a  partiality  for  a  duty  to  be 
taken  bv  wei^.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen 
appeared  to  think  that  no  such  rale  of  duty 
would  be  contemplated.  Of  oourae,  he  had 
no  means  of  Irnowing  at  what  point  the 
hon.  Member  intend^  to  fix  his  duty,  but 
he  apprehended,  be  would  put  it  at  4«.  or 
5«.  acwt.  Now,  then,  a  word  or  two  upon 
that  poittt    He  admittedi  ^'^^  "^ — ^~ ' 
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aocDrBC7«->if  he  might  so  expresB  himself— 
might  be  best  attaioed  by  taking  the  duty 
by  weight.  They  might  under  that  sys- 
tem attain  a  more  perfect  knowled^  of  the 
class  of  animal  admitted ;  bttt  this  was  a 
question  of  coDvenienoe  as  contrasted  with 
ioat  of  greater  accuracy,  and  they  were  to 
choose  between  the  adFantages  iA  that  oon- 
renieaoe,  and  the  advantages  of  a  more 
precise  adjustment.  It  was  clear,  that 
other  countries  had  already  decided  the 
question  in  favour  of  the  most  convenient 
arrangement.  Animals  appeared  rated  on 
the  tariff*  of  most  other  nations  ;  but  he 
did  not  know  of  one  solitary  case  in  which 
the  duty  was  leviable  upon  the  weight  of 
the  animal.  In  every  case  the  rate  of  duty 
was  taken  per  head,  and  there  were,  he 
thought,  many  means  of  accounting  for 
this  uniformity.  In  the  first  place,  some 
difiiculties  might  arise  in  defining  what 
animals  were  imported  as  articles  of  food, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  breeding.  They  must 
also  have  weighing  machines.  What  he 
meant  to  say  was,  that  they  must  have  a 
weighing  apparatus  constructed  for  the 
purpose  of  taldng  the  weight  of  these  ani- 
male  at  particular  parts  of  docks  or  quays, 
at  which  particular  docks  or  quays,  vessels 
laden  with  these  animals  must  discharge 
their  cargoes,  or  else  cause  great  inconve- 
nience to  other  vessels  in  the  same  port. 
All  these  delays  would  be  annoying  and 
espeoiive.  [Laughter.^  They  migfkt  laugh, 
and  think  that  of  trivial  moment,  but 
tine  bad  its  price  in  all  mercantile  trans- 
actions^  and  although  he  was  far  from 
saving,  that  inconveniences  like  these 
flUf^t  not  be  overruled  when  there  were 
material  advantages  to  be  gained  by  re. 
aerting  to  auch  expedients,  yet,  where 
no  such  effiscta  were  cleariy  apparent, 
all  Micfa  inconvenknees  must  be  looked 
nn  as  material  disadvantages  and  as  greatly 
detracting  from  tha  value  of  any  par* 
tiottlar  system.  He  now  proceeded  to 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Somersetshire*  who  had  refened  to  the 
duty  on  apring  com,  and  the  difievence  be- 
tween tbe  duty  on  live  animals  and  dead 
OMat.  Hia  hoA.  Friend  said  that  the  duty 
on  dead  meat  was  worse  than  that  on  spring 
com,  and  the  duty  on  live  animals  worse 
tkan  that  on  meat.  Now  he  must  say,  that 
be  was  preparad  to  contend  that  the  doty 
of  1/.  waa  a  fiur  duty  on  live  meat ;  and 
saying  this  he  did  not  admit  that  there 
was  such  a  diaerepaacy  between  that  and 
the  other  dutiea  to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
M  alindcd,  and  op  which  he  insisted. 


He  did  not  then  go  into  the  diffinenoe  be-* 
tween  the  duty  on  corn  and  the  duty  on 
meat;  but  then  there  was  not  the  dis« 
crepancy  that  was  supposed  between  the 
Ss.^  on  dead  meat«  and  the  duty  to  be 
levied  on  oxen.  The  duty  levied  on  oxen 
covered  the  lean  and  fat.  Now«  if  it  wen 
the  case  that  the  home  grower  waa  likely 
to  be  overwhelmed  by  tbe  foreign  grower, 
a  fair  case  would  be  made  out  for  making 
a  distinction  between  lean  and  fat  cattle. 
It  would,  he  thought,  in  sudi  a  caae,  be 
perfectly  fitir  and  reasonable  to  do  this. 
He  took  the  case  on  which  his  hon.  Friend 
relied  as  a  test  for  the  fitness  of  what  waa 
proposed,  and  he  argued  that  the  duty  of 
1/.  on  a  fat  ox  was  not  out  of  proportion 
with  the  85.  duty  on  meat  imported  dead. 
There  were  several  points  of  great  import* 
ance  connected  with  this  branch  of  the 
subject,  which  they  would  do  well  not  to 
overlook.  Four  reasons  particularly  struck 
him  why  a  higher  duty  should  be  imnosed 
on  dead  meat  than  on  live  cattle,  aua  two 
of  those  reasons,  being  those  of  the  least 
importance,  he  would  at  once  state  to  the 
House.  In  the  first  place,  there  being  a 
higher  rate  of  insurance  on  live  cattle,  n&* 
cessary  to  cover  the  greater  risk  of  transit, 
the  dead  meat  being  likewise  prepared  for 
the  table  and  arrived  at  what  he  might, 
call  its  ultimate  stage  of  manufacture,  the 
last  state  at  which  labour  was  expended  on 
it,  it  ought,  as  he  thought,  to  be  subjected 
to  a  somewhat  higher  rate  of  duty.  ThuB» 
then,  it  would  seem  that  tbe  apparent  dif-* 
ference  in  the  duties  would  be  equalised 
by  the  difference  of  trade  in  the  two  arti* 
cles,  for  it  would  be  fi>nnd  upon  inquiring 
that  the  importation  of  dead  meat  from 
Scotland  into  this  country  was  mudi  larger 
than  that  of  live  cattle.  To  show  how 
the  duty  and  charges  on  live  cattle  and 
dead  meat  would  operate  he  would  suppose 
that  the  expenses  attendant  on  the  impor- 
tation of  cattle  from  Hamburgh  was  the 
same  as  was  the  duty  on  catue  imported 
from  Aberdeen,  though  in  xeaHty  it  waa 
somewhat  higher  in  the  former  case.  The 
expenses  of  importing  live  cattle  from 
Hamburgh  would  then  be  2L  4s.  or  21.  &s. 
for  an  ox  weighing  about  six  cwt.  He 
would  not  take  catUe  of  an  enormous  siae, 
which  would  perplex  the  calculation. 
Adding  to  the  3^  5s»  §ot  freight  andisx^ 
penses  the  proposed  duty  of  1/.,  it  would 
maitt  the  whole  BL  &s.  Dead  meat  oouid 
be  imported  from  Harabuigh  at  tbe  rate 
of  1/.  frrigiit  for  six  cwt.,  aod  wvtb  the 
praposed  duty  the  difleraMe .  of ,4^rff ;> 
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penseft  between  the  two  would  be  as  321  Ss. 
to  3/.  lOf.,  and  this  difference  would  soon 
be  equalized  by  the  different  amounts  of 
the  quantities  imported.  There  was  ano- 
ther distinction  which  should  also  be  taken 
into  account  in  all  calculations  upon  this 
subject  It  should  be  remembered  that 
the  carcass  was  not  of  uniform  value  in  all 
its  parts.  Some  parts  were  ordinary, 
whilst  others  were  fine.  About  one-third 
part  of  the  carcass  might  be  estimated  at 
about  25  per  cent,  above  the  average.  If 
the  cattle  were  imported  alive  from  Ham- 
burgh the  whole  would  cue  up  as  average 
meat,  but  if  dead  meat  were  imported, 
there  was  no  doubt  the  importations  would 
consist  of  the  primest  pieces.  It  was  true, 
that  in  hot  weather  little  or  nothing  would 
be  done  in  the  way  of  importing  dead  meat ; 
but  at  other  times  it  could  come  ready 
dressed  for  the  table  in  forty-eight  hours^ 
and  the  importer  would  forward  the  prime 
pieces^  keeping  the  coarser  parts  for  the 
lower  consumers  in  his  own  country.  Thus, 
if  an  ox  worth  16/.  were  imported,  paying 
3/.  6s.  for  freight  and  duty^  there  would 
be  an  addition  of  22  per  cent,  on  the  va- 
lue, whilst  six  cwt.  of  picked  meat,  worth 
20  per  cent  more  than  the  other,  costing 
18^  in  the  market,  would  only  pay  19t 
freight  and  duty  on  the  price,  wnilst  the 
live  stock  paid  22  per  cent  Leaving, 
however,  the  subject  of  relative  duties,  he 
would  8ay«  that  in  his  opinion  the  duty  of 
1/.  per  dead  on  live  stock  was  quite  as 
mucn  as  it  ought  to  be.  In  considering 
this  subject,  it  would  be  necessary  to  re- 
vert to  the  important  question  of  the  in- 
crease which  had  taken  place  in  the  price 
of  meat  in  this  oountrv.  It  was  said  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  in  proposing  the 
tariff,  went  no  further  back  than  1835 ; 
but  even  if  he  had  gone  further  back  a 
still  stronger  case  could  have  been  made 
out  It  was  true  that  in  1832  and  in  1833 
the  prices  were  higher  than  in  1835  and 
1836,  but  they  were  lower  than  the  prices 
of  1838,  1839,  1840,  and  1841.  He  had 
before  him  a  return  of  the  number  of 
sheep  and  horned  cattle  sold  at  the  great 
October  fiurs  of  Dunio  and  Ballinasloe 
from  the  year  1790  to  1841.  The  oxen 
in  the  list  were  divided  into  four  classes, 
and  he  would  give  the  results  of  1830  and 
1841.  In  1830  the  first  class  oxen  were 
11/.,  and  in  1841  they  were  18/.  The  se- 
cond class  in  1830  were  9/.  10^.,  and  in 
1841  they  were  17/.  The  third  class  in 
1830  were  7/.  10s.,  and  in  1840  they  were 
14/.  lOf . }  and  the  fourth  class  in  the  former 


period  were  6/.,  whilst  in  the  latter  they 
were  11/.  Now,  it  could  not  be  contended 
that  even  in  1830  meat  was  at  an  extraor- 
dinary low  price  in  these  countries.  The  re- 
turns firom  the  Poor-law  unions  would  also 
serve  to  show  the  progress  of  increase,  and 
he  had  a  list  of  contracts  for  several  unions 
in  Cornwall,  Cumberland,  Lincoln,  Nor- 
folk, and  Yorkshire,  with  which  he  should 
not,  however,  trespass  on  the  House.  The 
effect  upon  prices  was  different  in  different 
parts  of  the  country  in  the  degree  that  faci- 
lities of  communication  were  afforded. 
Formerly,  in  different  parts  of  the  country 
there  were  different  prices  of  meat ;  but 
since  the  immense  facilities  of  communica- 
tion had  taken  place,  they  had  caused  that 
difference  to  disappear.  Before  there  was 
an  access  to  the  great  markets,  the  prices 
of  meat  in  remote  districts  were  very  much 
lower  than  they  were  at  present  This 
was  an  important  item  with  them,  in  con- 
sidering the  change  now  proposed  in  the 
tariff.  He  had  heard  Gentlemen  from 
remote  districts  say,  that  where  the  price 
was  4d.  or  5(/.,  it  was  now  6d.  and  7d.  If 
that  were  so,  was  it  not,  he  asked,  a  serious 
grievance  }  If  there  had  been  such  a  rise 
in  the  price  of  meat,  must  it  not  have  ma- 
terially tended  to  restrict  the  comforts  of 
the  people.  He  believed  in  London,  or  as 
his  hon.  Friend  had  quoted  Greenwich,  the 
prices  had  remained  pretty  eaual,  and  yet 
in  some  of  the  large  markets  the  prices  had 
altered  considerably.  There  had  been  a 
great  rise  in  price  in  Liverpool,  although 
it  received  the  great  bulk  of  that  immense 
supply  of  provisions  that  came  from  Ire- 
land. In  Liverpool  the  price  of  butcher's 
meat  had,  in  the  last  ten  years,  risen 
Id.  or  Hd.  the  pound.  In  such  a  case 
some  measure  was  imperatively  called 
for  which  would  check  an  increase  in 
the  price— which  would  prevent  meat 
from  becoming  still  more  dear.  Another 
question  must  be  considered.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  wisely,  when  he 
said  it  was  necessary  for  Government  to 
look  to  the  future*  Had  they  not  then  a 
rapidly  increasing  population,  and  was  it 
not  necessary  that  proper  provisions  should 
be  made  to  meet  the  wants  of  a  rapidly  in- 
creasing population  ?  Was  there  any  pro- 
bability of  providing  for  the  increase  from 
their  own  markets?  He  wished  he  could 
persuade  himself  that  there  was  a  chance 
of  a  larger  importation  of  cattle  than  expe- 
rience would  prove  it  to  be  the  case.  There 
was  no  cause  for  apprehension.  He  doubted 
that  they  would  be  able  to  d<M9ilAi9lore 
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than  provide  for  the  increase  of  the  popula- 
tion of  the  country.     He  came  now  to  the 
ifuestion  as  to  the  increase  of  the  popula- 
tion; but  he  wished  first  to  consider  where 
was  the  supply  to  come  from  ?     He  had 
heard  agricultural  Gentlemen  say,    that 
they  did  not  mind  a  decrease  in  the  price  of 
1  £^.  in  the  pound ,  but  a  decrease  of  2d  0T2\d, 
they  looked  to  with  dread.    He  did  believe 
they  had  no  such  ground  for  apprehension. 
He  even  believed,  that  if  they  laid  on  no 
duty  at  all  upon  the  importation  of  foreign 
cattle,  yet  they  might  nave  no  fear  for  any 
such  reduction  in  the  price.     He  wished, 
however,  to  put  no  hypothetical  case  as  to 
the  freedom  of  trade — as  to  that  which 
they  did  not  propose  to  establish.  He  must 
say,  with  great  deference  towards  the  judg- 
ment of  those  who  entertained  the  notion, 
that  there  could   not  be  anything  more 
visionary  than  that  there  would  be  a  re- 
duction of  2d.  or  2\d»  through  the  opera- 
tion of  the  tariff.     A  great  fallacy  ran 
through  the  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
He  took  the  market  price  of  Kiel,  and 
forgot  that  it  was  British  demand  that 
was  to  be  supplied.     The  second  fallacy 
was  this,  that  he  overlooked  a  very  material 
element  in  the  calculation ;  for,  unless  he 
could  show  that  a  large  quantity  could  be 
imported,  the  British  farmer  had  nothing 
to  fear.    What,  he  asked,  was  the  con- 
sumption of  the  country,  respecting  which 
80    much  was  apprehended?    The   con- 
sumption of  oxen  in  London  was  200,000 
head  in  the  year,  and  in  the  whole  country 
1,600,000  head  of  oxen.  What  effect  could 
a  small  number  of  foreign  cattle  have  upon 
such  a  mass  as  this?    His  hon.  Friend  had 
•welled  his  figures  when  he  talked  of  im- 
ports from  France  and  Belgium.     From 
France  the  exports  to  other  countries  were 
C0W9,  and  largely  \  and  the  exports  from 
Belgium  consisted,  in  a  considerable  degree, 
of  calves.    They  were,  then,  not  to  expect 
a  supply  from  France.     They  there  saw 
the  effect  of  high  priceS)  and  diminished 
consumption.     As  to  Belgium,  there  was 
no  chance  of  exports  of  cattle  from  that 
country.   The  same  thing  was  taking  place 
in  Brussels  as  in  Paris— a  continual  rise  in 
the  price,  and  continued  diminution  in  the 
consumption.    As  to  the  German  union, 
they  had  little  to  fear  from  that,  which 
was  rather  an  importing  and  not  an  ex- 
porting country.     His  hon.  Friend   had 
then  proposed  the  Baltic;  but  then,  he 
asked,  did  his  hon.  Friend  entertain  any 
serious  apprehensions  as  to  the  importation 
of  live  cattle  from  the  Baltic?     Was  it  to 
VOL.  LXHl.    {£i2} 


be  supposed  that  they  could  have  a  con- 
siderable import  of  cattle,  with  the  long 
voyage  from  the  Baltic  ?     Let  them  take 
Ireland  as  an  example — or  let  them  look  to 
Scotland,  and  though  no  duty  was  imposed, 
yet  for  the  sake  of  convenience,  it  preferred 
sending  dead  meat  to  live  cattle  by  a  long 
sea  voyage.     Ireland  did  not  send  any  of 
her  cattle  by  a  long  voyage.   All  the  cattle 
from  that  country  came  by  the   nearest 
ports.    The  expences  then  and  charges  on 
the  import  of  cattle  from  the  Baltic  would 
be  such  that  they  need  have  no  apprehen- 
sions on  the  matter.     Again,  he  said  he 
should  be  glad  to  hear  what  was  the  calcu- 
lation of  his  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  number 
of  cattle  that  was  likely  to  come  from  the 
Baltic.     Looking  at  Europe,  he  could  not 
see  where  they  were  to  get  a  supply  of 
animals.     He  wished  his  hon.  Friend  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  had  given  his  own 
estimate  of  the  probable  importation  from 
the  continent  of  horned  cattle  in  the  next 
five  years.     He  had,  indeed,  seen  a  state- 
ment in  the  newspapers,  in  which  was  ma- 
thematically proved  what  the  consequences 
of  this   change  would  be.     It  was  there 
stated  that  100  sows  in  three  or  five  years 
would  give  birth    to    232,000,000    pigs. 
Calculations  of  that  kind  were  as  rational 
and  as  wise  as  many  of  the  objections  that 
were  made  to  this  proposition ;  but  they 
ought  not  to  be  made  the  basis  of  a  seri- 
ous opposition.     He  wished    Gentlemen, 
like   his  hon.  Friend,  would  seriously  at- 
tempt to  draw  their  own  conclusions  and 
their  own  estimates  as  to  the  number  of 
homed  cattle  that  might  be  expected  to 
come  into  this  country  in  the  course  of  five 
vears.     It  was  not  in  that  House  he  had 
heard  it,  but  he  found  this  to  be  stated 
on  the  authority  of  our  agriculturists,  that 
in  five  years  there  would  be  an  importation 
of  80,000  head  per  annum.     At  present 
there  were  not  30,000  head  disposable. 
Let  them  take  it,  then,  as  it  was  supposed 
— that  in   five  years  the  import   of  fo- 
reign cattle  from  the  continent  would  be 
86,000  horned  cattle.     Now,  if  that  were 
a   fair  calculation,  he  would  be  glad  to 
know  if  it  would  do  more  than  provide  for 
the  increase  in  the  population  ?     A  calcu- 
lation had  been  made  as  to  the  consump- 
tion of  animal  food  per  head  in  this  coun- 
try.    The  amount  was  about  fifty  pound 
per  head  annually.     He  assumed  that  the 
half  of  the  meat  consumed  was  beef.    The 
consumption  then  of  beef  was  25  per  cent. 
Looking  to  the  increase  of  the  population 
in  this  country,  as  it  had  been  for  the  last 
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ten  years,  they  found  it  to  increase  227,000 
souls  a-year.  If  the  population  continued 
thus  to  increase  for  the  next  fire  years,  as 
it  had  dooe  for  the  last  ten  years,  they 
might  prove  hy  arithmetic,  that  in  order 
to  keep  the  price  of  meat  doirn  to  what  it 
was  at  present  -—  to  prevent  its  rising 
£ftrther,  not  to  reduce  it— they    ought, 

a  giving  the  same  amount  of  supply 
at  they  now  had,  to  have  for  tlieir  in- 
creasing population  80,000  head  of  cat- 
tle. Where,  then,  was  there  the  rational 
ground  for  supposing,  they  would  he  over- 
whelmed hy  any  importation  of  foreign 
cattle.  Hence  they  found,  that  there  were 
but  16,000  head  of  cattle  to  supply  the 
present  demand.  They  next  saw,  that 
the  prices  of  meat  showed  a  rise,  consider- 
ably on  the  increase,  for  the  last  ten  or 
twelve  years.  In  his  opinion,  they  re- 
quired a  greater  supply  than  any  they 
could  anticipate  to  receive  from  the  conti- 
nent. It  was  under  these  circumstances, 
that  he  conceived  no  groond  had  been  laid 
for  the  apprehensions  expressed  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  Nothing  could  be  more  fal- 
lacious than  showing  the  difference  of  the 
expenses  in  Denmark  and  in  this  country 
in  the  rearing  of  cattle.  In  that,  as  in  all 
other  cases,  the  expenses  of  production 
were  mater  here  than  abroad.  What 
enabled  them  to  compete  with  others? 
Their  capital,  their  natural  wealth,  and 
their  industrious  population.  They  were 
enabled  to  stand  on  an  equalitv  with  the 
whole  world,  notwithstanding  their  heavy 
debt  and  their  serious  difficulties.  De- 
spite of  these,  they  were  able  to  contend 
against  the  whole  world.  The  considera- 
tion as  to  the  cost  of  production  here,  as 
compared  with  other  countries,  was  one 
that  was  important  at  all  times  to  regard ; 
but  still  that  must  be  received  with  great 
qualification,  because  without  that  qualifi- 
cation, it  would  go  to  prove,  that  the 
proper  course  for  that  House  to  pursue, 
would  not  be  to  lower  protecting  duties, 
but  to  double  them,  and  to  banish  ^m 
their  shores  the  trade  of  the  whole  world. 
Then  his  hon.  Friend  hkd  referred  to 
salted  provisions  from  America.  They 
could  be  had  from  20«.  to  25f.  at  New 
Orleans  the  two  cwt.,  it  was  said  by  his 
hon.  Friend  \  and  they  could  be  brought 
here  for  duty  and  all  at  about  2/.  4f.  or 
6«.  [Mr.  Miles  stated  that  was  of  one 
description .3  If  the  positions  of  his  hon. 
Friend  were  correct,  the  American  salted 
neat  could,  even  with  the  present  duty, 
have  undersold  that  both  of  Hamburgh 


and  Ireland.  Why  did  it  not  do  an  ?  The 
beef  of  Canada  was  to  be  had  at  Liverpool, 
under  the  name  of  Indian  beef,  for  3/L 
or  2/.  4«.  the  three  cwt.,  that  was 
about  U.  the  pound.  It  could  be  sold  for 
half  the  usual  price  of  Indian  beef.  And 
yet  the  salted  beef  of  Canada  for  3/.  to  5i. 
was  neglected  in  bond,  and  Irish  beef  at 
8/.  was  taken  in  preference.  Why  so; 
because  of  the  superior  quality  of  the  Irish 
meat.  His  hon.  Friend,  the  Mover  of  the 
resolutions  before  the  committee,  did  not 
look  to  the  inferiority  of  the  productive 
powers  of  the  continent  as  compared  with 
the — ^he  would  not  say  with  the  soil—but 
with  the  capital  expended,  the  skill  shown, 
the  energy  and  perseverance  of  the  British 
agriculturist.  He  would  refer  to  a  case 
in  point,  which  had  been  already,  he  be- 
lieved, brought  before  the  notice  of  the 
House.  Why  were  horses  bred  to  such 
an  extent  in  England,  instead  of  being 
imported  from  the  continent?  The  im- 
portation of  horses  for  the  last  year,  was 
only  about  300,  while  the  House  was  |ier- 
fectly|aware,  that  our  exportation  amounted 
to  upwards  of  4,000  or  5,000*  Now,  why 
did  they  not  buy  cheap  continental  horses  ? 
They  would  say  that  the  breed  was  inf»> 
rior.  But  when  they  said  so,  did  they 
not  remember,  that  the  breed  of  cattle 
was  also  of  an  inferior  description  ?  Bat 
yon  might  say,  '*  when  there  is  a  demand, 
the  breed  will  be  improved."  But  why  have 
they  not  improved  their  horsee?  They  have 
had  the  opportunity,  the  means  of  doing 
so.  Horses  bore  a  hish  price  in  this  coun- 
try, and  if  they  looked  to  Mr.  Mock's  re- 
port, they  would  find,  that  upon  the  con- 
tinent, horses  might  be  had  at  such  prices 
as  would  justify  hon.  Members  in  saying, 
that  they  might  be  imported  into  this 
country,  pay  the  duty  of  1/*  per  head,  and 
after  all  undersell  the  British  breeder. 
Such  might  be  the  case,  but  yet  it  was  not 
so.  And  were  not  those  fiurts-^waa  not 
the  experience  which  they  had  had,  better 
than  a  ^reat  deal  of  speculation  ?  The 
cause  which  excluded  French  horses,  was 
the  operation  of  the  superiority  of  English 
producers,  and  to  that  they  mig^t  safely 
trust,  as  to  the  introduction  of  cattle. 
Again,  he  repeated,  that  although  a  large 
importation  of  cattle  would  be  desimUe 
to  meet  the  wants  of  the  increasing  num- 
bers of  our  population,  yet  that  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  chimerical  to  imagine  that  a 
very  great  reduction  in  price  would  take 
place.     He  would  not  venture  to  state  any 
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operation  of  the  tariff  to  be  attained,  but 
he  repeated,  that  no  great  reduction  was 
likely  to  ensue.  There  was  one  other 
point  which  he  would  notice  before  sitting 
down,  and  that  was,  that  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen seemed  to  think,  that  if  the  opera- 
tion of  the  tariff  would  only  be  to  give  rise 
to  a  small  importation  of  cattle,  what  was 
the  use  of  altering  the  law  at  all  ?  He 
had  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  say — ''Why 
interfere  ?  Why  not  leave  the  matter  to 
the  natural  operation  of  supply  and  de- 
mand ?"  But  it  was  the  violeDt  interfer- 
ence of  the  existing  system  with  the  natu- 
ral operations  of  supply  and  demand,  which 
made  it  desirable  that  that  system  should 
undergo  some  modification.  It  did  not 
follow,  that  because  the  operation  of  the 
tariff  would  be  only  to  produce  a  moderate 
importation,  that  they  were  to  consider 
the  benefit  of  the  change  as  measured  by 
the  actual  reduction  of  prices.  Suppose 
that  50,000  head  of  cattle  were  to  be 
annually  imported,  such  importation 
would  produce  but  a  small  effect  upon  the 
prices  of  meat,  but  it  would  create  an 
import  trade  to  the  amount  of  half  a  mil- 
lion of  money— a  trade  which,  in  its  na- 
ture, would  lead  by  a  smooth,  certain 
course  of  operation,  to  an  export  trade  in 
return,  of  an  equal  amount ;  which  would 
contribute— be  did  not  say  in  a  moment, 
bat  in  the  course  of  years— to  an  increased 
demand  for  employment  and  labour.  The 
proposition  was  a  safe  one ;  the  benefit  to 
the  country  would  be  large,  and  the  re- 
duction of  prices  to  the  consumer,  what- 
ever that  reduction  would  amount  to. 
Would  be  also  beneficial.  That  reduction 
would  be  moderate — ^it  would  be  within 
the  limits  which  the  friends  of  agriculture 
—-the  best  friends  of  agriculture — had 
declared,  that  they  could  incur  reduction 
of  price  without  apprehension.  The  bene- 
fit the  proposed  change  would  confer  upon 
trade  would  be  considerable,  and  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  had  been  opposed, 
the  fears  which  had  been  raised  as  to  its 
ajj^lication,  he  contended  were  not  justified 
by  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Dr.  B&wring  entered  into  a  number  of 
statistical  details,  to  prove  the  effects  of 
restrictive  duties  upon  meat  on  the  conti- 
nent. The  increase  of  price  had  always 
prodoced  a  diminution  of  consumption, 
and  a  deterioration  in  the  quality  of  the 
food  consumed.  He  believed  that  the 
measures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  though  not 


wish,  would  yet  be  productive  of  sub- 
stantial good,  and  were  loudly  called  for 
by  the  necessities  of  the  country.  Although 
there  was  no  part  of  Europe  capable  of 
sending  a  great  quantity  of  cattle  to  this 
country,  yet  the  effect  of  the  tariff  would 
be  to  produce  a  constant  tendency  to- 
wards the  importation  of  cattle.  But  the 
measure  was  more  important  as  abolishing 
the  last  great  opprobrium  in  the  existing 
tariff — prohibitory  duties.  Those  who  had 
advocated  the  interests  of  trade  and  ma- 
nufactures had  been  continually  met  with 
fragments  of  the  old  prohibitory  system, 
and  the  utter  abolition  of  that  system  did 
honour  to  the  Government,  and  he  hoped 
that  still  greater  effect  would  be  given  to 
those  excellent  and  truly  commercial  prin- 
ciples, which  were  at  last  to  be  found,  not 
only  in  the  words  of  Government,  but  were 
to  be  traced  in  its  actions. 

Lord  Norreys  said,  that  when  he  first 
heard  the  announcement  of  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  that  announcement 
had  certainly  struck  him  with  some  alarm, 
but  that  feeling  had  in  a  great  degree 
been  dissipated  by  the  language  he  bad 
henrd  made  use  of  out  of  the  House.  He 
had  often  been  met  by  Gentlemen,  who 
said  there  certainly  existed  a  panic  in  the 
country,  but  that  the  farmers  were  wrong; 
they  should  have  opposed  the  alteration 
in  the  Corn-laws;  but  as  their  represent- 
atives had  voted  for  the  Corn-bill,  such 
was  the  panic  among  agriculturists,  that 
they  must  have  some  good  agricultural 
division,  in  order  to  satisfy  the  farmers. 
He  had  heard  it  said, ''  You  can  vote  for 
the  motion  now  before  the  House — you 
will  do  no  harm— it  can't  be  carried — 
Government  are  safe.  You  may  do  as 
you  please,  and  satisfy  your  constituents 
without  injuring  the  Government."  But 
was  not  such  language  merely  throwing 
dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  farmers,  to  vote  for 
a  resolution  which  they  knew  could  not 
be  carried — which  they  did  not  intend 
should  be  carried  ?  He  would  only  say, 
that  he  would  not  stoop  to  be  a  party  to 
any  such  course*  He  thought  that  the 
alarm  which  prevailed  was  perfectly 
groundless,  and  he  would  give  his  un- 
flinching opposition  to  the  resolution 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire. 

Mr.  H,  OaUy  Knight :  I  am  anxious  to 
say  a  few  words  in  explanation  of  the  vote 


carried  out  10  the  ciunt  to  which  be  conid » which  it  is  my  intention  to  give,  becam 
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I  feel  myself  placed  in  an  embarrassing 
situation;  for,  independent  of  all  interest- 
ed considerations^  by  which,  I  trust,  I 
should  never  be  actuated,  it  is  far  from 
agreeable  even  to  seem  to  be  indifferent  to 
the  opinions  and  wishes  of  many  for  whom 
I  entertain  the  most  sincere  respect  and 
esteem.  But,  upon  the  present  occasion, 
what  course  is  it  my  duty  to  take?  If, 
after  having  given  my  best  attention  to 
this  subject,  and  listened  attentively  to 
the  lummous,  and,  as  it  appears  to  me, 
conclusive  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  I 
cannot  help  being  of  opinion,  that  the 
panic  with  respect  to  live  cattle  is  entirely 
groundless,  shall  I  best  serve  my  agricul- 
tural friends  by  encouraging  impressions 
which  I  believe  to  be  erroneous,  by  contri- 
buting, so  far  as  in  me  lies,  to  keep  the 
panic  alive,  or  by  telling  them,  that  so  far 
as  I  am  able  to  form  an  opinion^  there  is 
DO  necessity  for  any  alarm.  It  appears  to 
roe,  that  so  far  as  lean  cattle  are  con- 
cerned,  not  only  is  there  nothing  to  be 
apprehended  from  an  increased  supply, 
but  that  an  increased  supply  would  be  a 
great  advantage,  could  we  obtain  it.  It  is 
our  duty  to  supply  the  people  with  food  as 
cheaply  as  we  can,  as  cheaply  as  is  com- 
patible with  no  great  disturbance  of  agri< 
cultural  labour.  It  is  our  duty  to  provide 
for  our  rapidly  increasing  population ; 
and,  when  we  see  by  the  example  of  the 
increased  supply  from  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, how  little  effect  such  an  increase  has 
upon  price,  we  need  not  apprehend  that 
any  such  further  increase  as  is  likely  to 
take  place,  would  be  injurious  to  the  Eng- 
lish farmer.  Why,  then,  the  doubt  con- 
fines itself  to  the  consideration  of  fat 
cattle.  But  from  whence  are  these  fat 
cattle  to  come?  I  mean  in  any  such 
abundance  as  would  be  injurious  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  They  cannot  come 
in  any  quantity  from  the  neighbouring 
countries — not  from  France, from  Belgium, 
or  Holland,  because  the  supply  in  those 
countries,  is  greatly  inferior  to  the  demand. 
But,  then,  we  are  to  be  inundated  from 
Holstein.  Fat  bulls  from  Holstein  en- 
compass us  on  every  side.  Yet  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
told  us,  that  the  annual  consumption  in 
Great  Britain  is  nearly  1,600,000  head  of 
cattle,  whilst  the  greatest  number  that 
Holstein  has  ever  exported  in  any  one  year 
does  not  exceed  27,000;  and  Holstein  has, 
also,  to  supply  the  large  town  of  Ham- 


burgh  in  its  immediate  vicinity.  What 
have  we  then  to  fear  from  Holstein  ?  and 
if  cattle  are  comparatively  cheap  fin  that 
country  at  present,  is  it  not  certain  that 
the  price  must  increase  with  the  demand  ? 
We  must  look  for  a  larger  area  ;  but,  if  we 
turn  to  France,  what  is  the  state  of  their 
agriculture,  what  is  the  quality  of  their 
stock  ?  They  have  nothing  wherewith  to 
fatten,  and  nothing  that  can  be  fattened. 
Who,  that  ever  was  in  France,  and  has 
seen  their  lean  oxen,  and  their  frightful 
pigs,  and  tasted  their  detestable  mutton, 
who  can  pretend  to  be  alarmed  at  the 
prospect  of  such  a  competition  ?  What,  be 
terrified  at  a  nation  that  can  hardly  get  up 
one  half-fed  beast  in  a  year,  to  represent  a 
fat  animal  at  their  national  feast  of  Mardi- 
Gras?  Have  we  forgotten  everything  in  our 
alarms  ?  Have  we  forgotten  our  own  su- 
perior breed  ?  our  own  short-horns  ?  The 
time,  the  pains,  the  expense,  which  it  has 
taken  to  obtain  them  ?  Have  we  forgotten 
the  gibes  which  our  forefathers  used  to 
pass  on  the  food  of  our  neighbours  ?  The 
land  of  soup-meagre  and  frogs*-the  land 
where  the  meat  is  so  inferior  that  they 
dare  not  exhibit  it  in  the  shape  of  a  joint  ? 
Have  we  forgotten  that  picture  of  Hogarth, 
in  which  an  English  Sir-loin  is  making  its 
entrance  into  Calais,  and  exciting  mingled 
emotions  of  surprise  and  admiratioD  ?  Id 
respect  of  agriculture  and  the  breed  of 
cattle,  there  is  do  great  change  in  France, 
between  those  times  and  these— and abuD- 
dant  indeed  must  be  the  application  of 
capital,  and  protracted  must  be  the  lapse 
of  lime,  before  any  such  change  can  be 
effected  in  that  country  as  would  be  pre- 
judicial to  this.  I  cannot  think  that  there 
are  any  just  grounds  for  our  apprehensions. 
I  feel  assured,  that  the  roast  beef  of  old 
England,  like  her  own  flag,  which  has 
braved  the  battle  and  the  breeze  for  a 
thousand  years,  will  continue  to  maintain 
its  supremacy — and  that  neither  of  them 
will  ever  fare  the  worse  for  foreign  com- 
petition. Entertaining  these  sentimeots, 
I  think  it  would  be  wrong  in  me  to  sup* 
port  this  motions-first,  because,  in  so 
doing,  I  should  encourage  erroneous  opin- 
ions ;  and,  secondly,  because,  in  so  doing, 
I  should  be  acting  roost  unfairly  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  is  the  author  of 
the  new  tariff.  I  should  induce  the  agri- 
culturists to  think  him  less  their  friend 
than  he  really  is;  and,  when  he  is  labour- 
ing hard,  as  I  believe  him  to  be,  to  pro- 
mote  their  welfare,g.,|8^  S'y^L.Od^t^f 
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others,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  he  does 
not  deserve  such  a  return  at  our  hands. 
My  belief  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
is  no  less  the  friend  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terest than  of  the  manufacturing — my  be- 
lief is,  that  he  has  done  his  beat  fairly  to 
adjust  the  claims  of  the  two  great  interests 
in  this  country — that  his  intention  is  to 
continue  to  deal  fairly  by  both— and  my 
belief  is,  that  when  all  his  measures  shall 
have  come  into  operation,  both  will  6nd 
that  they  have  been  taken  care  of.  I  am 
aware  that,  in  declaring  these  opinions,  I 
shall  iocnr  the  ridicule  of  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, for  being,  what  they  tell  me  I  am, 
so  complete  a  gull.  They  will  tell  me 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  getting  in 
the  narrow  end  of  the  wedge,  as  his  agri- 
cultural friends  will  find  to  their  cost ; 
that  he  will  throw  them  over  as  soon  as  he 
can,  and  sink  them,  with  the  most  perfect 
indifference,  beneath  the  billows  of  free- 
trade.  I  can  only  say  that  "  I  will  not 
entertain  so  base  a  thought/'  Even  if 
such  were  his  intentions,  shall  I  not  make 
it  more  difficult  for  him  to  use  me  ill  by 
giving  him  my  frank  support,  by  embar- 
rassing him  with  my  faithful  allegiance, 
than  if  I  were  to  afford  him  the  pretext  of 
a  senseless  and  vexatious  opposition  ? 
But,  because  the  right  hon.  Baronet  adopts 
the  principles  of  free-trade,  why  am  I 
10  conclude  that  he  will  push  them  to  ob- 
jectionable extremities?  There  may  be 
some  risk  in  the  introduction  of  the  nar- 
row end  of  the  wedge — but  1  have  learnt 
by  experience  that  there  is  much  more  risk 
in  nailing  down  the  safety-valve.  No  de- 
struction is  so  complete  as  that  which  must 
result  from  such  infatuation.  I  am  per- 
suaded that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  adopt- 
ing the  principles  of  free-trade,  taking 
them  for  his  compass  and  his  guide,  will 
carry  them  out  with  caution,  with  mode- 
ration ;  will  carry  them  out  as  far  as  is  for 
the  good  of  the  whole  community,  and  no 
farther.  He  is  not  the  man  to  be  wheedled 
by  cajoleries,  or  dazzled  even  by  the  bright 
visions  which  have  been  held  up  to  him  by 
Gentlemen  opposite,  into  a  reckless  or  im- 
prudent course.  In  the  present  state  of 
the  world,  nothing  can  be  more  absurd 
than  to  say  that  if  you  once  acknow- 
ledge the  tra  h  of  principles,  you  are 
bound  to  carry  them  out  to  their  utmost 
extent.  There  are  no  more  dangerous 
men  in  the  world  than  your  purists.  We 
all  know  who  said,  '*  Perish  thousands, 
and  carry  out  your  principle"— and  to 
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what  that  sentiment  led.  If  we  were 
starting  afresh,  it  might  be  all  very  well ; 
but,  in  the  present  state  of  society,  inter- 
ests  have  grown  up,  which  cannot  be  over- 
looked without  doing  more  harm  than 
good.  I  am  persuaded  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  will  only  go  as  far  as  is  for  the 
interest  of  all,  and  so  far  I  am  willing, 
and  desirous,  to  go  with  him.  And,  when 
Gentlemen  opposite  taunt  us  agriculturists 
with  our  sudden  conversion  to  the  doctrines 
of  free-trade,  I  beg  leave  to  inform  them, 
that  it  was  not  of  these  doctrines  we  were 
afraid  but  of  Radicalism — of  the  strict 
alliance  with  men  of  extreme  opinions ; 
of  the  perpetual  nibbling  and  pecking  at 
the  main  support  of  the  Constitution  and 
the  Throne;  of  the  lax  manner  in  which 
the  reins  of  Government  were  held.  It 
was  not  about  coffee  or  sugar  that  we  were 
anxious ;  any  particular  measures^any 
minor  considerations  ;  but  about  the  whole 
form  of  Government,  and  the  whole  struc- 
ture of  society.  And  much  more  reason 
should  we  have  to  be  afraid,  if,  by  any  in- 
judicious destruction  of  the  measures  uf 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  we  should  pave 
the  way  for  the  return  to  power  of  the 
last  Administration.  Then,  indeed,  would 
they  ride  rough-shod  over  us  agriculturists 
— then,  indeed,  would  they  leave  the 
marks  of  their  heavy  hoofs  upon  the  bro- 
ken heads  of  clay.  I  will  never  know- 
ingly consent  to  any  thing  which  would, 
in  any  great  degree,  disturb  the  agricultu- 
ral labourers  of  this  country.  I  see  the 
difficulties  of  providing  for,  and  of  govern- 
ing, our  large  manufacturing  masses.  I 
do  not  believe  in  the  possibility  of  indefi- 
nitely extending  the  limits  of  foreign  de- 
mand. I  cannot,  therefore,  think  it  would 
be  advisable  to  convert  any  great  number 
of  agricultural  labourers  into  operatives. 
By  so  doing,  we  should  not  cure  the  dis- 
tress,- but  augment  it.  But  in  whatever 
way  trade  can  be  relieved,  short  of  pro- 
ducing such  a  change  as  that  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  I  think  it  should  be  relieved. 
The  alterations  proposed  by  the  new  tariff 
are  calculated  to  have  this  effect;  and 
feeling  sure  that  no  injury  will  be  done  to 
the  agricultural  interest,  I  am  not  inclined 
to  interfere  with  the  tariff  by  supporting 
the  motion  which  is  now  before  the  House. 

Lord  Alford  was  understood  to  say, 
that  he  differed  from  the  principles  em- 
bodied in  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Somersetshire. 

Mr.  W,  0.  Stanley  thought,  that  if  the 
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measure  of  Goveroment  had  been  known 
at  the  late  election,  the  result  would  have 
been  different  from  that  which  it  had 
turned  out.  He  would  maintain  his  for- 
merly expressed  opinion,  that  the  agricul- 
turists required  certain  protection;  and 
he  thought  that  the  measures  of  the 
Ministry  did  not  give  them  the  amount 
of  protection  to  which  they  were  entitled. 
These  measures  had  not  been  founded 
upon  fair  principles.  If  they  were,  he 
would  give  them  his  support ;  but, 
limited  in  extent  and  scope  as  they  were, 
he  could  not  support  them.  What  with 
the  Income-tax,  the  new  Corn-law,  and 
the  tariff,  the  landed  interest  would  be 
very  hardly  pressed.  At  first,  they  might 
not  feel  the  effects  of  the  tariff  in  the  im- 
portation of  cattle,  but  many  years  would 
not  pass  until  they  would  be  introduced 
in  great  numbers.  He  thought,  on  the 
aggregate,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
measures  would  be  productive  of  good. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  spoken 
of  the  poor  breed  of  pigs  on  the  continent. 
But  let  them  see  what  the  effect  of  opening 
a  market  for  Irish  produce  had  been. 
They  now  brought  into  this  country  as 
fine  cattle  as  could  be  procured. 

Lord  /.  Russell:  I  really  hardly  know, 
from  what  has  fallen  from  the  different 
Members  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
what  is  really  intended  by  the  proposition 
submitted  to  us.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  told  us,  that  he 
was  asked  to  support  this  proposition  as  a 
good  means  of  pleasing  the  farmer  without 
any  likelihood  of  its  being  carried  or  of 
damaging  the  Government.  I  thought 
that  must  be  a  singular  notion.  But  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  county  of 
Nottingham  made  a  statement  more  surt- 
ling  still.  He  says,  that  the  opinions  of 
the  present  Ministers  and  their  party  never 
differed  from  those  of  the  other  side,  but 
that  when  they  voted  on  coffee  and  sugar 
they  did  not  mean  coffee  and  sugar,  but 
they  meant  Radicalism.  Now,  how  a 
plain  man  is  to  deal  with  this  proposition 
after  such  announcements  I  am  very  much 
at  a  loss  to  determine.  I  own,  likewise, 
that  the  propositions  of  the  supporters 
and  opposersof  the  motion  have  surprised 
roe  during  the  discussions  on  the  previous 
and  on  the  present  occasion.  I  should 
have  thought  that  those  who  came  forward 
to  propose,  that  cattle  should  be  admitted 
at  a  moderate  fixed  duty,  would  have  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  great  benefit  would 


accrue  from  that  importatioo  taking  plaoe, 
and  that  the  labonring  classes  of  this 
country  might  procure  at  a  cheaper  rate 
more  animal  food — their  welfare  being,  of 
course,  proportionably  promoted.  I  qaite 
expected,  also,  that  the  other  aide  would 
have  shown  the  fallacy  of  supposing  that 
the  supply  which  was  predicted  couM  be 
relied  on  ;  that  it  was  a  mistake  to  think 
that  any  of  the  countries  on  the  conli* 
nent  could  give  us  a  large  quantity  of  pro- 
visions,  and  that  the  price  of  meat  would 
substantially  remain  the  same  after  this 
act  became  law.  But,  in  point  of  fact, 
the  arguments  of  the  two  parties  are  the 
reverse  of  what  I  have  stated.  Those  who 
oppose  the  motion  come  forward  to  show 
that  the  comforts  of  the  people  will  be 
increased ;  that  the  price  of  subsistence 
will  be  lowered ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  is  contended  that  no  such  differ* 
ence  will  arise  from  the  passing  of  this 
tariff.  1  must  confess,  if  I  could  believe 
all  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  (at 
Somersetshire  (Mr.  Miles),  his  I  shoukl 
take  to  be  the  ablest  and  most  convincing 
speech  in  favour  of  the  proposition  of  the 
Government.     He  says, 

**  Certain  countries  will  become  d^p6ts  for 
the  fattening  of  cattle,  which  they  can  do  by 
reason  of  their  abundance  of  com,  and  send 
them  over  at  a  moderate  price;  that  this  meat 
could  be  bad  at  4^  a  lb. ;  and  that  the 
grosser  parts  being  got  rid  of,  the  people  will 
secure  a  better  article  at  a  cheaper  rate." 

If  that  is  the  case,  let  us  by  all  means 
adopt  the  proposition.  What  are  we  sit- 
ting here  for?  Are  we  sitting  here  to  pre- 
vent the  people  from  having  cheap  food  ? 
Are  we  here  for  the  purpose  of  contriving, 
by  onr  legislatk)n,  that  the  labouring  po- 
pulation should  be  compelled  to  porchase 
meat  at  7<f.,  when  they  might  have  it  at 
4^  ?  I  hope  the  wisdom  of  Parliament 
does  not  consist  in  adoping  any  such 
mischievous  and  injurious  course.  I 
hope,  should  the  House  be  persuaded 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  right  in  his 
supposition,  that  they  woukji  at  onoe 
agree  to  the  proposal  now  laid  before  «s 
by  the  Government.  I  am  afraid,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be 
able  to  make  out  that  case,  because  I 
think  the  statements  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, on  a  former  night,  and  those  of  the 
right  hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to.night,  are  far  better  founded, 
from  whicfa  tbe  dedacl^n,  Jf^^<^(H 
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thai  when  we  consider  the  couatriet  on 
the  coatioent  from  which  our  present  sup- 
ply comei,  if  that  supply  should  reach  the 
increase  of  30,000  in  the  course  of  a  year 
or  two,  it  will  be  the  utmost  we  can  de« 
pend  on.  Therefore*  any  malarial  fall  in 
the  price  of  the  subsistence  of  the  people 
cannot  be  rationally  expected.  I  very 
much  lament  this.  It  is  a  great  misfor- 
tune, and  it  would  be,  in  my  mind^  a 
great  recommendation  of  the  proposition 
of  the  Government,  if  such  a  supply  could 
be  expected.  I  thtnk»  perhaps,  at  some 
time  hence,  there  may  be  a  greater  sup- 
ply, and  the  people  at  less  cost  may  have 
a  better  kind  of  food.  I  do  hope  (I  really 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
have  meant  otherwise)  thai  the  conse 
qnence  of  our  legislation  will  be,  that  the 
labounog  classes  may  be  able  to  eat  more 
neat  and  at  a  cheaper  price.  Nothing 
can  be  better  as  the  consequence  of  our 
legislation.  But  Uie  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  this  amendment  assumed  that  such 
a  consequence  is  impossible,  if  the  agri- 
cultural interest  is  duly  respected.  Now, 
I  hold  that,  with  respect  to  this  subject, 
and  to  every  subject  connected  with  agri- 
culture, that  supposition  is  a  great  mis- 
take. It  appears  to  me  to  be  a  prediction 
which  reason  and  experience  confirm, 
that  whenever  you  increase  the  comforts 
of  the  people^-whenever  you  enable  them 
to  live  better  and  obtain  more  employ- 
ment, you  thereby  improve  legitimately 
the  market  for  agricultural  produce.  Such 
is  the  course  which  has  taken  place  in 
Ireland  and  Scotland.  We  have  seen  the 
importation  of  cattle  from  Ireland  very 
much  increase.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last  has  told  us  that  the  breed  of 
pigs  is  very  much  improved  there,  and  all 
kinds  of  cattle  are  sent  over  in  great  quan- 
tities. We  have  seen,  too,  in  consequence 
of  the  facility  of  eommunicatbn  afforded 
by  steam,  that  killed  cattle  and  fresh 
meat  are  sent  from  the  Scotch  markets  to 
those  of  this  country.  But  have  these 
great  importations  tended  to  the  distress 
of  the  agricultural  interest,  or  lowered  the 
price  of  meat?  Far  from  it :  the  price 
has  continued  to  rise.  And  I  believe  that 
if  onr  importatuMis  were  to  increase  in  ten 
yearn  to  a  point  which  I  am  not  so  san- 
guine as  to  anticipate,  you  would  see  the 
prices  of  agricultural  produce  generally 
kept  up,  and  you  would  at  all  events  see 
the  agncultoKal  interest  derive  advantage  I 
iwm  tbe  iosprored  coaditton  of  the  coun- 1 


try.  I  must  here  state  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  his  statement 
with  respect  to  the  tariff,  I  did  not  wish 
to  oppose  any  obstacle  to  the  House  going 
into  committee;  but  I  must  beg  leave  to 
remark  that  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proceeded  on  a  perfectly  sound 
principle,  and  although  I  was  very  glad  to 
bear  the  propositions  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  a  former  evening,  and  the 
right  hon.  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  laid  down  to-night,  on  cattle,  I  find 
it  impossible  to  reconcile  those  principles 
and  propositions  to  the  legislation  adopted 
both  as  regards  the  Corn  Bill  already 
passed  and  some  parts  of  the  present  ta- 
riff. We  have  heard  it  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  when  he  proposed  a 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  herrings,  a  cor* 
respondent  of  his  stated,  that  it  would  re- 
duce the  price  from  20s.  to  10«.  the  barrel. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  however^  pro- 
fessed to  disbelieve  the  fact,  but  added 
that  if  there  could  be  such  a  reduction  in 
the  price  of  the  food  of  the  labouring 
classes,  it  would  be  an  argument  in  favour 
of  and  not  against  his  proposition.  I 
perfectly  agree  in  the  statement  and  in 
the  principle  ;  but  when  I  recollect  that 
a  Member  of  the  Government  stated,  in 
the  late  debate  on  the  Corn-laws,  that  fo^^ 
reign  corn  could  be  introduced  at  40s.,  it 
seems  preposterous  that  the  main  article 
of  the  people's  food  should  be  treated  on 
principles  diametrically  opposed  to  those 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the 
Vice-president  of  the  Board  of  Trade  now 
maintain  at  all  hazards.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  a  former  night  observed  that 
cattle  could  not  be  expected  in  any  great 
quantities,  because  the  area  from  which 
tliey  could  be  imported  was  small,  and 
they  could  not  bear  a  long  voyage;  but 
that  corn  may  be  had  from  all  the  worid. 
But  what  is  the  meaning  of  this  argument  ? 
Here  is  a  sound  principle,  one  which  can  be 
adopted  in  practical  legislation,  one  which 
you  can  make  the  basis  of  your  future 
commercial  policy,  and  hold  up  as  an 
example  to  foreign  nations,  and  yet  we 
adopt  it  only  where  it  is  inoperative ;  but 
when  it  would  effect  most  good,  and  be 
productive  of  most  benefit  to  the  people, 
we  shrink  from  its  application.  That  I 
cannot  understand,  much  less  can  I  un* 
derstand  it  at  a  moment  like  this,  when 
we  yesterday  heard  in  our  churches  the 
Queen's  letter,  calling  for  subscriptions  to 
relieve  the  general  |tf||S«^Ud«rgre 
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doubt,  that  it  was  right  to  adopt  this 
course  ;  but  it  is  a  melancholy  step  to  take 
in  the  middle  of  May,  when  the  distress  of 
the  winter  might  be  expected  to  have 
passed  away,  and  a  revival  given  to  trade 
by  the  spring  demand.  But  if  it  was 
necessary  to  do  this,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  persuaded,  that  the 
cost  of  subsistence  should  be  reduced,  why 
not  be  consistent  in  your  measures?  why 
not  deal  with  the  articles  of  consumption 
in  their  regular  order,  and  in  the  present 
year  lay  a  sound  foundation  for  future 
legislation,  and  afford  a  real  example  to 
the  rest  of  the  world,  which  they  may  be 
induced  to  follow,  instead  of  compelling 
them  to  observe,  that  your  professions  of 
free-trade  principles  are  mere  words,  and 
that  when  you  come  to  act  and  apply  them 
to  yourselves,  you  adopt  them  merely  in 
the  cases  when  they  can  be  of  little  or  no 
practical  benefit  ?  So  much  for  agricul- 
ture. But  I  am  quite  ready  to  answer 
the  summons  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rutlandshire  (Mr.  Heathcote).  Have 
there  not,  I  ask,  been  already  great  re- 
ductions in  duties  on  manufactures  P  On 
the  cotton  manufacture  there  is  a  duty  of 
10  percent.,  and  on  woollens  17  percent, 
but  it  should  be  recollected  that  great 
changes  have  already  been  made  with  re- 
spect to  those  articles ;  but  with  regard 
to  other  articles  of  manufacture,  if  it  can 
be  shown  that  any  goods  of  great  consump- 
tion by  the  farmers,  are  shut  out  by  the 
high  duty,  I  say,  in  all  fairness  and  just- 
ice, admit  those  articles  of  manufacture. 
An  hon.  Gentleman,  to  be  sure,  pushes  this 
principle  to  extremes,  and  says,  that  the 
coasting  trade  should  be  shared  by  foreign- 
ers. That  is  quite  another  question.  It 
is  not  a  question  of  trade  or  industry,  but 
it  rests  on  other  and  political  principles. 
But  there  are  other  articles  in  the  tariff  on 
which  you  can  make  a  great  reduction.  J 
do  not  understand  why  the  farmer  should 
be  called  on  to  compete  with  the  foreigner 
in  producing  meat,  and  yet  be  prevented 
from  purchasing  sugar  on  equal  terms,  by 
an  enormous  prohibitory  duty.  On  the 
whole,  therefore,  while  1  agree  in  the 
general  grounds  of  the  tariff,  I  cannot 
assent  to  some  of  its  proposals.  I  cannot 
see  that  its  practical  benefit  will  be  so  great 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  this 
amendment  would  represent.  I  cannot 
see,  that  the  admission  of  cattle  will  imme- 
diately take  place  to  a  great  extent,  but  I 
think  it  of  great  ralue  as  the  aaaertion  of 


a  principle.  It  is,  in  the  first  place,  put- 
ting an  end  to  prohibition ;  in  the  next 
place,  it  is  apportioning  a  fixed  and  mo- 
derate duty  to  great  articles  of  consump- 
tion ;  but  when  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
has  given  notice  of  a  motion  for  making 
the  duty  on  cattle  equal  to  that  on  com, 
shall  submit  his  motion,  I  shall  be  inclined 
to  assent  to  it,  with  this  slight  differencct 
that  I  shall  endeavour  to  bring  down  the 
duty  on  corn  to  the  proportion  of  that  im- 
posed on  cattle.  Entirely  agreeing  with 
the  present  proposal,  and  hoping  that  the 
Government  will  apply  their  principle  to 
all  articles,  without  fear  or  affection,  I 
shall  support  them  against  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  I  was  very  desirous  to  be 
able  to  confine  my  observations  to  the 
particular  subject  now  under  discussion — 
whether  it  be  wise  to  remove  the  prohibi- 
tion which  now  exists  on  the  importatioo 
of  foreign  cattle  and  meat — substituting 
a  moderate  duty.  But  the  noble  Lord  hat 
invited  a  discussion  on  other  points — the 
Corn-laws,  and  the  sugar  duty.  With 
regard  to  the  sugar  duty,  there  will  be  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  that  question  ; 
and  I  shall  then  state  why  we  think  that 
there  are  reasons  which  except  sugar  from 
the  application  of  the  general  principles  of 
the  tariff.  As  to  the  Corn-laws,  any  one 
would  have  inferred  from  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  he  was  of  opinion  that, 
under  all  circumstances,  and  without  any 
qualification,  the  people  of  this  country 
should  have  a  command  of  the  cheapest 
food;  but  I  take  it  that  the  noble  Lord, 
the  author  of  an  8s.  duty,  must  himself 
impose  some  restriction  on  that  principle 
for  which  to-night  he  seems  inclined  to 
contend.  He  must  admit  that,  under  all 
circumstances,  it  is  not  expedient  without 
reference  to  other  considerations  that  the 
people  should  have  the  cheapest  food; 
because  otherwise  his  principle  will  be  en* 
tirely  at  variance  with  his  own  proposal  of 
an  8s.  duty  on  wheat.  The  noble  Lord 
must  admit,  either  that  there  are  special 
burdens  in  agriculture  which  justify  that 
duty,  or  that  it  is  desirable  to  give  some 
protection  to  domestic  agriculture;  and 
the  question  then  between  me  and  the 
noble  Lord  is  not  a  question  of  principle- 
it  is  a  question  of  degree.  I  propose  a 
graduated  duty.  The  noble  Lord  proposes 
a  fixed  duty ;  but  in  vindication  of  his  8«. 
fixed  duty,  the  noble  Lord  nunt^ontend 
against  the  principle.,.  wji|cy.^^ii^t. 
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forward  to-night,  takeo  withoat  qualtfica- 
tioD  or  exception ;  and  I  therefore  appeal 
to  the  noble  Lord's  assistance  in  support 
of  my  graduated  scale.  I  do  not,  bow- 
ever,  now  wish  to  revive  the  discussion  on 
the  Corn-law ;  but  I  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  charged  me  with  deluding  the 
fiumers ;  and  had  said,  that  if  I  had  put 
forward  any  such  proposition  before  the 
last  election,  the  agricultural  constituen- 
cies would  not  have  implied  an  opinion  so 
strongly  in  my  favour  ;  but  now  the  noble 
Lord  contends,  that  I  have  shown  undue 
favour  to  the  farmer,  and  have  proposed  a 
Corn-law  at  variance  with  the  principles  of 
the  tariff.  Sorely,  it  is  impossible  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  contend,  that  I  have  de- 
ceived the  farmer  by  holding  out  false  ex- 
pectations of  protection,  and,  on  the  other 
nand,  that  I  have  shown  him  undue  favour. 
I  come  now  to  this  particular  proposition ; 
I  am  afraid,  that  unless  I  am  able  to  apply 
myself  to  the  particular  proposals  as  they 
are  made,  there  can  be  no  prospect  of 
bringing  these  discussions  to  a  close ;  and 
I  wiU,  therefore,  limit  myself  to  the  single 
point  whether  it  be  expedient  to  continue 
the  existing  prohibition,  or  to  impose  the 
duty  propped  by  the  Government ;  and  I 
discuss  the  question  with  my  hon.  Friend 
with  perfect  freedom  and  candour ;  I  en- 
tirely differ  from  him  in  opinion  upon  this 
subject ;  but  I  am  not,  on  that  account, 
insensible  to  or  ungrateful  for  the  support 
which  I  have  received  in  respect  to  my 
proposal  of  an  Income-tax.  Yes !  I  have 
received  from  the  agricultural  body,  this 
Session,  most  valuable  and  generous  sup- 
port of  the  proposals  which  I  have  made; 
and  the  differences  which  may  exist  be- 
tween us  cannot  disturb  my  grateful  sense 
of  their  assistance ;  and,  no  doubt,  greatly 
to  the  disappointment  of  some  who  now 
express  dissent.  I  have  not  the  least  fear 
that  the  differences  of  to-night  will  con- 
tinue beyond  to-night.  I,  however,  now 
maintain  my  own  opinion ;  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  interests  of  the  country  do  require 
that  the  prohibition  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle  should  be  removed,  and  I 
think  that  the  proposal  which  I  have  made 
will  benefit  all  classes  of  the  community. 
When  I  spoke  last,  there  was  a  prevalent 
apprehension  and  alarm  at  the  proposal 
which  I  had  made.  I  then  said,  that  it 
was  not  consistent  with  the  part  of  a  true 
friend  of  the  agriculturists  to  assume,  that 
that  panic  was  well  founded  ;  the  reason 
which  I  gave  for  not  acting  on  those  ap- 


prehensions, was  my  belief  that  it  would 
be  found,  before  we  got  to  the  end  of  the 
tariff,  that  those  apprehensions  were  at  an 
end;  and  the  communications  which  I 
have  received  from  the  country  prove  the 
correctness  of  that  impression.  I  think  I 
may  say,  that  the  panic  has  already  passed 
away.  I  said,  at  that  time  that  the  then 
diminution  in  the. price  of  cattle  was  attri- 
butable to  other  concurrent  causes,  as  the 
price  of  fodder ;  and  I  felt,  besides,  very 
confident  that  when  the  sober  judgment  of 
the  country  was  applied  to  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject,  those  apprehensions 
would  give  way  to  the  natural  conse- 
quence of  that  sober  judgment.  Now, 
I  have  looked  into  a  country  paper,  and 
the  country  papers  afford  a  very  good  in- 
dication of  the  feeling  of  the  country  ; 
and  I  take  this  account,  which  is  a  report 
from  Liverpool :— - 

''The  price  of  cattle  is  still  rising ;  there 
was  a  large  supply  in  the  market ;  but  the 
prices  were  very  high  ;  we  stated  a  fortnight 
ago,  that  the  diminution  in  price  was  the  con- 
sequence of  a  mere  panic,  and  would  not  con- 
tinue." 

If,  then,  I  had  acted  on  the  panic,  I 
should  have  been  left  in  the  lurch  by  the 
panic.  I  will  now  read  another  extract : — 

"  Liverpool,  Mondmf^  Majf  16— 
"  We  have  had  rather  a  large  supply  of 
cattle ;  bat  the  prices  are  very  high ;  beef  6icf. 
to  7d. ;  mutton  Id.  to  7id.'' 

Now  the  price  of  beef  and  mutton  being 
Id.  and  7|c{.  at  Liverpool,  I  put  it  to 
every  intelligent  Gentleman  in  this  House 
whether  it  is  right  to  continue  the  present 
prohibition  ?  Why  do  I  take  Liverpool  ? 
Because  Liverpool  is  the  port  into  which 
the  Irish  supplies  enter.  Now,  supposing 
twenty  years  since  any  one  had  said  to  a 
Liverpool  man,  *'  Look  at  the  present 
supply  of  Irish  cattle,  I  will  tell  you  what 
it  will  be  twenty  years  hence,"  wouldn't 
his  natural  answer  have  been, ''  Why,  the 
English  graziers  will  be  ruined.*'  In  1820^ 
the  number  of  cows  and  oxen  brought  from 
Ireland — I  am  not  sure  whether  into  Eng- 
land or  Liverpool  only— was  16,966;  and 
on  an  average  of  the  "last  five  years,  there 
have  been  brought  from  Ireland  into  the 
port  of  Liverpool  alone  472,200  cows  and 
oxen,  or  upon  an  average  about  94,400  in 
each  year.  What  has  been  the  effect  of 
that  enormous  increase  on  the  prices  ?  So 
far  from  the  English  grazier  being  injured, 
the  prices  have  risen,  notwithstanding  that 
large  increase.  Under  these  circumstancei^ 
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it  it  wise  lo  eoDtinue  the  present  prohibi- 
tion ?  Are  we  not  bound  to  look  for  a 
wider  area  whence  to  draw  our  supply  ? 
Take  the  average  of  the  five  years  precede 
ing  the  lut  ^^t^  and  the  importation  into 
Liverpool  from  Ireland  was  54,800  ;  com- 
pare that  with  the  average  of  the  five  foU 
lowing  years,  whwh  was  94^0  ;  and  do 
not  thtte  facts  soggeet  important  consi- 
derations ?  Is  it  not  a  jost  and  almost 
necessary  inibrenccy  that  the  population  is 
increasing  more  rapidly  than  the  supply  ? 
Whence,  then,  is  our  supply  to  come  ? 
Look  at  France,  Holland,  Belgium,  and 
the  States  of  the  German  Confederation-— 
their  popalation  is  sixty-five  millions  of 
inhabitants ;  they  require  cattle  for  their 
own  supply  of  food  ;  they  are  all,  I  be- 
lieve, importing  countries,  and  in  each  of 
them  I  am  afraid  the  price  of  cattle  and 
meat  is  rising,  and  the  consumption  in<* 
creaeiog  in  proportion  to  the  population. 
The  noble  Lord  says, — 

*^At  one  time  ^ou  contend  you  ought  to 
remove  the  prohibition,  and  at  another  time 
you  say  it  will  not  materially  affect  the  price  of 
meat  in  this  country,'* 

**  I  must  say  that  I  wish  it  would  re- 
duce the  prices,  for  I  consider  the  price  of 
meat  too  tiigh.  I  take  this  proof  of  it : — 
Take  Liverpool.  I  see  that,  by  the  great 
improvements  in  steam  navigation,  there 
are  forwarded  large  supplies  (^cattle  from 
Aberdeen  and  other  parts  of  Scotland  into 
Liverpool,  and  yet  I  see  no  benefit  in  that 
great  community  from  such  extensive  im- 
portation. On  the  contrary,  I  see  a  pro- 
gressive rise  in  the  price  of  food.  1  say, 
then,  that  that  is  a  conclusive  proof  of  the 
necessity  of  removing  the  prohibition,  and 
conclusive  of  the  policy  of  widening  the 
supply.  If  you  t^l  me  there  is  great 
alarm— <i  great  panic  in  the  markets,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  think  that  alarm 
unlbanded.  But  in^at  I  admit  to  be  the 
chief  benefit  from  this  alteration  is  this, 
that  we  are  taking  a  new  security  against 
the  constant  prog^ressive  rise  of  the  price 
of  food  in  consequence  of  the  diminution 
of  the  supply  in  this  country,  and  the  con- 
sequent rise  of  price  of  foreign  cattle,  I 
think  that  the  foreigner  will  be  ready  to 
part  with  his  cattte  at  a  diminution  of 
prke  of  35  per  cent.  At  the  same  time, 
I  am  obliged  to  say,  that  when  I  consider 
the  countries  of  Europe  from  which  cattle 
can  be  introduced.  I  find  them  so  few  that 
I  cannot  think  there  will  be  any  great 
dimtimtion  »  the  price  of  meal.    Thcee 


things  are  always  put  out  of  consideration,  . 
and  those  are — the  quantity  of  cattle,  the 
quality  of  the  meat,  and  the  inevitable 
consequence  of  the  removal  of  the  prohi- 
bition in  increasing  the  price  of  meat  upon 
the  continent.  Depend  upon  it  you  cannot 
open  the  markets  of  this  country  without, 
in  some  degree,  raising  the  price  pf  meat 
in  other  countries,  and  when  my  hon. 
Friend  refers  me  to  the  prices  of  Ad,  and 
5d,  per  pound,  he  must  recollect  that  those 
are  the  prices  with  this  prohibiten  and 
with  the  English  markets  closed  to  the 
foreigner;  but  if  you  open  the  English 
market  the  necessary  consequence  will  be 
some  rise  in  the  price  abroad.  But  always 
bear  in  mind  the  quality  of  the  meat,  and 
dont  think  that  meat  at  4d.  per  pound  in 
Hamburgh  or  Holstein,if  suchbethe  price, 
is  such  meat  as  that  at  8d.  per  pound  in 
Liverpool  or  London.  The  things  are  per- 
fectly difierent.  Meat  of  an  equal  quality 
with  that  which  we  consume  in  London,  I 
very  much  duubt  whether  any  place  on  the 
continent  could  supply  at  a  less  price  than 
6<f.  instead  of  4d.  1  cannot,  however,  but 
think  that  there  will  be  advantage  from 
this  free  intercourse  by  the  improvements 
in  our  breed  of  cattle  in  this  country.  I 
was  very  much  struck  with  an  account  of 
a  meeting  at  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire  was  present,  I  believe  last  year, 
of  that  most  useful  institution,  founded 
mainly  by  Lord  Spencer,  and  with  which 
1  have  the  honour  to  be  connected— I 
mean  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society  of 
England.  I  read  this  morning,  the  ac- 
count of  what  passed  at  that  meeting, 
which  I  will  quote  to  the  House :« 

'*  Sir  Francis  A.  Mackenzie,  Bart,  informed 
the  council  that  he  had  at  length  succeeded, 
through  the  agency  of  his  fViendjthe  celebrated 
geologist  and  writer  on  fossil  fishes,  Professor 
Agassiz,  in  obtaining  possession  of  a  breeding 
stock,  which,  for  the  last  twenty-three  vears, 
since  his  first  visit  to  Switterland,  he  bad  been 
most  desirous  to  secure  for  this  country;  and 
that  fourXof  the  finest  bulls  that  Switzerland 
could  produce  were  on  their  way  to  England, 
and  would  arrive  to  the  consi^oroent  of  Mr. 
Hanbuiy,  banker,  in  Lombard-street,  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days.  Sir  Francis,  in  describ- 
ing this  stock,  remarks,  *  I  certainly  never 
saw  more  beautiful  cattle  than  the  Swiss,  not 
eren  in  Yorkshire,  and  they  combine  both 
milking  and  fattening  qualities,  which  is  an 
immeose  advantage ;  the  proof  of  the  first  is 
their  being  the  cows  which  in  Lombardy  are 
onlv  bought  for  making  Parmesan  cheese; 
and  I  hope  that  the  shapes  of  the  animals  now 
sent  Willi  to  the  best  judgesi  prove  that  tbey 
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possess  the  latter  quality  by  their  perfect 
shapes.'  Professor  Agassiz  not  beiiu;  limited 
ID  price,  procured  for  Sir  Francis  Mackenzie 
four  of  the  finest  and  handsomest  young  bulls 
that  Switzerland  could  produce;  and  although 
the  Professor  considers  the  outlay  already  too 
large  in  eflfecting  this  object,  Sir  Frands  ex- 
posed the  ooDvictioD  he  felt  that  he  should  be 
rewarded  if  the  blood  was  found  to  do  good  to 
our  English  breeds,  by  crossing  them." 

It  is  a  great  advantagey  then,  to  the 
brecdiDg  of  cattle  in  this  country  to  have 
an  unlimited  access  to  the  cattle  of  the 
continent;  and  with  our  skill  and  appli- 
cation of  chyroical  science  to  agriculture, 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  if  this  intercourse 
with  the  continent  be  admitted  there  will 
be  great  benefit  resulting  from  it.  I  look 
hack  and  find  that  scarcely  a  year  has 
passed  without  many  applications  haTing 
been  made  to  the  Treasury  to  permit  bulls 
and  other  animals  of  various  breeds  to  be 
imported  from  parts  of  the  continent.  In 
one  or  two  cases,  permission  was  given ; 
but  it  is,  I  need  hardly  say,  a  very  difier- 
ent  thing  to  do  this  by  a  mere  exercise  of 
favour  against  the  law  in  a  few  isolated 
cases,  ai^  to  provide  for  regular  access, 
on  the  part  of  our  agriculturists,  to  the 
best  continental  breeds.  But,  with  the 
spirit,  the  industry,  and  the  enterprise  of 
the  British  farmer,  I  believe  we  should 
speedily  find  ourselves  thoroughly  able  to 
compete  with  any  country  as  to  the  sup. 
ply  of  cattle.  The  only  que8tk>n  then  re- 
maining is,  whether  the  duty  shall  be 
fixed  or  according  to  weight  ?  Surely  a 
strong  proof  of  the  propriety  of  imposing 
a  fia^  duty  is,  that  it  is  adopted  in  all 
foreign  countries  admitting  importation  of 
live  stock.  In  Austria,  the  duty  on  an  ox 
is  8s.;  in  Belgium,  it  is  10s.;  in  France, 
21,;  in  Oermany,  15s.;  in  Holland, 
IL  ds«  4d. ;  the  same  reasons  applying  in 
those  countries  as  in  this,  if  any  valid  rea* 
son  there  be,  for  preferring  a  duty  levied 
aooofding  to  weight.  And  let  the  House 
mark  this.  My  hon.  Friend  will  avoid 
saying  what  duty  by  wmght  he  would 
wish.  Would  he  desire  one  of  2s.  6d.  per 
cwt.?  No;  be  of  course  does  not  deny 
that  he  wishes  a  higher  degree  of  piotec- 
tmn  than  I  propose ;  and  be  would  doubt- 
less desire  a  duty  of  6s.  or  8s.  per  cwt. ; 
but  he  abstains  from  naming  any  duty; 
he  will  not  venture  to  specify  the  amount 
per  cwt.  he  wishes.  But,  then,  I  say  that 
this  ought  to  be  lolly  explained  before  you 
psooeed  to  vote  for  any  abstract  proposi- 
tion.   My  boo.  Friend  should  reslly  tell 


us  what  is  the  practical  purport  of  his 
proposal,  otherwise  it  would  be  a  mene 
delusion  voting  upon  his  motion.  Of 
course,  he  thinks  that  H.  per  head  is  not 
a  sufiScient  protection,  and  desires  a  higher 
one;  but,  then,  I  think  that  unless  we 
cleariy  comprehend  bis  practical  inten- 
tion, many  members  may  be  entrapped 
into  a  vote ;  for  there  are  those,  I  can  well 
understand,  who  would  rather  have  2s.  6d. 
per  cwt.  as  the  duty  than  U.  per  head. 
In  that  case,  observe  that  an  ox  weighing 
4  cwt.  would  only  pay  I6t.  duty-*a  le- 
suit  which  might  not  entirely  tend  to  di- 
minish the  **  panic"  of  the  farmers,  nor  to 
answer  the  object  of  my  hon.  Friend.  My 
hon.  Friend  wishes  really  for  an  increase 
of  protection,  which  woold  involve  the 
interposing  of  greater  diflBculties  to  the 
admissioQ  of  food  for  the  people,  for  he 
should  not  forget  that  the  levying  of  the 
duty  by  weight  would  create  such  an  un« 
avoidable  delay  and  trouble  at  landing  as 
would  materially  retard  and  obstruct  the 
importation  of  stock  on  any  terms  arranged. 
On  that  ground  I  oppose  it.  My  belief 
is,  that  the  duty  of  1/.  per  bead  will  be 
sufficient.  I  stated  that  to  a  deputation 
of  agriculturists  who  waited  upon  me  to 
press  their  arguments  in  favour  of  highev 
protection.  To  their  demand  I  could  not, 
I  cannot  accede;  for  I  believe  that  the 
interests  of  the  community  require  that 
there  ^all  be  a  diminution  of  the  protec- 
tive duty.  I  have  a  deep  impression,  a 
firm  conviction,  that  population  is  in- 
creasing more  rapidly  than  the  supply  of 
provision  in  this  country,  and  that  no 
advantage  can  be  derived  by  the  agricul- 
turists from  keeping  up  higher  duties  than 
I  propose.  My  hon.  Friend,  indeed,  said 
fattening  of  cattle  produced  in  this  country 
no  profit.  Why  not  ?  Is  it  not  because 
in  certain  districts,  producing  lean  cattle, 
the  most  enormous  prices  are  charged  for 
them,  so  that  the  profit  of  fattening  is 
done  away  with  ?  What  then  we  want  is 
to  bring  in  a  competition,  which  may  give 
you  the  benefit  of  the  lean  cattle.  As  to 
fat  cattle  fetching  25/.  or  30/.  a-head, 
consider  the  diflkulties  of  bringing  them 
from  foreign  ports :  reflect  that  the  fi^igfat 
cannot  be  inconsiderable,  could  hardly  be 
below  2/.  a-head,  and  would  probably  be 
augmented.  Consider,  too,  the  inevitable 
risk  of  a  sea-psssage,  and  remember  that 
there  can  be  no  insurance  against  the 
dmnage,  though  there  may  be  against  the 
entire  loss  of  cattle  tbus  transpoiiad  actosf 
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sea ;  all  these  things  gave  a  real  practical 
protectioD,  over  and  above  the  duty.  My 
interests  are  connected  with  the  welfare  of 
agriculture,  but  I  should  be  ready,  I  trust, 
to  sacri6ce  all  personal  interest,  even  if  I 
imagined  injury  to  myself  would  be  the 
consequence  of  the  measure  I  propose: 
but  I  really  can  assun)^  to  myself  no  such 
credit,  for  I  believe  that  agriculture  will 
derive,  not  injury,  bnt  advantage,  from 
that  measure,  persuaded  as  I  am  that  the 
effect  will  be  that  while  on  the  one  hand 
all  the  unnecessary  odium  attaching  to 
agricultural  protection  will  be  avoided,  the 
establishment  of  a  regular  but  moderate 
supply  from  the  continent  will  keep  prices 
at  a  more  equal  rate  here  and  abroad,  and 
on  a  level  in  this  country  more  consistent 
with  the  general  welfare  of  the  community. 
I  am  therefore.  Sir,  compelled,  though 
with  regret,  to  differ  entirely  from  my  hon. 
Friend ;  I  am  so  6rmly  persuaded  that 
justice  to  consumers  requires  the  establish- 
ment of  increased  facilities  for  the  admis- 
sion of  food,  and  that  the  measure  is  by 
no  means  adverse  to  the  best  interests  of 
the  agriculturists  themselves,  that  I  can 
make  no  concession.  I  must  adhere  to 
my  original  proposition,  which  I  trust  the 
House  will,  by  a  large  majority,  support, 
thus  putting  an  end  to  uncertainty  and 
alarm,  and  passing  a  measure  which  I  do 
believe  will  be  as  beneficial  to  the  agricul- 
turists as  to  the  rest  of  the  community. 
Mr.  M.  J.  O'Onmell  admitted  that  a 

Knic  existed  amongst  the  agricultural 
dy ;  but  who  had  caused  that  panic  ? 
Did  it  not  lie  at  the  door  of  those  who 
taught  the  English  agriculturists  to  rely 
on  that  broken  reed — the  protection  of 
legislation  ?  Had  they  known  at  the  last 
dissolution  that  an  attack  was  to  be  made 
on  agriculture,  hitherto  protected  in  this, 
cespect  by  absolute  prohibition,  would  the 
result  of  the  late  elections  have  been  the 
same?  Would  the  powerful  muster  of 
farmers'  friends,  which  he  beheld  on  the 
other  side,  have  occupied  those  benches  ? 
What  did  the  Morning  Post  say  the  other 
day  ?  [*'  Oh !  **]  No  doubt  it  was  very 
disagreeable.  He  could  assure  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  be  was  not  going  to  read  them 
an  extract ;  it  was  but  one  short  sentence 
and  he  had  committed  it  to  memory.  The 
defence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  con- 
duct by  the  Morning  Poit  was  this,  **  that 
he  had  not  deceived  the  agriculturists,  but 
that  be  bad  looked  on  while  they  deceived 
Ihtmselvei. ''    Nothing  could  be  more  se- 


vere than  this  from  the  Government  organ. 
This  question  had  two  aspects.  Some 
time  ago  when  they  were  discussing  what 
was  called  a  popular  measure,  the  Income- 
tax,  they  were  told  by  ihe  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet that  the  money  which  it  would  take 
from  the  pockets  of  the  industrious  classes 
would  be  repaid  them  by  the  diminished 
cost  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  which  the 
other  measures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  effect  There  was  a  curious  carica- 
ture exhibited  lately  in  the  picture-shops^ 
which  represented  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  the  character  of  a  doctor,  administering 
a  nauseous  medicine — namely,  the  Income- 
tax.  ['*  Oh  !**]  He  dared  say  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  find  this  sub- 
ject most  unpleasant.  But  in  this  carica- 
ture the  doctor  was  represented  offering 
in  his  other  hand  something  in  the  way  of 
a  soother  to  this  nauseous  medicine.  And 
this  was  the  tariff,  which  was  represented 
so  sweet  and  pleasant  as  to  make  the  In- 
come-tax go  down  the  patients'  throats 
more  pleasantly  than  otherwise.  Now 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  told  them  that 
though  the  necessaries  of  life  were  to  be 
reduced,  the  pockets  of  the  agriculturists 
would  not  feel  it  in  the  least.  The  visage 
now  of  this  modern  Janus  turns  its  other 
side-^the  protection  face  of  Janus  now 
turns,  for  he  said,  that  foreign  cattle  came 
in  from  so  small  and  circumscribed  a  dis- 
trict, that  they  could  produce  no  effect 
upon  the  markets,  and  the  protection  of 
the  cost  of  living  was  to  be  postponed 
sine  die — to  so  distant  a  day  that  no  man 
could  tell  when  it  would  arrive.  He  was 
showing  upon  what  frivolous  grounds  this 
measure  was  called  a  great  t>oon  to  the 
consumer ;  but,  he  believed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  did  not  rest  his  measure 
upon  these.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
forced  to  admit,  though  he  did  not  wish 
to  alarm  the  people,  that  he  had  other 
reasons  for  bringing  forward  his  proposal. 
These,  then,  were  the  contradictory 
grounds  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bad  put 
forward  in  the  same  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment for  the  introduction  of  his  measures. 
He  hoped  hereafter  that  the  farmer  would 
endeavour  to  grow  a  better  description  of 
cattle  for  the  foreign  market  than  hereto- 
fore. He  would  vote  for  the  proposition 
for  this  reason,  that  he  was  sure  if  the 
measure  took  effect,  and  a  competition  in 
cattle  did  take  place,  the  energy  and  in- 
dustry of  their  farmers  would  enable  them 
to  compete  with  foreigners,  and  without 


645 


Cuiiom  ilc/i— 


{Mat  23} 


TKi  Tariff-^CaitU.        666 


any  loss  in  reputation,  meet  them  in  their 
own  markets.  If  this  then  be  true  with 
regard  to  cattle,  which,  to  the  working 
classes,  was  an  article  of  luxury,  was  it 
not  plain  to  alt  that  it  was  much  more  the 
case  with  regard  to  the  prime  necessary  of 
life — ^the  article  of  corn.  A  more  con- 
clusive speech  than  that  made  by  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  favour 
of  a  fixed  duty  on  corn  he  had  never 
heard.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  it  would  create  an  export  trade  in  re- 
turn, which  would  go  far  to  compensate 
for  any  temporary  loss  to  which  the  agri- 
culturists might  be  subject.  If  this  be 
true  with  regard  to  cattle,  how  much  more 
true  was  it  with  regard  to  that  every^day's 
source  of  existence,  which  was  produced 
in  £urope,  America,  and  which  might  be 
brought  from  any  part  of  the  world.  They 
were  told  of  the  energy  and  industry  of 
their  native  farmers,  who  it  was  said  could 
compete  with  others  in  any  part  of  the 
world— that  they  did  not  fear  any  com- 
petition. The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
other  night  told  them  of  the  chemical 
discoveries  which  had  been  made  in  agri- 
culture, and  which  were  sufficient  to  pre- 
serve them  from  any  alarm.  Now,  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  those  che- 
mical discoveries  were  applied  to  the  fat- 
tening of  cattle?  He  had  understood 
that  these  practical  discoveries  tended  in 
an  equal  degree  to  effect  the  production 
of  com  as  well  as  cattle  ;  that  it  was  cal- 
culated to  cheapen  the  growth  of  corn  as 
well  as  cattle.  He  should  like 'then  to 
know,  were  the  Bri.tish  cattle-feeders  in- 
ferior to  those  who  applied  their  capital 
and  industry  to  the  growth  of  corn  ?  He 
supported  a  fixed  duty  upon  corn  because 
it  tended  to  throw  open  a  free  com  petitioE 
to  the  trade  of  the  world.  When  they 
advocated  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  with  respect  to  cattle,  how 
could  they,  with  any  consistency,  advocate 
a  proposition  so  ruinous  to  the  agricul- 
turists, which  was  equivalent  to  putting  a 
fixed  duty  of  15  or  16  per  cent,  on  foreign 
corn  ?  He  hoped  the  farmers  would  see, 
in  spite  of  all  the  alarm  which  had  been 
created,  what  would  be  really  the  most 
beneficial  measure  for  their  interests.  He 
hoped  that  agriculture  would,  in  this  de- 
partment, revive.  If  it  did  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  endeavour  to 
follow  up  the  same  principle  by  giving 
the  protection  of  a  moderate  fixed  duty 
to  corn. 


Lord  Worsley  said,  that  he  had.no  wish 
to  see  the  prohibition  continued,  but  that 
he  asked  for  a  higher  duty  than  that  pro- 
posed. He  did  not  think  it  right  either, 
that  the  lean  and  the  valuable  beast  should 
be  imported  at  the  same  duty. 

Mr.  VilUers  said,  that  he  agreed  with 
his  noble  Friend  that  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somersetshire  had  not 
been  treated  fairly,  for  it  had  been  treated 
with  respect,  and  if  this  House  represented 
the  people  of  the  country,  it  would  have 
been  scouted.  Yes,  he  said  It  would  and 
ought  to  have  been  scouted,  for  what  was 
its  object  ?  Not,  as  the  noble  Lord  said, 
certainly,  to  return  to  prohibition,  but  to 
prevent  the  people  having  the  benefit  of 
the  relief  intended  by  the  measure— this 
was  the  object — it  was  too  favourable  to 
the  people,  too  injurious  to  the  monopolists ; 
and  the  hon.  Member,  in  the  spurit  and  for 
the  Interest  of  his  class,  opposed  it.  Yes, 
when  the  misery  and  suffering  of  the 
people  were  at  last  so  striking,  so  general, 
that  the  Minister  of  their  own  choice,  he 
whom  the  landed  interest,  whom  the  mo- 
nopolists had  placed  in  power  themselves, 
was  obliged  to  propose  some  mitigation  of 
the  monopoly  that  so  cruelly  oppressed  the 
people,  the  Member  for  Somersetshire,  in 
representing  the  interest  and  discontent  of 
his  party,  tried  to  deprive  the  people  of  the 
miserable  boon  that  was  offer^  to  them. 
["  Divide."]  Ay,  they  might  "cry  divide," 
but  he  wanted  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
country  to  the  discussion  of  to-night  It  was 
instructive  and  useful  for  it  to  be  known. 
He  hoped  the  speech  of  the  Member  for 
Somersetshire,  he  hoped  the  whole  debate 
would  be  published  and  circulated  by  the 
Anti-Com-law  League,  and  by  every  free- 
trade  association  in  the  country.  The 
country  would  see  then  the  object  of  their 
opponents,  they  would  see  really  what  it 
was  that  the  prevailing  interest  in  that 
House  cared  for,  and  they  would  see  what 
were  the  tardy  admissions  made  by  their 
old  opponents.  Let  the  country  consider 
the  object  of  the  motion,  and  the  state  of 
the  people.  The  people  were  horribly^is- 
tressed,  many  were  starving.  Many  bad 
been  starved.  And  when  the  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  aware  of  the  circumstance, 
ayows  the  necessity  of  doing  something, 
proposes  a  relaxation  of  the  accursed  laws 
which,  limiting  the  amount,  and  raising 
the  price  of  the  people's  food,  had  caused 
all  the  misery  and  distress,  the  agricultural 
party,  headed  by  the  hon.  Member,  came 
forward  to  deny  the  relief  proposed*— and 
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let  the  people  obserye  the  course  of  the 
argument  pursued.  The  hon.  Mover  of 
the  amendmeDt  makes  a  long  speech  to 
this  effect,  and  though  he  must  know  the 
condition  of  the  people  never  once  in  the 
course  of  his  statement  alludes  to  the 
people^  to  their  interest  in  this  matter. 
No,  his  speech  is  full  of  alarm  lest  the 
people  should  derive  the  slightest  benefit 
from  any  of  the  ample  resources  .which  he 
diowed  himself  to  exist  in  different  parts 
of  the  world,  on  which  the  people  could 
depend  to  supply  their  necessities  in  this 
country.  His  whole  care  was,  lest  the 
price  should  be  reduced,  and  food  be  thus 
rendered  more  accessible  to  the  poor.  He 
had  heard  him  for  aquarter  of  an  hour  ex- 
pressing his  fears  lest  meat  should  fall 
nom  Qd*  to  5c{.,  and  this  at  a  moment 
when  the  people  are  actually  famishing — 
when  all  the  consequences  of  being  ilUfed 
axe  manifested — when  there  is  not  a  single 
populous  or  manufacturing  district  where 
medical  men  are  not  ready  to  come  for- 
ward and  prove  that  destitution,  disease^ 
and  death,  are  being  wide  sfuread  and  has- 
tened throughout  the  land  owing  to  the 
want  of  sufficient  and  wholesome  food.  To 
meet  this  evil,  then,  the  Minister  makes 
bis  proposition  ;  but  what  is  his  answer  to 
his  friends  who  oppose  him  ?  Why,  that 
no  relief  will  really  be  given.  Yes,  that  is 
his  apidogy  for  the  charge.  He  quotes 
from  the  cattle  markets  the  most  recent 
prices,  and  congratulates  his  party  upon  a 
positive  rise  of  price*  That,  then,  is  the 
state  of  the  case,  and  he  hoped  the  people 
would  look  to  it  The  misery  that  is  pre- 
valent— the  sufferings  they  endure— -are 
admitted  ;  relief  is  proposed  by  one  section 
of  the  party  opposite,  and  it  is  opposed 
by  the  other  secUon  because  it  is  relief^ 
and  apologised  for  finally  as  being  no 
lelief.  That  is  the  case  of  the  right 
hon«  Baronet:  he  read  from  the  Pri€e 
Current  to  show  that  all  panic  had  ceased, 
that  meat  would  rise  in  consequence  of  his 
measure ;  and  he,  as  the  House  must  have 
seen,  quieted  his  friends,  who  had  risen  in 
numbers  to  speak  against  him,  till  they 
heard  his  assurance  that  the  public  would 
not  be  benefited.  He  had  comforted  them 
in  the  same  way  about  the  Corn-law,  and 
he  had  been  proved  already  to  be  rights  for 
since  the  Corn-law  had  passed  wheat  had 
risen  4».  a  quarter.  He  promised  them 
the  same  thii^  as  to  meat,  and  the  public 
were  yet  to  be  told  that  the  Income-tax 
was  to  be  tolerated  because  the  cost  of 
living  wss  to  be  reduced.  He  was  n^fncsA, 


however,  at  this  discussion,  because  the 
people  would  see  that  their  sufierings  were 
fully  admitted,  that  little  or  no  relief  was 
proposed,  and  that  they  must  depend  upon 
themselves  if  they  would  obtain  that  re- 
dress to  which  they  were  entitled  by  the 
admission  of  their  enemies. 

Mr.  F.  Scott  said,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  bad  spoken 
as  if  hoD.  Members  on  his  side  were 
disposed  to  depreciate  the  sufferings  of 
the  people.  Now,  there  was  no  such  feel- 
ing, and  it  was  a  vile  calumny  to  say  so. 
He  believed  that  hon.  Members  who  re- 
presented the  agricultural  interests  felt  as 
much  for  the  people  as  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers ;  at  any  rate,  they  understood  their 
own  interest — in  admitting  a  certain  de«- 
gree  of  foreign  produce  at  a  duty  that  did 
not  amouot  to  a  prohibition.  He  believed 
that  by  the  introduction  of  foreign  and 
lean  cattle,  great  benefit  would  accrue, 
not  only  to  the  landowners  and  land- 
holders, but  to  the  consumers  in  every 
class  of  society ;  for  there  was  no  doubt 
that  the  greater  the  quantity  of  cattle  that 
could  be  fattened  in  this  country  the  more 
manure  would  be  produced,  and  the  more 
corn  grown.  They  ought  to  a  certain 
degree  to  support  the  fanner  in  order  to 
give  him  remuneration,  but  they  ought 
also  to  afford  support  to  the  labouring 
classes.  He  was  disposed,  however,  to 
take  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  So- 
mersetshire, not  to  admit  lean  and  fat 
cattle  at  the  same  duty,  but  while  he 
thoughtwthe  home  grazier  ought  to  have  a 
remunerating  price,  he  saw  no  reasoa 
to  disagree  with  the  view  taken  by  the 
light  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  Ward  repudiated  the  charge  of 
calumny  made  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  fact  was, 
his  own  Friend  had  misrepresented  the 
motion  which  he  had  brought  forward, 
and  which  he  knew  he  could  not  support, 
and  they  had  done  so  for  the  purpose  of 
making  amends  to  their  constituents  for 
the  views  they  had  taken  on  the  pre. 
vious  question  of  the  Corn-laws. 

Mr.  0.  Oore  said,  that  he  had  seen 
some  of  the  most  influential  farmers  in 
Shropshire,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
telling  the  House  that  they  were  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  They  wished  protection  to 
be  afforded  to  the  small  rather  than  to 
the  large  animals;  and  that  as  large  pro* 
tcciion  as  possibU  s^|^^  be  giren  to  ibe 
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biMder  and  grazier.  He  should  oppose 
the  amendmeDt  because  he  wished  to 
support  the  poorer  parts  of  the  coatitry — 
Ireland,  Wales*  and  all  those  parts  where 
the  people  were  scarcely  able  to  support 
theinseWes.  He  did  not  look  to  the  Gen* 
tlemen  who  had  their  rich  pastures  and 
rich  fields  of  turnips,  but  to  the  mountains 
of  this  country,  where  the  smaller  kind  of 
beasts  were  fed.  The  small  beasts  fetched 
a  higher  price  in  the  market  than  large 
beasts,  and  it  was  the  former  that  this 
amendment  would  tend  to  depreciate. 
The  north-western  markets,  which  had 
been  much  depreciated,  had  now  risen  to 
their  usual  price,  and  he  was  amicus  that 
the  price  should  continue. 

Mr.  Humet  who  spoke  in  the  midst  of 
much  expressed  impatience,  was  understood 
to  say^  that  he  saw  several  Members  now 
interrupting  the  proceedings  who  had 
taken  no  previous  interest  in  the  motion, 
and  he  helieved  their  object  in  coming  was 
to  interrupt  the  business  of  the  House. 
It  was  his  intention  to  support  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  he  should  not  now  have 
addressed  the  House  but  for  the  charge  of 
calumny  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Rox- 
burghshire (Mr.  F.  Scott)  had  brought 
formrd  against  hon.  Members  on  his  side 
of  the  House.  The  object  of  the  present 
motion  was  to  destroy  the  intention  of  the 
right  bon.  Baronet,  who,  in  the  difficult 
siloation  in  which  he  was  placed,  bad 
attemjyted  in  some  degree  to  alleviate  the 
miseries  of  the  people.  If  hon.  Members 
would  attend  to  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  they  would  see  that  the  state  of 
the  country  required  that  food  of  every 
kind  should  be  cheap ;  but  the  object  of 
the  present  motion  was  to  prevent  meat 
being  cheap,  and  therefore  he  argued  that 
it  was  an  attenipt  to  add  to  the  miseries 
and  suiFeringB  of^the  starving  people.  He 
could  only  say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  as  anxious  as  he  had  stated  him- 
self to  be  that  animal  food  should  be  cheaper, 
he  would  adopt  the  proper  course  and  make 
corn  cheaper.  It  did  not  require  any  argu  - 
roents  to  show  that  if  they  had  cheap 
cattle,  they  should  have  cheap  food  to  feed 
them  with.  Hon.  Members  had  been  at* 
tending  to  their  own  interests  instead  of 
that  of  the  public,  and  now  would  not 
allow  the  truth  to  be  stated.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  had  laid  it  down  as  a 
principle,  tluil  if  cattle  were  fed  abroad  on 
com  wbkb  cooM  be  sold  at  half  the  price 


it  was  in  this  country,  they  could  be  sdd 
cheaper;  and  taking  the  price  of  barley 
abroad  and  in  this  country  be  had  shown 
that  there  would  be  a  difFerence  of  profit  in 
favour  of  the  foreign  breeder  of  21  18ff«  fid. 
He  contended  that^  food  was  cheaper  in 
this  coimtry  meat  would  be  as  cheap  here 
as  in  any  part  of  the  world.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  stated  the  other  night  that 
the  people  ought  to  go  to  the  dieapest 
market,  and  he  no  doubt  would  act  on  that 
principle  if  not  fettered  by  such  supporters 
as  those  by  whom  he  was  surrounded. 
Was  not  the  hon.  Member  opposite  aware 
that  an  extraordinary  degree  of  distress 
prevailed  in  the  manufacturing  districts? 
But  what  was  the  tendency  of  the  proposi- 
tion which  he  made  ?  Why,  to  increase 
that  distress.  He  concurred  in  opinion 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  tended  to  starve  toe  people.  Every 
act  of  theirs  had  that  tendencv.  [**  Oh,  oh."] 
Those  Gentlemen  who  criea  *'  oh,  oh," 
ought  to  be  ashamed  of  themselves.  He 
contended  that  the  tendency  of  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  to  add  to  the  price 
of  food  and  to  interrupt  that  commerce  on 
which  the  welfare  of  the  country  depended. 
Although  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
ffo  to  the  length  which  he  wished  him  to 
do,  he  would  support  him  against  a  party 
who  only  lookea  to  their  own  interests. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  said  they  undeiL 
stood  their  own  interests.  He  repeated 
that  the  hon.  Member  said  the^  knew  theSr 
own  interests  well.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  that  remark,  but 
in  no  other.  The  hon.  Member  and  those 
around  him  did  know  their  own  interests, 
and  this  was  a  question  connected  only 
with  the  interests  of  the  landlords  of  tiie 
country--«a  party  who,  by  dasa-legiaUtioa, 
were  able  to  kea>  up  that  monopoly  from 
which  arose  all  tne  evils  under  which  the 
country  was  now  sufiering.  He  thought 
the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  deserved  gr^ 
credit  for  his  attempt  to  alleviate  the  dis- 
tress which  existed. 

Mr.  MiUi  could  not  allow  the  House 
to  come  to  a  decision  on  the  present  sub- 
ject without  saying  that  he  and  those 
around  him  felt  as  much  for  the  distress 
which  now  existed  in  the  country  as  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton.  He 
must  thank  the  committee  for  the  general 
tone  in  which  the  debate  bad  been  eon- 
I  ducted,  which  differed  so  much  from  tbe 
I  tirade  of  the  hoi^.JA^b^^^^f^. 
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hamptOD.  He  did  not  stand  up  on  the 
present  occasion  as  the  advocate  of  prohi- 
bition. He  only  asked  that  a  protection 
should  be  placed  on  life  cattle  equivalent 
to  that  on  dead  meat ;  and  he  must  say, 
that  he  was  astonished  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  say,  that  the  height  of 
freight  made  up  for  a  low  duty.  What  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  to  the  case 
of  the  Aberdeen  farmers,  who  sent  300 
cattle  weekly  to  Smithfield  market? 
Would  they  do  that  if  they  could  send 
carcases  at  a  greater  profit?  He  thought 
that  a  conclusive  argument  on  that 
point.  All  be  asked  on  the  present  occa- 
sion was,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  agree  to  an  abstract  proposition, 
which  might  be  more  fully  considered 
hereafter. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  by  Mr.  Miles,  to 
take  the  duty  on  live  stock  by  weight,  be 
added: — Ayes  113;  Noes  380:  Ma- 
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Vernon,  G.H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vivian,  hon.  Capt. 
Wakley.T.  , 
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Walker,  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
White,  H. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wi)brahain,hoD.  R.  B. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
WiUhere,  W. 
Winnington,SirT.E. 
Wood,  B. 


Wood,C. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Wood,  Sir  M. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Wynn,rt.hn.C.W.W. 
Wyno,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorkc,  H.  R. 
Young,  J. 

TELLBBS. 

Clerk,  Sir  6. 
Fremantle,SirT. 


House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
agaiD. 

House  adjoarned  at  a  quarter  past  one 
o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
T%e$day,  May  24,  1842. 

MiiTOTSS.]   BiLiA    P11MI&— !*•    RoMtedllalt 
2*-  Gxdw  Duties  Compouxidf}  Turnpike  Roaih  (Ir»> 
land). 

SepifrUd^Lam  at  Bvidtnoe  ImprainiMik 
Private.  — 1*'    Roiinui   Pien«  Lambert  FUviUa  and 
oChen  Naturaliaation  t  Favenham  NaTigatloo. 
S*-     Briitol   awl  Olouoaiter    Railway  1    Aberleeoihiie 
Aoa4l»  Liverpool  Health  of  Town  and  Bulldinf{s  Re- 
guladoo}  EarlofDenn^Eitatet  VlMOunt  fitiwilliamli 
(or  Herbert^)  Estate;  Forth  and  Clyde  Navigatloa. 
A9erM.<^Warvlek  and  Leamington    Union  Railway 
(ipeciaUy)t  Yarmouth  and  Norwich  Railway  (ipecially). 

pRTTioiis  PuasMTBD.  By  the  Earl  of  Hardwlck,  fhna 
Sobam,  Mildenhall,  and  Fordham,  agafaitt  the  piopoied 
AltentiOQ  of  the  Import  Duty  on  Muatard,  Canary,  and 
Carraway  Seeds.— By  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  from 
Black  Iile.  in  the  eounty  of  Roes,  for  Protection  to  the 
Agricultural  Inteieit.— By  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  fton 
Kirk  Michael.  Jomven,  Mortlack,  and  Catoaok,  again* 
the  Importatton  of  Cattle  and  Sheep. 

LocKiMO  Railway  Carriages.] 
The  Earl  of  Ripon  observed  that  a  question 
was  asked  yesterday,  by  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Campbell),  respecting 
the  practice  which  prevailed  on  one  line  of 
railway  of  locking  loth  sides  of  the 
carriages  in  which  passengers  were  con- 
fined ;  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
desired  to  know  what  course  the  Govern* 
ment  had  taken,  or  was  disposed  to  take 
on  the  subject*  The  accident  which  had 
recently  occurred  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Pans,  was  certainly  of  a  natare  calcu- 
lated  to  excite  the  greatest  alarm  in  this 
country,  and  was  one  which  made  it  the 
duty  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  take  some 
steps  on  the  subject.  He,  having  the 
honour  to  preside  over  that  Board,  had 
accordingly  directed  his  attention  to  this 
matter,  and  the  first  thing  he  had  felt  it 
his  duty  to  do  was  to  ascertain  how  far 
the  practice  of  locking  the  carriages  on 
both  sides  prevailed,  and  it  appeared  that. 
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with  the  exception  of  one  railwa]f — the 
Great  Western — Qone  of  the  companies 
locked  up  both  sides.  Some  of  them  were 
in  the  habit  of  locking  up  one  side  of  the 
carriage,  leaving  the  other  side  unlocked. 
Feeling,  however,  that  this  was  a  vecf 
dangerous  practice,  and  one  which  night 
lead  to  a  similar  serious  calamity  to  that 
which  had  overwhelmed  the  passengers  at 
Versailles,  he  referred  the  subject  to  the 
inspector*general  of  railways,  for  bis 
opinion  as  to  the  degree  of  danger  arising 
from  the  practice,  and  as  to  the  necessity 
that  existed  for  its  being  followed.  That 
gentleman  had  reported  that  the  practioe 
was  a  very  dsngerous  one,  and  that  be 
saw  no  possible  advantage  that  conM  arise 
from  it,  and  that  he  thought  it  was  a 
practice  which  ought  not  to  be  pursued. 
Upon  the  receipt  of  this  report,  he  directed 
a  circular  letter  to  be  addressed  to  the  di- 
rectors of  the  different  railway  companiea, 
calling  their  attention  to  the  danger  of 
the  practice,  and  inviting  them  not  to  con- 
tinue  it.  That  was  the  utmost  extent  of 
interference  which  the  law  authorised  the 
Government  to  exercise  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  and  certainly  it  was  a  question  of 
great  difficulty  as  to  whether  Government 
should  be  armed  with  larger  powers  of 
imposing  positive  restrictions  upon  all  these 
companies.  However,  the  suggestion  had 
been  made  by  the  Government,  and  he 
had  the  satisfaction  of  stating  that  he  had 
e?ery  reason  to  believe  that  there  would 
not  be  the  smallest  hesitation  oa  the  part 
of  the  directors  of  the  Western  Railway 
to  comply  with  that  suggestion. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  that  the  explana- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  must  be  very  satis* 
factory  to  the  public.  The  question  was 
one  of  great  importance,  and  was  well 
deserving  the  consideration  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  given  to  it.  Although  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack 
had,  suce  the  accident  occurred  at  Ver- 
sailles, travelled  in  one  of  these  locked  up 
carriages  without  any  inconvenience  or  ap« 
prehension  of  danger,  he  believed  that  }1^m 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  case  was  a 
singular  one,  for  there  could  not  be  a 
question  that  very  great  appreheoeiona 
prevailed  in  the  public  mind  in  cooae- 
quence  of  the  frighlful  calamity  whkb  had 
occured  in  France.  He  hopea,  tberefore^ 
that  it  would  be  possible  to  make  soaae 
arrangements  witK  the  railway  eoaopany, 
and  it  not,  that  some  positive  law  would  be 
passed  on  the  subject*— £~ 
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Tbb  Taritp— Cattle.]  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  preieoted  a  petitioo  from  Kirk- 
nicfaael  and  aeveral  olner  parishes  Id  the 
county  of  Banff,  pniyiog  tneii  Lordsbipa 
not  to  pass  the  tariff  without  giviBg  due 
protedioii  to  the  agriculturaT  interest, 
nore  particularly  as  to  the  importation 
of  foreign  live  stock.  He  made  some  ob- 
servations last  night  on  presenting  a  simi- 
lar petition  in  the  absence  of  Us  noble 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  which  he  was  told  he  ought  not  to 
bave  made  until  his  nuble  Friend  was  pre- 
sent. The  reason  he  did  so  was*  that  be 
uflderotood  there  was  every  probability  of 
the  tariff  being  passed  yesterday  in  the 
House  of  Commoiia.  If  that  bad  been  so, 
it  would  have  been  contraiy  to  the  orders 
of  their  Loordships*  House  for  him  to  have 
presented  a  petition  against  the  bill,  as  it 
would  then  nave  been  before  their  Lord- 
ships. He  could  only  express  his  great 
regret  that  his  noUe  Friend  had  not 
aoosded  to  what  he  considered  the  just 
and  very  reasonable  tequest  of  the  agri- 
culturists, namely,  that  the  duty  should 
have  been  taken  in  a  noore  satisfactory 
manner,  and  he  would  again  express  the 
deep'anziety  he  felt  as  to  the  results  of  those 
very  great  changes  that  were  proposed  to 
be  adopted^— changes  which  could  not  be  of 
service  to  the  agricultural  interest,  but 
which  might,  by  possibility,  be  very  pre- 
judicial to  it.  He  made  no  attack  on  his 
aoUe  Friend  or  en  the  Government  last 
night,  nor  did  he  intend  doing  so  now, 
but  he  thought  that  the  Government  had 
gone  from  one  extreme  to  another  very 
injudidoosly.  The  farmers  had  throughout 
conducted  themselves  with  great  forbear- 
ance, and  in  avoiding  holding  county  meet- 
ings and  petitioning  Parliament,  they  had 
shown  themsdvas  d^rous  of  making  a  com. 
oonpromise  between  all  classesand  interests 
of  the  country.  From  his  knowledge  of  the 
finrmeis  he  could  venture  to  say  that  they 
did  not  wish  to  be  protected  tot  the  pur- 
pose of  enrichbg  themselves  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  other  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity; but  they  did  feel,  and  he  agreed 
with  them,  that  a  reduction  of  wages, 
whicb  would  be  the  necessary  consequence 
of  redudog  the  profits  of  the  farmer, 
would  cause  great  misery  among  that  va- 
luaUe  dass  of  the  people— the  agricultural 
labourers  of  this  country.  The  petition 
was  ver^  respectfully  framed,  and  many  of 
the  petitiooers  he  knew,  and  it  prayed 
their  Lordships  to  give  adequate  protec* 
ties  10  the  afl^tunl  inleieel. 


The  Earl  of  Ripon  was  not  the  least 
disposed  to  find  fault  with  his  noble  Friend 
for  hariog  presented  a  petition  yesterday 
without  communicating  with  liim.     He 
had  no  right  to  complain ;  his  absence  yes- 
terday was  his  own  &ult;  but,  if  he  had 
been  present,  he  should  only  have  addressed 
a  very  iew  observations  to  their  Lordships, 
because  matters  like  this  which  involved 
questions  of  detail  were  better  discussed  in 
the  regular  way  than  upon  the  mere  pre- 
sentation of  a  petition.     He  would  say, 
generally,  that  after  the  most  mature  con- 
sideration he  had  been  able  to  give  to  the 
subject,  and  after  the  closest  examination  of 
the  facts  relating  to  it,  he  could  not  par- 
ticipate in  the  apprehensions  which   the 
petitioners  entertained  with  respect  to  the 
effect  of  the  proposed  alterations  as  to  the 
importation  of  live  cattle.     The  mainten- 
ance of  the  doctrine  of  prohibition,  as  well 
as  its  practice,  he  considered  to  be  now  ut- 
terly impossible.     This  his  noble  Friend 
must  himself  admit.    What  the  Govern- 
ment then  had  to  do  was,  to  consider  what 
would  be  a  moderate  and  reasonable  duty, 
and,  looking  not  only  to  the  drcumstances 
connected  with  this  country,  but  to  those 
connected  with  other  countries  also,  they 
had  been  led  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
duty  proposed  was  one  which  live  cattle 
could  fiiirly  bear,  and  which  would  not  ex- 
pose the  agricultural  interest  to  any  injury 
whatsoever,  and  that  was  really  his  sincere 
conviction.    He  was  not,  however,  at  idl 
surprised  at  the  apprehenstona  that  were 
entertained  on  this  subject,  because  he 
knew,  firom  some  years'  experience  in  these 
matters,  that  when  an  alteration  was  pro- 
posed to  be  made  from  a  system  of  prohi- 
bition to  one  of  a  moderate  duty,  all  sorts 
of  evil  consequences  were  prophesied  as 
being  likely  to  result  from  it.    He  remem- 
bered, not  many  years  ago,  what  occurred 
upon  this  very  subject  of  the  importation 
of  cattle.     When  Ireland  began  to  supply 
this  country  with  considerable  numbers  of 
live  cattle,  there  prevailed  in  his  part  of 
the  country — he  meant  Lincolnshire— «s 
great  a  panic  then  as  it  had  recently  been 
kibouriog  under ;  and  be  recollectedf  bdng 
at  that  time  told  by  his  own  tenants  that 
they  were  about  to  be  ruined  by  such 
masses  of  Irish  cattle  coming  to  the  Eng- 
lish market,  and  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  them  to  obtain  adequate  remunera- 
tion for  rearing  cattle.     He  did  not  enter^ 
tain  auT  of  those  apprehensions,  and  he 
venturea  to  tell  them  that  he  could  not 
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thought  that  ID  a  very  short  time,  althouj^h 
the  number  of  cattle  from  Ireland  might 
annually  increase,  no  injury  would  fall 
upon  them,  nor  would  their  means  be  di- 
minished for  cultivating  the  land,  nor 
would  thev  be  deprived  of  those  reasonable 
profits  which  they  had  been  accustomed  to 
realize.  This  expectation  of  his  had  been 
fulfilled.  The  quantity  of  cattle  impor- 
ted from  Ireland  had  increased  by  thou- 
sands and  thousands  year  after  year, 
and  certainly  with  advantage  to  Ireland 
and  to  this  country  into  the  bargain, 
and  yet  not  one  of  those  disadvantages 
apprehended  by  his  tenants  had  ever  be- 
fallen them.  At  least,  as  far  as  his  ex- 
perience went,  he  had  no  evidence  of  the 
want  of  remunerating  prices  which  they 
apprehended.  The  motive  for  making  the 
change  at  the  present  moment  undoubtedly 
was,  that  it  was  impossible  to  maintain 
the  principle  of  prohibition  upon  any  ground 
whatever.  Nobody  could  be  found  to  un- 
dertake that  task /therefore her  Majesty's 
Government  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
any  attempt  to  make  this  particular  article 
the  sole  exception  to  the  general  principle 
of  the  whole  tariff,  as  it  was  now  already 
constructed,  would  be  untenable,  and  that 
if  they  had  been  inclined  to  take  so  erro- 
neous a  course,  they  would  certainly  have 
been  foiled  in  the  attempt.  It  was  sup- 
posed that  the  opening  of  the  British 
market,  under  a  moderate  duty,  to  cattle 
from  abroad,  would  lead  to  such  an  im- 
portation as  would  have  a  ruinous  eflTect 
upon  the  price  of  cattle  in  this  country. 
That  it  might  have  some  effect  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  and  at  some  future 
time,  was  very  possible ;  nor  ought  they 
to  be  surprised,  or  even  disappointed,  if  it 
should ;  for  let  anybody  watch  the  gradual 
increase  of  the  price  of  meat  for  the  few 
last  years  in  this  country,  and  consider  also 
the  vast  increase  of  our  population,  and 
then  the  necessity  of  endeavouring  to  secure 
to  the  people  some  protection  against  an 
undue  elevation  of  price  of  an  article  which 
was  in  hct  one  of  necessity  would  be  ap- 
parent. In  considering  the  rate  of  duty 
to  be  imposed,  it  was  necessary  to  look  to 
those  quarters  whence  it  was  supposed 
these  great  importations  would  come. 
Now,  there  really  were  only  two  countries 
in  Europe  from  which  there  could  be  ex 


all  those  countries  which  were  oontinuous 
with  those  two  limited  spots  had  such 
vast  populations  that  they  were  obliged  to 
import  cattle  for  their  own  use.  France, 
with  a  population  of  36,000,000,  imported 
more  than  it  exported,  and,  Dotwitlutand- 
ing  that,  the  price  of  meat  in  France  for 
,  the  last  twenty  years  was  actually  doubled, 
<  and  the  consumption,  though  vast,  in  no 
'  degree  kept  pace  with  the  increase  of  the 
population,  nor  had  the  stock  of  cattle 
kept  pace  in  any  sort  of  ratio  with  the 
population.  In  Bel$>ium  they  had  not 
enough  cattle  for  their  own  consumption, 
I  but  were  obliged  to  import ;  and  thron^h- 
I  out  the  whole  German  I^eague,  comprismg 
!  a  population  of  26,000,000,  the  same  state 
of  tnings  actually  existed.  In  every  one 
of  those  countries  there  had  been  a  gradual 
increase  of  prices  going  on  during  the  last 
twenty  years,  and  in  all  of  them  prices 
were  tending  to  the  maximum  they  had 
attained  in  France,  and  which,  after  all, 
was  not  a  great  deal  less  than  the  price  of 
meat  in  this  country.  The  case,  then 
came  to  this^theie  were  64,000,000  of 
people  on  the  continent,  to  which  might 
be  added  27,000,000  for  the  United  King- 
dom, making  91,000,000,  who  were  about 
to  compete  for  a  few  thousand  head  of 
cattle,  being  the  small  surplus  supply  of  a 
small  portion  of  the  continent  of  Europe. 
Was  It  possible,  under  all  these  circum- 
stances, that  any  evil  consequences  could 
arise  as  far  as  regarded  the  interests  of 
those  who  thought  that  the  price  of  meat 
would  be  unduly  diminished.^  His  im- 
pression was  (and  so  far  it  was  to  him  a 
matter  of  great  regret)  that  the  reduction 
of  price,  generally  speaking,  would  be  very 
little  indeed.  But  though  that  might  be 
the  case,  still  the  country  would  derive  all 
the  benefit  of  a  free  competition  which  the 
alteration  would  introauce.  And  this, 
after  all,  was  the  great  benefit  to  be  sought 
for  in  the  reduction  of  duty  upon  any 
article.  It  served  rather  as  a  check  to  the 
undue  elevation  of  prices,  than  as  a  means 
of  reducing  prices.  To  this  extent,  then, 
the  country  at  large  would  be  benefitted, 
and  that  without  inflicting  the  smallest 
injury  upon  any  individual  interest  in  it 

The  Duke  of  Bichnumd  without  wishing 
to  offer  anv  advice  to  his  noble  Friend, 
would  not  hesitate  to  repeat  the  observa- 


p«cted  to  be  any  importation  of  cattle  into    tion  he  made  last  niffht,  that  in  his  opinion 

*    I  of  I  the  tariff  was  inconsistent  with  itself.     He 


this  kingdom :  the  one  was  that  portion 
the  kingdom  of  Denmark  forming  the 
Duchy  of  Holstein,  and  possibly  a  small 
quantity  might  come  from  Holland ;  but 


could  not  understand  why  they  were  to 
allow  lean  stock  to  come  in  upon  the  pay- 
ment  of  a  duty  of^H..  Md^t^^jr^ch 
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W88  worth  five  times  as  much,  to  come  in 
upon  the  same  terms.  Again,  if  a  calf 
were  imported  worth  2L  lOs,^  the  duty 
was  to  be  10^.,  but  if  a  sheep  were  im- 
ported, which  also  might  be  worth  21.  or 
2/.  10^.,  the  duty  would  only  be  Zs.  Upon 
what  principle  was  this  difference  maae? 
He  was  against  all  prohibition  ss  well  as 
his  noble  Friend,  but  he  certainly  wanted 
to  know  who  was  the  Gentleman  who  drew 
up  this  tariff.  He  wished  to  learn  of  that 
Gentleman  upon  what  calculation  it  was 
that  he  proposed  to  allow  the  importation 
of  a  fat  animal  alive  at  a  duty  of  20^., 
which  of  course  brought  with  it  the  tallow 
and  the  hide  free  of  duty,  whereas  if  that 
animal  were  killed  before  it  was  imported 
the  duty  would  be  upwards  of  64^.,  thus 
giving  a  premium  for  bringing  the  animal 
to  this  country  alive  of  no  less  than  44^. 
The  passing  of  the  Corn-law  would  of 
itself  reduce  the  price  of  cattle^  because 
the  duty  on  barley  and  oats  was  not  suffi. 
cient  to  protect  the  English  farmer  from 
competition,  the  result  would  therefore  be 
that  the  farmer  would  keep  more  cattle  on 
the  produce  of  his  farm.  But  what  he 
complained  of  was,  that  these  great  ex- 
periments all  affected  one  interest  only, 
and  that  was  the  agricultural  interest. 
That  interest  would  have  to  sustain  all  the 
risk,  while  it  could  by  no  possibility  obtain 
any  advantage.  His  noble  Friend  had 
said  that  he  did  not  think  the  price  of  meat 
would  be  reduced  by  this  alteration  of  the 
tariff;  if  so,  then  why  did  the  Government 
excite  this  panic  throughout  the  country? 
If  the  consumer  would  not  be  better  off. 
why  induce  him  to  entertain  hopes  that 
would  be  disappointed?  One  effect  had 
already  taken  place  in  the  reduction  of 
wages.  In  consequence  of  the  tariff,  and 
of  the  Corn-laws,  agricultural  wages  had 
been  already  reduced.  He,  however, 
hoped  that  the  fiirmers  would  not  reduce 
the  wages  of  their  labourers,  if  they  could 
possibly  pay  them,  for  there  was  no  worse 
economy  than  that  of  badly  paying  la- 
bourers. If  his  noble  Friend  had  complied 
with  the  requisition  made  to  him  by  many 
friends  of  the  Government,  and  had  put 
the  tariff  in  a  way  in  which  it  could  have 
been  satisfactorily  argued,  it  could  not  have 
&iled  to  have  done  a  great  deal  of  good. 
He  did  not  wish  to  speak  strongly  upon 
this  subject;  but  he  felt  it  right,  and  a 
duty  he  owed  to  himself^  to  express  his 
opinion^  though  what  fell  from  him  might 
not  be  worth  much  either  there  or  else- 
where.   He  did  not  wish  to  say  more :  he 


did  not  wish  to  say  there  was  great 
danger  to  be  apprehended  from  these 
changes;  he  only  desired  to  express  his 
own  great  and  deep  anxiety  upon  the  sub- 
ject. He  was  far  from  wishing  to  alarm 
the  farmers  by  any  observations  that  might 
fall  from  him ;  on  the  contrary,  be  would 
recommend  the  farmers  not  to  be  alarmed, 
but  to  entertain  the  hope  that  they  might 
by  industry  and  skill  be  able  to  pursue  the 
course  they  had  heretofore  pursued,  for 
he  felt  that  all  opposition  on  their  part 
at  the  present  time  would  be  of  very 
little  service.  At  the  same  time  he  did 
hope  and  trust  that  if  his  noble  Friend 
should  have  the  opportunity  to  read  the 
papers  which  had  been  forwarded  to  him, 
he  would  read  them.  His  noble  Friend 
should  remember  that  firmness  was  a 
virtue  to  a  certain  extent,  but  after  a 
certain  extent  it  became  obstinacy.  He 
would  not  give  any  notice  of  an  inten- 
tion to  oppose  the  tariff.  He  did  not 
wish  to  pledge  himself  upon  the  subject ; 
but  he  was  extremely  anxious  that  his 
noble  Friend  should  rtad  the  papers  which 
had  been  sent  to  him  from  every  part  of 
the  country,  and  then  he  would  agree  in 
the  opinion  that  considerable  alarm  had 
prevailed  among  the  farmers  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  intended  alterations. 

Earl  FUzwilUam  said,  that  it  was  not 
his  office  to  endeavour  to  reconcile  the 
different  parts  of  the  tariff,  but  he  could 
not  help  expressing  the  satisfaction  which 
he  derived  both  from  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  and  also  from  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Duke  on  the  cross 
benches.  That  noble  Duke  had  followed 
the  example  of  the  noble  Earl  in  declaring 
that  he  was  not  an  advocate  for  prohibition. 
This  was  a  great  step  gained.  The  noble 
Duke,  who  had  always  been — though  he, 
perhaps,  would  not  allow  it — a  great  advo- 
cate for  prohibition,  ["  No,  no,**] — the  noble 
Duke  had  undoubtedly  always  been  a 
great  advocate  for  protection,  and  as  such, 
he  must  place  him  in  the  category  of  those 
who  were  in  favour  of  a  protection  which 
amounted  almost  to  prohibition.  It  was, 
therefoie,  in  his  opinion,  a  great  step 
gained,  to  find  the  noble  Duke  now  de- 
claring that  he  was  not  an  advocate  for 
prohibition.  He  could  not  refrain  from 
adding  his  own  testimony  to  that  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  as  to  the  unfounded 
alarm  which  existed  on  this  subject,  and 
he  was  justified,  d  fortion,  in  supposing 
that  the  alarm  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn- 
laws  was  equally  unfounded.    The  noble 
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Earl  bad  meDtioned  the  foreign  oountrtes 
from  which  an  importation  of  cattle  might 
take  place,  and  had  correctly  stated  that 
such  an  importation  would  not  lower  the 
price  of  cattle  in  this  country  in  ordinary 
circumstancesi  but  would  merely  prerent 
an  undue  rise  in  the  price  of  cattle  and 
meat  in  this  country.    The  noble  Earl  had 
correctly  stated  that  such  would  be  the 
eflfect  of  the  alteration  in  resard  to  cattle, 
and  such^  he  beliered,  would  be  the  effect 
in  regard  to  com.     He  had  always  stated 
that  the  farmers  need   not  look,  in  the 
event  of  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  corn, 
with  any  alarm  on  such  an  alteration,  in 
the  belief  that  it  would  lower  the  price  of 
corn  in  ordinary  times,  and  that  such  an 
alteration   would  only  hare  the  efiect  of 
preventing  an  extravagant  rise  of  price  in 
the  case  of  a  deficient  harvest.    That  he 
apprehended   would  be  the  effect  of  an 
alteration  of  the  Corn-law.     It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  France  did  not  raise  cattle 
sufficient  for  her  own  consumption^  and 
that  she  was  obliged  to  import  cattle  from 
Germany.    What  had  the  French  graziers 
done?     They  had  addresssd  the  French 
Legislature,  and  had  obtained  what  they 
called  a  protection  against  German  cattle. 
What  had  been  the  recoil  of  that  blow 
made  against  German  cattle  for  the  pur- 
pose of  protecting  the  home  trade?    The 
efiect  has  been  to  put  a  stop  to  the  im- 
portation of  French  commodities  into  Ger- 
many, and  such  would  always  be  the  effect 
of  protecting  or  prohibitory  laws. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  he 
had  never  been  the  advocate  for  prohibition 
in  regard  to  corn  or  anything  else.  All  he 
contended  for  was  a  protection  to  the  Eng- 
lish farmer  equivalent  to  the  taxes  which 
be  was  called  on  to  pay. 

Lord  Kinnaird  said,  that  he  thought  the 
argument  for  the  alteration  of  the  duty 
on  cattle  applied  with  equal  force  to  an 
alteration  of  the  duty  on  oorn»  and  from 
what  he  had  heard  to-night,  he  did  not 
despair  of  seeing  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Ripon)  either  bringing  in  or 
supporting  a  bill  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws.  The  noble  Duke  who  sat  on  the 
cross-benches  (the  Duke  of  Richmond)  said, 
that  the  fiirmers  deserved  great  praise  for 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  consented  to 
the  lace  alteration  of  the  Corn-law.  They 
might  deserve  praise,  or  they  might  not  $ 
but  for  his  own  part  he  saw  no  reason  for 
giving  it  them^  because  they  had  got  a 
very  good  bargain,  for  ever  since  the 
Cm-biH  had  been  passed  prices  bad  been 


rising,  and  he  had  good  authority  Ibr 
stating,  (at  least  it  was  his  belief)  that  in 
six  weeks  com  would  be  admitted  at  the 

Is.  duty.     In  regard  to  the  averages,  he 
was  led  to  believe  that  there  was  some  dif- 
ference between  England  and  Scotland. 
The   averages  in    Scothmd  were    much 
higher  than  in  En^and ;  and  he  found  on 
inquiry  that  this  arose  in  consequence  of 
the  English  farmers  being  interested  in 
keeping  down  the  averages,  and  giring  a 
return  of  all  the  inferior  grain  which  they 
sold,  whilst  in  Scotland  the  farmers  were 
not  so  interested,  and  did  not  make  any 
return  of  the  inferior  grain  sold,  which 
was  generally  consumed  in  making  spirits 
in  malting  and  other  purposes.    In  regard 
to  the  distress  of  the  countryt  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Government  if  they  had  any 
objection  to  state  the  reason  why  at  the 
present  moment  they  had  thought  it  ex- 
pedient to  advise  her  Majesty  to  issue  a 
begging  letter,  soliciting  subscriptions  for 
the  relief  of  that  distress  t    They  had  been 
told  that  the  distress  was  only  temporary, 
but  it  had  been  in  existence  since  1837»  it 
would  appear  from  such  a  letter  having 
been  issued  that  it  was  increasing,  and 
that  at  this  moment  there  was  little  or  no 
prospect  of  its  being  decreased.     He  had 
been  informed  that  that  letter  had  been 
issued  in  consequence  of  communications 
received  by  the  Government  from  diftrent 
parts  of  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  any  objections  to 
produce   these    communications    to    the 
House.     His  noble  Friend  near  him  had 
informed  him  that  he  had  heard  the  letter 
read  at  the  church  which  he  attoided  last 
Sunday,  and  he  wished  to  know  why  her 
Majesty  had  been  adrised  at  the  prossut 
moment  to  issue  such  a  letter?    ^The 
Earl  of  Riptm  was  not  aware  that  siich  a 
letter  had  been  issued.]  Did  her  Majesty's 
Government  mean  to  say,  they  did  not 
know  anything  of  such  a  letters-did  her 
Majesty's  Government  mean  to  say  that 
it  was  not  issued  by  their  authority  ?  This 
only  made  the  matter  more  deserving  of 
inquiry ;  and  he  now  gave  notioe  that  he 
should  move  for  a  copy  of  the  letter,  and  en 
Thursday  week,  he  would  move  for  a 
select  committee  to  inquire  into  the  cause 
of  the  present  distress  of  the  country.    He 
hoped  there  would  be  no  ofcjectioo  to  this, 
inasmuch  as  their  Lordships  were  not  bur- 
dened with  business  at  the  present  moment; 
and  the  only  thing  they  did,  was  to  throw 
out  good  measures,  and  pass  bad  ones. 

The  Duke  of  Bkkmond  said,  the  uM^ 
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Lord  made  an  unfounded  attack  on  their 
Lordships'  House,  when  he  asserted  that 
they  only  threw  out  good  measures  and 
passed  bad  ones.  Id  regard  to  what  the 
noble  Lord  had  said  of  the  farmers  of 
Scothind  he  thought  that  he  knew  a  great 
deal  about  them,  bnt  he  had  never  heard 
of  their  selling  wheat  for  the  purpose  of 
being  malted.  The  noble  Lord  ought  not 
to  talk  on  a  subje<it  which  he  did  not 
understand*  Had  he  mixed  more  with 
the  agricalturists  out  of  doors^  he  would 
not  have  made  the  mistake  he  had  done  in 
supposing  that  even  the  fiEvmerB  of  Scotland 
malted  inferior  wheat. 

Lord  Kitmaird  explained:  He  had 
stated  and  again  repeated,  that  the  inferior 
wheat  was  sold  for  malting  and  other  pur- 
poses, and  was  not  includeid  in  the  returns 
made  by  the  farmers.  He  had  paid  great 
attention  to  agriculture  from  his  youth  up- 
wards, and  he  had  gained  his  knowledge  of 
thejeftcts  of  l^islating  on  the  question  from 
studying  the  'speeches  which  a  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Ashburton)  used  to  make  on  the 
subject. 

Petition  laid  on  the  'table. 

Income.Tax.]  The  Duke  of  Rwhmoful 
presented  a  petition  from  Ross-shtre  against 
the  proposed  plan  of  taxing  tenants. 

Earl  fitznilliam  »aid,  that  this  was  a 
petition  against  the  Income-tax.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  rent  a  tenant  paid  was 
any  criterion  of  his  profits,  or  even  of  his 
capital.  He  would  take  that  opportunity 
to  observe  that  wages  were  falling  previous 
to  the  meeting  of  Parliament,  and  before 
the  farmers  bad  any  idea  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  propose  the  measures  they 
had  done.  The  fall  was  not  to  be  attri- 
buted to  the  change  in  the  Corn-lawSf  but 
it  arose  frOni  the  want  of  a  demand  for 
a^icultural  labour  in  the  manufacturing 
districts. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

The  Queen's  Letteb.1  Lord  Kin* 
naird  then  moved  that  the  letter  issued  by 
her  Migesty,  calling  on  the  clergy  to  make 
subscriptions  for  the  relief  of  the  national 
distress,  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

The  Duke  aiJVeUingtm:  Before  moving 
for  the  letter,  the  noble  Lord  should  be 
perfectl]|r  certain  that  such  a  letter  had 
been  written. 

Lord  Kinnahrd  said,  that  his  noble 
Friend  near  him  could  certify  to  the  fact, 
because  he  had  heard  it  react  last  Sunday 
at  church. 


Lord  Colbome  said,  he  certainly  was  in 
the  belief  that  he  had  heard  such  a  letter 
read  last  Sunday. 

The  Duke  of  WelUngtm  said,  if  there 
were  such  a  letter^  he  would  offer  no  ob- 
jection to  the  production  of  a  copy  of  it. 

The  Earl  of  Rif)on  suggested  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  give  notice  of^his  motion. 

Lord  Kinnaird  then  gave  notice,  that 
on  Thursday  next  he  would  move  for  the 
production  of  the  letter. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuseday,  May  24, 1 842. 

MiKvnfl.]     Naw  WMT^For    Uie  Govnty  of  Ifettlw 

vice  Daniel  O'Coonell,  Esq. 
BiLZA    TuhUc^V"  Primrose  Mill. 

5*-  add  paiNd  :-»Iiicunibents  Leariiig  (No.  f ). 

Privatt.— Reported^— T^na  Fbherict ;   HaddlngteoahiM 

Roads;  Stockton  and  Hartlepool  Railway. 

3*>-  and pai8ed:—Favenham Navigation;  Liverpool  Iih- 

pTovement. 
PcrrnoNB  Pmbbntbd.     From  the  Trade  House  of  0U»* 

gowj  in  favour  of  the  proposed  Commercial  Refonns  and 

Financial  Measures. 

Apfohanistan.]  Sir  R,  Peel  said, 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  given  notice  of  a 
motion  for  Thursday  next,  for  copies  of 
certain  official  correspondence  with  respect 
to  the  affairs  on  the  north-western  frontier 
of  India.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  thought,  that 
in  the  present  state  of  affairs  in  Affghan- 
istan,  the  House  could  not  advantage- 
ously enter  upon  the  discussion,  and  as  he 
should  on  Thursday  be  obliged  to  decline 
to  grant  the  required  information,  he  would 
express  a  hope,  that  on  public  grounds, 
bis  hon.  Friend  would  consent  to  post- 
pone his  motion. 

Mr.  BaiUie  would  consent,  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  on 
the  grounds  he  had  stated,  to  postpone 
this  motion  from  Thursday  next.  He 
could  not,  however,  withdraw  it,  although 
he  could  not  then  fix  a  time  when  he 
would  bring  it  forward. 

Captain  Elliot — Texas.]  Sir  R. 
Peel  said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume)  had 
the  other  evening  asked  him,  without  any 
circumlocution,  a  series  of  questions  re- 
lative to  the  mission  of  Captain  Elliot  to 
Texas,  which  be  had  also,  without  any  cir- 
cumlocution, answered.  If  the  hon«  Gen- 
tleman had  not  so  put  his  questions,  he 
should  not  have  been  prevented  from  mak- 
ing some  observations ;  and  from  stating, 
that  whatever  might  have  been  the  co^ 


Custom  ilch—  {COMMONS}         The  tariff^CailU.         68d 


duct  of  Captain  Elliot  in  the  difficult  situ- 
tion  in  which  be  had  been  placed^  he 
must  say,  that  although  he  did  not  know 
that  hon.  Gentleman  before  the  inter- 
course he  had  since  with  him,  he  had 
every  reason  to  place  confidence  in  the 
integrity  and  ability  with  which  he  would 
perform  his  duties.  This  was  a  spon- 
taneous intimation  on  his  part,  and  he 
must  declare  that  there  was  nothing  in  his 
correspondence  with  Captain  Elliot  to 
show  that  full  confidence  might  not  be 
reposed  in  his  integrity  and  ability. 

•  Medical  Charities  (Ireland).]  Mr. 
M.  7.  O'Connell  asked  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Go?ernment 
to  bring  in  a  bill  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion to  regulate  the  medical  charities  in 
Ireland  ? 

Lord  Eliot  was  sorry  that  he  was  not 
able  to  give  a  positive  answer  to  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  in  his  opinion, 
a  bill  was  much  wanted,  and  acting  upon 
that  opinion,  he  had  directed  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  to  prepare  a  bill  founded 
on  the  report  of  last  year.  He  was  not 
then  aware  that  this  report  was  open  to 
objection,  but  he  now  found  that  consider- 
able objections  were  entertained  to  it  by 
the  medical  profession;  he  had  been  in 
communication  with  those  gentlemen,  and 
without  expressing  any  decided  opinion, 
he  hoped  that  the  difficulties  would  be 
removed,  and  that  he  would  be  able  to  lay 
on  the  Table  during  the  present  Session  a 
bill  which  would  be  satisfactory  to  all 
parties.  In  the  state  of  the  public  busi- 
ness, however,  he  could  not  say  when  he 
would  be  able  to  proceed  with  such  a  bill. 

Customs  Acts— The  Tariff— Cat- 
tle.] Sir  R.  Peel  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  a  committee  on  the  Cus- 
toms Acts  Bill. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  the  sugar 
duties  formed  a  part  of  the  tariff,  and  it 
was  only  reasonable  that  they  should  re- 
ceive a  separate  discussion;  he  woQld, 
therefore,  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  were  his  intention  to  introduce 
the  Annual  Sugar  Duties  Bill  before  the 
tariff  had  gone  through  committee?  For, 
if  so,  it  would,  perhaps,  be  better  to  take 
the  discussion  on  the  bill  rather  than  on 
the  tariff.  He  apprehended  that  the  su. 
gar  duties  were  only  introduced  into  the 


tariff  for  the  sake  of  uniformity,  and  that 
Jthey  were  only  to  be  renewed  for  one  year, 
otherwise  a  great  constitutional  question 
would  be  involved. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  it  right  to  pat  the 
sugar  duties  in  the  tariff,  that  the  Houie 
might  have  a  full  view  of  the  alterations 
he  proposed  to  make.  He  thought  it  bet- 
ter, however,  that  the  discussion  should  be 
taken  on  the  usual  bill.  He  would,  there- 
fore,  give  notice  that  on  Friday  week  be 
would  take  a  separate  vote  on  the  sugar 
duties,  without  reference  to  the  progress 
they  might  have  made  with  the  tariff,  if, 
unfortunately,  they  should  not  have  pro- 
ceeded so  far  with  the  tariff.  At  any  rate, 
he  would  give  precedence  to  the  sugar 
duties  on  Friday  week,  and  not  take  any 
vote  on  the  question  of  sugar  in  the  tariff. 

House  in  committee. 

On  the  question  that  the  duty  on  oxen 
and  bulls  be  20s,  per  head  from  foreign 
countries,  and  10#.  per  head  from  British 
possessions. 

Mr.  Miles  now  thought  it  necessary  to 
enunciate  a  proposition  he  had  to  make  to 
the  committee,  particularly  after  what  had 
occurred  last  night.  He  admitted  that 
they  should  look  to  the  interest  of  the 
consumer,  as  well  as  to  the  producer  of 
live  cattle ;  and  it  was  his  wish  to  take  as 
his  basis  the  duty  sugsested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  As  tie  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  meant  to  keep  a 
duty  of  Id.  a  pound  on  the  dead  weight, 
that  would  amount  to  9s.  4d,  the  cwt., 
and  that  same  rate  of  protection  he  re- 
quired for  live  cattle.  Then  came  the 
question  how  thev  were  to  reduce  live 
weight  to  dead  weight :  this  was  a  matter 
of  such  difficulty  to  determine  with  accu- 
racy that  he  would  make  one  proposition 
to  embrace  sheep,  pigs,  cows,  and  oxen. 
He  would  take  the  very  highest  deduction 
that  was  ever  made  from  the  gross  weight 
of  the  animal  to  reduce  the  live  to  the 
dead  weight.  He  would  take  the  deduc- 
tion at  two-fifths.  If  they  took  two-fifths 
from  9s.  4d,  they  would  have  a  duty  of 
55.  5id,  per  cwt. :  he  would  say  for  the 
duty  5s.  6d, :  and  declare  that  for  every 
beast  imported  for  every  cwt.  of  the  live 
weight  the  duty  should  be  5s»  6d,,  and  to 
make  both  equal  he  would  raise  the  duty 
on  the  dead  weight  from  8^.  to  9s.  4d.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent 
to  this  alteration,  all  the  alarm  of  the  agri- 
cultural body  would  be  at  an  end,  and  be 
would  be  only  doing  justice  to  the  agricul- 
turists as  well  as  the  consumer.    As  "Be 
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had  last  night  trespaased  bo  long  on  their 
attention,  he  would  not  then  say  any  more^ 
hot  express  a  h<^  that  the  House  would 
receire  his  proposition  with  favour^  and 
dedare  that  in  lieu  of  a  duty  of  !/•  per 
head  for  oxen  and  buUs  there  be  levied  a 
duty  <rf  5«.  6d.  per  cwt. 

Sir  R.  Peel  derived  great  consolation 
from  the  declaration  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  if  he  would  adopt  a  9$.  4d.  duty, 
instead  of  an  8s.,  he  would  remove  all  the 
apprehensions  of  the  agricultural  body,  as 
far  as  meat  was  concerned.  He  could  not 
have  been  far  from  the  mark,  therefore,  as 
to  meat.  If  live  cattle  only  weighed  four 
cwt.,  after  deducting  the  two-fifths,  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  would  only 
raise  the  duty  2s.,  and  although  of  course 
the  duty  would  be  higher  for  heavier  cat- 
tle, he  would  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
why  he  could  not  consent  to  his  propo- 
sal. He  thought  that  the  duty  he  pro- 
posed upon  meat  and  cattle  was  ample  and 
suflScient.  He  thought  that  if  lean  cattle 
had  a  free  admission,  the  agricultural  body 
would  derive  a  great  advantage.  As  far 
as  lean  cattle  was  concerned,  the  duty  of 
IL  was  sufficient,  and  the  agriculturists 
would  have  a  right  to  complain  if  he 
flung  upon  them  only  fat  instead  of  lean 
beasts.  The  hon.  Gentleman's  duty  would 
discountenance  the  importation  of  the 
heavier  sorts  of  lean  beasts,  which  afforded 
the  least  profit  to  the  farmers.  With  re- 
spect to  fat  beasts  it  was  not  the  amount 
of  duty  but  the  distance,  the  small  area 
from  which  a  supply  could  be  obtained, 
and  the  difficulty  of  transport  to  this 
country  that  was  the  real  protection.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  think  it  disrespectful  to  his 
opinion  if  he  adhered  to  his  own  proposal. 

Mr.  Pusey  thought  that  he  could  make 
a  useful  suggestion.  He  was  satisfied  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  equally  with  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Miles)  and  himself,  was 
desirous  of  promoting  the  agricultural  in- 
terests; their  difference  was  not  one  of 
principle,  but  of  detail.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said  that 
the  duty  on  live  cattle  was  equal  to  that 
on  meat;  but  in  the  opinion  of  every 
farmer  in  the  country  with  whom  he  had 
conversed  it  was  not  so.  He  would  not 
propose  to  refer  a  mere  matter  of  taxation 
to  a  committee  of  the  House,  but  this 
being  a  matter  of  detail,  he  thought  iV 
was  a  fair  subject  of  investigation  Jb^fore  a 


select  committee.  There  was  a  precedent 
for  such  a  course  in  the  committee  now 
sitting  on  the  Grinding  Bill.  If  such  a 
committee  were  granted,  there  need  be  no 
delay,  for  in  five  days  he  would  be  pre- 
pared with  evidence  to  show  that  there 
was  ioconsbtency  in  the  right  hon.  Gen. 
tleman's  own  proposals.  They  had  pro- 
duced alarm  among  the  farmers  in  this 
country,  for  they  dearly  saw  the  Incon- 
sistency, and  supposed  that  those  who 
made  such  a  proposal  were  not  as  well 
acquainted  with  their  interests  as  they 
ought  to  be.  An  opinion  prevailed  amongst 
the  farmers  which  he  conceived  a  just 
one,  that  their  interests  were  misunder- 
stood, and  he  would  be  prepared  with  the 
evidence  of  practical  men  upon  this  point. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  when  he  considered  the  magni- 
tude of  the  interests  which  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  around  him  represented,  would 
be  ready  to  accede  to  the  appointment  of 
a  select  committee  of  inquiry. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  it  was  admitted 
by  bis  boo.  Friend  the  Member  for  So- 
mersetshire that  it  was  very  difficult  to 
determine  the  exact  amount  of  protection 
which  should  be  given  between  live  and 
dead  cattle,  he  therefore  fixed  upon  one 
sum  of  5s.  6d.  for  pigs,  sheep,  oxen,  and 
cows ;  and  if  set  great  a  judge  found  it 
difficult  to  say  what  the  amount  of  protec- 
tion should  be,  he  did  not  believe  that  a 
committee  of  the  most  consummate  gra- 
ziers could  come  to  any  definite  conclusion 
on  the  subject.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
it  was  for  the  House  to  decide  for  itself 
upon  the  matter  of  its  general  judgment. 
If  he  yielded  to  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  should  be  equally  obliged  to 
give  way  to  parties  interested  in  other  ar- 
ticles. Why  not,  for  instance,  have  a  se- 
lect committee  upon  the  subject  of  the 
proposed  reduction  of  duty  on  spermaceti 
oil?  or  upon  the  subject  of  the  proposed 
reduction  of  duty  on  seed,  to  see  that  the 
duty  on  one  seed  was  just  equivalent  to 
that  on  another?  The  House  ought  to 
consider  first  whether  it  was  fit  that  pro- 
hibition should  be  removed^MiJLif  they 
were  satisfied,  then,  frooMKeir  general  in- 
formation and  judgmepff;  they  should  im- 
pose such  a  dttty  tlf^ould  do  justice  to 
the  prodjiA^fand  to  the  consumer ;  if  they 
attempted  a  more  definite  plan  they  would 
ffiA/  By  consenting  to  the  present  motion 
he  would  be  involved  in  endless  difficulty 
and  delay,  and  his  hopes  of  a  speedy  pro- 
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greis  with  the  tariff  would  be  disftppotnted 
becaoiehe  must  coDseot  to  committeee  on 
many  other  of  the  1|100  articles  in  the 
tariff. 

Mr.  Pusey  could  not  admit  the  justice 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  arguments, 
because  he  assumed  that  his  hon.  Friend 
and  himself  were  not  disposed  to  relax 
the  existing  tariff,  but  he  was  as  ready 
to  become  a  reformer  io  agricultural  mat« 
ters  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself. 
He  wished  to  make  the  new  tariff  as  con- 
sistent as  possible,  and  only  desired  that 
it  might  be  rendered  such  as  would  enable 
the  friends  of  the  agricultural  interest  to 
give  their  assent  to  it  without  abandoning 
their  doty  towards  those  who  sent  them 
to  Parliament.  He  wished  to  promote 
the  passing  of  the  tariff,  but  if  they  must 
fight  it  inch  by  inch,  it  was  not  their 
fault.  They  could  not,  howe? er^  look  the 
farmers  in  the  face,  if  they  consented  to 
what  they  believed  to  be  opposed  to  the 
farmers'  interests. 

Colonel  Wood  represented  a  county 
from  which  lean  cattle  came,  and  the 
farmers  had  suffered  a  great  deal  from  the 
alarm  which  had  been  got  up.  He  thought 
that  alarm  unnecessary,  and  be  was  glad 
to  hear  that  it  was  fast  dving  away.  The 
accounts  he  had  receiyed  of  the  last  fair 
was  that  it  was  very  much  improved.  It 
was  delay  which  was  to  be  feared,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  delay 
coming  to  a  speedy  conclusion  as  to  what 
the  duty  was  to  be.  He  thought  that  W. 
was  a  fair  duty  for  the  farmers,  and  that 
there  was  little  fear  from  the  cattle  which 
would  come  from  other  countries;  he  did, 
however,  fear  delay  and  alarm.  His  hon. 
Friend  said  that  he  could  not  look  the 
farmers  in  the  face  if  he  supported  this 
duty.  He  had  no  such  fear  when  he  was 
conscious  of  doing  his  duty.  They  ought 
to  recollect  that  there  were  other  claims 
besides  those  of  the  farmers.  He  should 
remember  that  there  were  farmers-men, 
and  that  there  was  a  laree  manufacturing 
population.  What  would  they  think  of 
the  House  when  they  found  them  deli- 
berating whether  a  dead  ox  should  pay  a 
duty  of  8s.  or  9s.  4d.  the  cwt.  Do  not 
let  then  fall  out  upon  all  occasions.  They 
OBght  to  endeavour  to  get  rid  of  all  on- 
necessary  alarm,  and  above  all,  Jet  them 
not  forget  the  good  old  English  masim  of 
<<  Live  and  let  live."  He  said  let  them 
pass  this  tariff,  and  as  far  as  the  agricul- 
tural piodnoe  was  ooBcemed,  he  firmly  be* 


lieved  that  the    honest  English    farmer 
would  suffer  no  detriment. 

Mr.  Mibier  GiUaH  viewed  the  tariff 
only  as  one  stco  in  advance  towards  un» 
limited  free-trade^  and  thought  that  those 
hon.  Members  who  professea  to  look  upon 
it  in  any  other  light,  did  but  attempt  to 
practise  upon  the  credulity  of  fitfmos. 
He  really  hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  not  persist  in  following  this  course 
—that  they  would  not  persbt  in  deluding 
the  farmers  into  making  new  contracts  and 
entering  into  new  engagements  in  con* 
formity  with  the  existing  state  of  things, 
when  they  perceived  that  the  present  laws 
by  which  their  peculiar  interests  were  pro- 
tected most  give  way-*  when  they  saw 
that  the  tide  of  public  opinion  was  gradu- 
ally, but  steadily,  setting  against  their 
continuance,  and  when  they  saw  that  a 
large  party  had  been  formed,  assisted  by 
ample  funds,  and  backed  up  by  the  good 
sense  and  intelligence  of  the  country, 
which  would  not  rest  one  day  until  they 
had  secured  the  total  abolition  of  all  re- 
strictive duties  on  food.  He  was  speaking 
the  plain  truth  on  this  question,  for  he 
felt  that  it  was  a  duty  which  they  owed  to 
their  fellow-countrymen  Hot  to  allow  them 
to  be  gulled  into  a  belief  that  anv  serious 
intentions  were  entertabed  to  allow  the 
existing  Corn-laws  to  continue  much 
longer.  It  had  been  said  that  it  was  to 
distance  and  to  the  difficulties  attending 
the  importation  of  live  cattle  and  other 
commoaities  of  food  that  the  agriculturists 
must  chiefly  look  fbr  protection ;  but  if 
that  were  the  view  entertained  by  the  Go- 
vernment, he  begged  to  ask  upon  what 
principle  it  was  that  any  duty  need  be  re- 
tained at  all  upon  such  articles  ?  If  the 
r^ht  hon.  Baronet  really  entertained  this 
view,  he  was  surprised  that  he  had  not 
been  induced  to  propoee  a  much  lower  rate 
of  duty  on  the  importation  of  cattle  tiian 
that  which  he  had  brought  forwud.  He 
believed  that  a  great  deal  of  superfluous 
protection  had  l^n  taken  away,  but  he 
thought  that  a  sufficient  duty  had  been 
still  lefl  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  h^ 
reign  saltea  meats  and  cattle  into  this 
country.  He  f^lly  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  upon  the  grounds  on  whidi 
he  had  opposed  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  fbr  a  select  com- 
mittee upon  this  question ;  but  he  should 
like  to  hear  by  what  process  of  reasoning 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  arrived  at  the 
result  that  20tf.  per  head  for  oxen^  and  8«. 
per  cwt^^^HM  the  exact  amount  of  du^ 
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which  ought  to  be  le?ied.  Uotil  he  heard 
this  question  explained,  he  must  say  that 
he  thought  that  the  House  had  as  good 
reason  to  expect  a  just  conclusion  to  be  ar- 
rived at  by  a  comaaittee  as  by  the  right 
lioQ.  Baronet*  He  would  not  throw  any 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  this  reform,  but  he 
must  say  that  neither  he  nor  the  con* 
atitueacy  which  he  represented  had  any 
anticipation  that  trade  and  manufiustures 
would  be  revived  by  its  operation.  He 
had  not  been  informed  by  any  one  whose 
opinion  he  held  to  be  worth  taking  that 
such  would  be  the  result,  and  he  could  as- 
sure the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  there  was 
now  as  earnest  a  desire  through  the  coun- 
try to  obtain  still  greater  oomm^cial  free- 
dom  as  any  which  had  ever  existed. 

Mr.  R.  Palmer  thought  that  if  anything 
was  calculated  to  create  alarm  amongst 
the  agricolturists,  it  was  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  joit  sat  down. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  opinion  of  that 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  any  very  great 
weight  with  the  House,  but  the  idea  which 
he  held  out  was  that  (he  farmer  must  look 
aboot  him,  and  that  the  existing  laws  had 
ceased  to  be  that  safeguard  they  were  sup- 
posed to  be,  land  that  they  would  not  be 
maintained  was  very  likely  to  cause  con- 
siderable apprehensions.  At  the  same  time 
be  could  not  help  feeling  that  the  Go- 
vernment bad  also  given  cause  for  alarm  } 
for  after  the  propositions  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  cheered  on  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  he  must  say,  that  he 
thought  they  had  some  reason  to  ap- 
prelieod  that  the  time  was  not  very  far 
distant  when  an  attempt  would  be  made 
to  deprrre  them  even  of  the  little  pro- 
tection which  was  to  be  left  to  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  al- 
luded to  the  workings  of  the  Anti-Corn* 
law  League;  but  however  ready  the 
agricolturists  might  be  to  yield  to  reason, 
he  was  sore  that  no  good  would  be  found 
to  arise  from  any  threats  being  held  out 
of  anything  which  was  likely  to  proceed 
frofls  the  workings  of  such  a  body  to  de- 
prive the  agrioiiltoritts  of  their  protection. 
With  respect  to  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  be  k>oked  upon  it  as  only  carrying 
out  in  practice  the  principle  which  he  had 
advocated  last  night,  and  he  should  there^ 
fore  give  it  his  support. 

Mr.  fVard  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  had  correctly  described  this 
nrntioa    II  was  a  covert  attempt  to  carry 


out  th^  motion  which  the  House  had  last 
night  rejected  by  an  overwhelming  ma* 
jority.  If  there  were  no  parties  to  this 
question  but  hon*  Gentlemen  opposite  and 
their  constjituents  on  one  side,  and  the 
Government  on  the  other,  then  a  com- 
promise might  be  admissible^  but  there 
was  a  muoh  larger  body  more  deeply  iu'- 
terested  in  the  question  than  either  of 
them,  and  that  was  the  great  mass  of  the 
conisumers  of  the  oountqr.  He  ■  had  lis* 
tened  with  great  satisfaction  to  the  speech 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  repel- 
ling this  insidious  proportion ;  he  looked 
upon  it,  that  the  proposition  was  meant 
merely  as  a  waste  of  time,  to  br^k  down 
the  present  purposes  of  the  Government, 
and,  if  possible,  to  pave  the  way  for  the 
adoption  of  a  little  more  protection.  If 
he  had  any  complaint  to  make  against  the 
tariff  it  was,  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough; 
and  he  thought  that  while  hon.  Members 
spoke  of  the  improper  removal  of  protec- 
tion from  the  interests  of  their  constituents, 
they  ought  to  recollect  that  there  were 
other  higher  and  more  binding  duties  en- 
trusted to  them  than  those  involved  in  the 
upholding  of  the  local  interests  of  those 
parts  of  the  country  from  which  they 
came,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  look  as  much  as  they  could  to 
the  general  happiness  of  the  country. 
That  was  the  view  which  he  took,  and  he 
placed  himself  at  the  disposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment whenever  any  attempt  was  made 
to  assert  the  views  of  class  interests  over 
those  which  belonged  to  the  general  wel- 
fare. With  reference  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken, 
he  much  doubted  whether  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  was  cal- 
culated to  produce  more  alarm  than  the 
announcement  of  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  produced 
last  year.  He  thought  that  it  was  by 
degrees  only  that  they  could  hope  to  gain 
the  complete  object  of  their  exertions,  but 
he  looked  upon  the  tariff  as  being  one 
step  towards  that  which  they  desired. 
The  tar^  was  valuable  in  itself,  but  he 
attached  much  greater  value  to  the  speeches 
of  its  supporters.  If  they  would  read  com 
for  cattle  throughout  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  last  evening,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  very  much 
puzzled  to  give  anything  like  a  decent 
answer  to  his  own  argument;  and  when 
the  Corn-law  should  next  year  come  under 
discussion^  that,  speechi  no  doubt,  wouM 
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be  refeited  to^  and  the  right  hoD.  Gentle- 
man would  be  much  embarrassed  by  bis 
own  arguments  in  favour  of  the  additional 
relaxation  of  the  duties  on  food.  He 
thought  that  he  might  fairly  say  that  they 
were  approximating  towards  a  general  con- 
Tiction  on  all  sides  of  the  importance  of 
free-trade,  and  that  they  had  tried  the 
system  of  factitious  protection  long  enough, 
and  that  they  should  be  no  longer  dis- 
posed to  prop  up  one  interest  at  the  ex- 
pense of  others.  He  should  support  the 
tariff  wherever  he  thought  that  it  was 
opposed  to  class  interests,  reserving  to 
himself,  however,  the  maintenance  of  any 
principle  in  connection  with  it  which  he 
looked  upon  as  being  important. 

Mr.  Buck  observed,  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  brought  forward  his 
scale  of  protecting  duties  on  com,  he  had 
given  it  his  support — when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  brought  forward  his  Income-tax, 
he  considered  it  his  duty  to  support  him, 
because  he  conceived  that  it  was  the  best 
means  of  rescuing  the  country  from  diffi- 
culties abroad  and  embarrassments  at 
home.  It  was  with  extreme  regret  that  he 
felt  called  upon  to  oppose  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  the  tariff.  It  was  the  wisest 
policy  of  this  country  to  maintain,  not 
only  the  agricultural  but  the  commercial 
and  other  interests,  and  therefore,  he  was 
averse  to  a  total  system  of  free-trade, 
which  he  believed  would  be  thoroughly 
inimical  to  all  the  great  interests  of  this 
country.  He  never  knew  an  iuitance  of 
any  alarm  being  so  great  as  when  the 
tariff  was  proposed.  The  opinion  of  the 
farmers  was  entirely  against  it,  and  if  such 
was  their  opinion  then,  it  would  not  be 
changed  by  either  of  the  speeches  which 
he  had  heard  last  night  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  or  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  agriculturists  had 
not  fears  of  immediate  competition,  but 
when  they  reflected  on  the  immense  capa- 
bilities of  the  Continent,  they  could  not 
but  feel  the  greatest  alarm.  It  was  said 
that  the  tariff  was  to  have  an  effect  fa- 
vourable to  the  poor,  and  was  to  relieve 
them  from  those  distresses  to  which  they 
had  been  unhappily  exposed ;  and  while 
speaking  of  the  poor,  he  could  not  help 
referring  to  their  laudable  conduct  under 
all  their  distresses  and  miseries  in  resisting 
the  pernicious  doctrines  of  the  Anti-Corn- 
law  League,  which  had  promulgated  doc- 
trines, that  would  tend,  if  carried  out,  to 
aggravate  their  distresses  in  a  ten-fold 


degree.  But  he  must  declare  his  belief 
that  the  tariff  wonid  not  have  the  effect 
which  was  attributed  to  it ;  and  he  thought 
that  the  best  proof  which  he  could  give 
that  this  was  a  just  conclusion  was  afforded 
by  the  great  discontent  which  still  pre- 
vailed throughout  all  classes  upon  this 
subject.  He  wished  for  the  same  propor- 
tionate scale  of  protection  to  cattle  that 
was  given  to  corn.  One  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  applied  to  the 
county  with  which  he  was  connected.  He 
adnritted  that  in  that  county  cattle  had 
been  extremely  dear,  but  then  it  had  arisen 
from  peculiar  circumstances.  The  feeders 
of  cattle  here  could  not  compete  with  the 
feeders  of  cattle  abroad,  any  more  than 
the  breeders  in  England  could  compete 
with  the  foreign  breeders.  To  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sat  near  him,  and  who 
were  the  Friends  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terests, he  begged  to  offer  an  assurance 
that  they  might  rest  convinced  that  the 
predictions  which  they  had  heard  uttered 
would  be  fulfilled,  that  if  they  consented 
to  free-trade  in  cattle,  it  would  not  be  long 
before  they  would  have  great  canse  to 
regret  that  they  had  taken  such  a  step, 
for  they  would  find  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  coming  forward  and 
calling  upon  them  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciple which  they  had  adopted,  by  opening 
a  free- trade  in  corn.  He  believed  that 
this  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  inimical  to  the  interests  which  he  re- 
presented, and  contrary  to  all  the  prin- 
ciples which  he  had  ever  advocated,  and 
he  should  therefore  oppose  it. 

Mr.  W.  0,  Stanley  considered  that  after 
the  division  of  last  night  the  ranks  of  the 
agriculturists  must  be  deemed  to  bebroken, 
and  that  any  effort  to  oppose  the  free- 
trade  measures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  unavailing.  He  believed  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  endeavour 
to  carry  out  his  free-trade  principles,  and 
would  endeavour  to  take  away  all  protec- 
tion from  cattle.  From  the  last  accounts 
which  he  had  received  from  the  county 
with  which  he  was  connected,  he  found 
that  so  far  from  the  markets  in  that  county 
being  improved,  the  very  reverse  was  the 
case ;  and  he  was  convinced  that  it  was 
time  for  the  agriculturalists  to  look  to  their 
own  interests. 

Colonel  Wood  had  told  his  constituents 
as  he  had  told  that  House,  that  if  he  did 
not  believe  the  manufacturing  classes  of 
society  were  just  afgi^^tj^^interested^ 
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the  preservation  of  the  Corn-laws  as  the 
agricalturists,  he  would  not  vote  for.  them. 
He  had  told  them  that  distinctly  on  the 
hustings.  He  had  told  them  distinctly 
that  he  thought  corn  stood  on  different 
grounds  from  any  other  class  of  pro- 
duce, and  that  he  would  support  the 
Corn-laws  for  the  benefit  of  all  classes 
of  society. 

Mr.  Filliers  said,  that  had  he  heard  the 
measure  which  was  now  proposed  by  the 
Government  supported  by  facts,  promises 
of  great  relief  to  the  people,  and  had  he 
observed  a  readiness  on  the  part  of  the 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  meet  the  proposi- 
tion fairly,  and  not  waste  the  time  of  the 
House  by  an  unseasonable  tenacity  of  their 
monopoly,  he  would  also  have  observed 
the  same  economy  of  the  public  time,  and 
at  present  he  would  have  abstained  from 
moving  the  amendment  which  he  should 
DOW  think  it  proper  to  move ;  and  which 
was,  that  the  duty  should  be  Is.  in  lieu  of 
5205.,  as  it  was  now  proposed.  It  might 
be  ineffectual,  but  he  wished  to  mark  the 
right  of  the  people  to  have  their  trade  in 
food  free;  and  he  did  not,  moreover,  think 
that  in  anything  which  had  fallen  from  the 
Government  there  had  been  such  a  recog- 
nition of  the  distress  in  which  the  people 
were  involved  as  sufficiently  proved  the 
importance  of  every  possible  effort  being 
made  for  their  relief.  They  had  heard  of 
the  possibility  of  meat  rising  and  that  the 
supply  for  an  increasing  population  might 
be  deficient,  but  they  had  not  sufficiently 
heard  of  the  defective  supply  to  existing 
millions,  who  never  were  able  to  touch  a 
morsel  of  meat  owing  to  its  price,  together 
with  the  price  of  other  provisions ;  and 
that  was  the  state  of  the  English  popula- 
tion, and  not  one  fact  had  been  stated  to 
show  that  there  was  the  least  prospect 
that  this  change  in  the  law  would  bring 
animal  food  within  their  reach.  All  the 
statements  went  to  prove  that  the  dif- 
ference made  would  be  very  slight  indeed. 
Now,  when  the  distress  of  the  people  was 
perfectly  appalling,  when  disease  was 
spreading  fast  among  them,  surely  it  was 
right  to  remove  every  obstruction  to  their 
obtaining  food ;  and  let  not  hon.  Members 
imagine  that  this  privation  was  peculiar  to 
manufacturing  districts  where  employment 
was  peculiarly  scarce.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  passage  from  the  official  report  of 
a  commissioner  under  the  Crown,  who  had 
been  sent  to  the  counties  of  Norfolk  and 
Suffolk  to  learn  the  condition  of  the  people 


he  meant  Dr.  Kay,  and  let  them  hear 
what  he  said  : — 

"  Dr.  Kay  states  that  the  average  expense 
of  maintenance  in  the  workhouses  of  Norfolk 
and  Suffolk  would  be  '  18i.  a-week,  or  about 
50/.  a -year,'  for  a  man,  his  wife,  and  four 
children;  and  he  found  that  of  120  families, 
whose  number  of  children  averaged  3*7  to  a 
family,  the  annual  income,  including  the  earn- 
ings of  the  wife  and  children,  was  35/.  9i.  If 
the  diet  of  the  families  out  oS  the  workhouses 
is  in  the  same  proportion,  it  will  follow,  the 
families  of  agricultural  labourers,  in  the  em* 
ployment  of  the  great  agriculturists  of  Norfolk 
and  Suffolk,  are  upon  but  little  better  than 
half  diet.  The  gross  income  is  4(/.  a-day  per 
head,  and  this  furnishes  the  rent,  firing,  cloth- 
ing, &c.  as  well  as  food.  From  a  series  of 
facts  it  appears  that  fiill  diet  cannot  be  pro- 
cured by  adults  for  less  than  lOd.  a-day.  Re- 
duce it  to  6iL  for  children,  and  the  cheapness 
of  coarse  food,  then  the  result  will  differ  little 
from  that  stated  above.  The  calculation  proves 
to  demonstration  that  the  agricultural  laoourer 
can  purchase  scarcely  any  animal  food.  This 
appears  to  be  the  case— the  family  subsists 
upon  potatoes,  salt,  bread  (a  limited  quantity), 
and  a  small  quantity  of  bacon.  The  food  of 
the  inhabitants  of  towns  is  as  substantial  as 
that  of  the  agricultural  labourer.  The  Poor- 
law  inquiry  and  successive  parliamentary  com- 
mittees have  shown  that  the  families  of  agri- 
cuhural  labourers  subsist  upon  a  minimum  of 
animal  food,  and  an  inaaequate  supply  of 
bread  and  potatoes.  It  will  be  seen  with 
regret,  that  in  the  half-year  the  deaths  of  sixty- 
three  individuals  were  ascribed  (principally  at 
inquests)  to  starvation;  this  is  almost  one 
annuallv  to  a  population  of  111,000.  The 
want  of  food  implies  the  want  of  everything 
else  except  water;  as  firing,  clothing,  every 
convenience,  every  necessary  of  life,  is  aban« 
doned  at  the  imperious  bidding  of  hunger. 
Hunger  destroys  a  much  higher  proportion 
than  is  indicated  by  the  registers  in  this  and 
in  every  other  country,  but  its  effects,  like  the 
effects  of  excess,  and  generally  manifested 
indirectly,  is  the  production  of  diseases  of  vari- 
ous kinds." 

There  was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
counties  of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk  were  worse 
off  than  any  other,  and  they  might,  there« 
fore,  judge  by  this  what  the  condition  of 
the  agricultural  labourers  was  throughout 
the  country.  No  man  hesitated  to  admit 
the  frightful  distress  and  privation  that 
existed  in  the  manufacturing  towns.  He 
would  read  from  some  of  the  latest  ac- 
counts from  Scotland,  where  distress  pre- 
vailed to  a  great  extent,  and  let  the  House 
judge  whether  they  ought  to  delay  in  ren- 
dering them  every  succour  to  which  by  law 
they  were  entitled.  The  hon.  Member 
read  the  following  extract  oC  a  If^^Affp 
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**  In  a  town  not  far  from  Stirling,  ft  young 
man,  of  interesting  appearance,  was  observed 
one  morning  to  pass  a  huckster's  shop,  at  the 
door  of  which  a  measure  with  some  poutoes  in 
it  was  placed.  After  passing  the  shop  a  little 
waT>  he  returned  and  took  one  of  the  potatoes 
and  then  went  away.  The  person  in  tne  shop 
allowed  him  to  go  without  taking  any  notice  of 
the  circumstance.  On  the  day  after,  the  young 
man  returned  and  did  the  same  thing.  On 
the  third  day  he  returned  once  more,  and 
took  another  potatoe»  on  the  fourth  day  he 
retamfld  and  took  four  or  five  potatoes,  put 
them  in  his  pocket,  and  went  hurriedly  off. 
This  day,  however,  the  shopkeeper  had  a 
police  officer  in  waiting,  along  with  whom 
ne  followed  the  young  man  till  he  entered 
his  house.  They  went  into  the  house  im- 
mediately after  him,  and  there  they  found 
an  aged  mother  and  two  sisters  dependent 
upon  him  for  support.  There  was  a  pot  upon 
the  fire,  if  that  could  be  called  a  fire,  which  was 
probably  only  a  few  embers.  On  the  sho|>- 
ieeper  asking  the  mother  of  the  young  man,  if 
she  knew  where  her  son  had  got  the  potatoes 
which  he  had  brought  in  to  her,  she  replied, 
'  No ;  I  was  afraid  to  ask.*  He  then  went  to 
the  pot  and  took  off  the  lid  and  on  looking  in, 
be  found  a  portion  of  a  dead  dog,  which  the 
poor  family  was  boiling  to  eat  along  with  the 
potatoes." 

[An  boD.  Memberi  That  was  owin|v  to 
the  new  Poor-law.]  New  Poor-law!  Why, 
it  was  at  Stirling;,  in  Scotland,  where  there 
was  no  Poor-law,  and  where  the  new  Poor- 
law  has  never  been  in  operatioo.  It 
sliowed  how  weU-informed  Members  op- 
posite were  on  this  natter.  Perhaps  they 
thought  the  state  of  Paisley  was  owing  to 
the  new  Poor-law,  where  there  are  15,000 
people  now  uoemployed  and  wanting  food, 
and  there  was  hardly  a  manufacturing  dis- 
trict in  Scotland  that  was  not  getting  quite 
as  bad  as  Paisley.  Was  it  any  wonder, 
then,  that  they  should  be  feeding  on  dogs 
and  stealing  potatoes.  Was  it  not  horrid  to 
think  that  in  this  wealthy  country,  boast- 
ing so  much  of  its  riches  and  civilisation, 
that  the  people  were  in  their  present  con- 
dition ?  It  was  the  fact  that  the  people 
were  far  worse  off  now  than  they  need  to 
be  four  centnnes  ago.  Cobbett  qaoted  io 
one  of  bis  works  a  creditable  authority  to 
this  fact,  namely,  Fortescae^  the  Cbsn- 
oellor  of  Henry  the  Sixth,  who,  in  de- 
aeribing  the  state  of  the  labouring  people, 
spoke  of  them  as  follows  :•— 

''They  drink  no  water  unless  at  certain 
times  upon  a  religious  score.  They  are  fed  in 
areat  abundance  with  all  sorts  of  flesh  and 
Ml,  of  which  they  Have  plenty,  every  where 
they  am  elethsA  throvghem  with  goed  weo^ 


lens ;  their  bedding  and  furniture  are  of  wool, 
and  that  in  great  store;  they  are  also  well 
provided  with  all  other  sorts  of  household 
goods  and  necessary  implements  of  hus- 
bandry." 

It  was,  after  this  time,  and  when  the 
privileged  people  of  that  day  had  been 
tampering  with  the  food  of  the  people, 
that  we  find  in  the  preamble  of  a  statute 
of  Henry  the  8ih,  a  reference  to  the  habits 
of  the  people,  and  a  recital  of  the  neces- 
sity of  providing  for  their  due  mainte- 
nance.   It  ran  as  follows  :-— 

^  The  preamble  of  this  act  notices  that  for- 
merly, meat  had  been  sokl  at  moderate  prices, 
so  tliat  especially  poor  persons  might  with 
their  craft  or  bodily  laboar,  buy  sufficient  for 
the  necessity  and  sustenation  of  them,  their 
wives,  and  children ;  but  now,  gracious  Lord, 
all  victual,  and  in  especial  beef,  mutton,  pork, 
and  veal,  which  is  the  common  feeding  of  the 
mean  and  poor  persons,  are  so  sold  at  so  ex- 
cessive price  that  your  said  needy  subjects 
cannot  gain  with  their  labour  and  salary  soil- 
cient  to  pay  for  their  convenient  victual  and 
sustenance ;  and  the  act  then  proceeded  to  fix 
the  prices  of  the  different  kinds  of  meat,  and 
beet  and  pork  were  to  be  sold  at  id.  per  lb., 
mutton  and  veal,  |(f.  io  vl  {d.  higher,  and 
mayors  and  sheriffs  were  empowered  to  com- 
mit butchers  who  sold  above  tbe  statute 
prices,  and  there  was  power  to  the  justices  of 
the  peace  to  assess  the  price  of  fot  cattle  when- 
ever the  farmers  and  graiiers  refiise  to  supply 
tbe  butchers  at  reasonable  prices." 

Who  could  venture  to  assert  that  the 
people  were  now  in  a  oondition  referred 
to  in  that  preamble.  But  Judging^  fiooi 
the  spirit  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
the  people  are  in  a  more  helpless  state  for 
nrocttring  redress  than  they  were  then«> 
for  then,  however  arbitrary  the  power,  it 
professed  solicitude  for  the  workin|^  peo- 
ple, and  had  power  to  give  effect  to  ita 
will.  But  he  was  sorry  to  say,  that  the 
landed  aristocracy  bad  always  been  more 
solicitous  to  keep  up  the  value  of  their 
own  properties  than  to  provide  for  the 
welfare  of  other  people,  and  they  had  fre- 
quently injured  themselves  as  much  as 
others  by  their  conduct.  In  1666,  they 
had  passed  an  act  prohibiting  the  impor- 
tation of  all  kinds  of  cattle  from  Ireland, 
and  voted  that  trade  with  Ireland  a  nui- 
sance. Here  let  Irish  Memben,  who 
want  to  prohibit  foreign  cattle  coming 
into  this  eountry  because  they  have  the 
supply,  take  warning  of  the  mischief  thai 
that  law  did  the  projecton  of  it ;  let  them 
hear  an  author,  who  was  deemed  an  au- 
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Gooke,  who  wrote  twenty  years  afterwards 
on  the  subject,  and  says, 

'<  The  ends  desig^ned  by  the  act  against  the 
importation  of  Irish  cattle,  of  raising  the  rents 
of  the  lands  of  England,  are  so  far  from  be- 
ing aUained|that  the  contrary  hath  ensued." 

That  law  was  ultimately  repealed,  from 
the  injury  which  it  inflicted  on  this  coun- 
try, and  the  advantage  it  gave  to  foreign- 
ers. The  same  necessity  existed  now, 
for  importing  cattle  from  other  countries 
for  our  own  supply  was  clearly  defective, 
and  the  evil  consequences  of  a  defective 
suppiv  of  food  could  hardly  be  under- 
stated. There  was  now  an  established 
and  unquestionable  connection  between 
crime,  pauperism,  and  death,  and  the 
price  and  quantitv  of  food.  A  complete 
scale  mieht  be  formed — as  complete  as 
that  which  regulates  the  imperial  averages 
— showing  the  variations  with  the  price 
of  food  in  each  of  those  calamities.  He 
bad  in  his  hand  a  return  of  the  number  of 
criminals  in  each  of  the  last  five  years, 
and  during  which  the  price  of  food  had 
continued  high.  The  hon.  Member  read 
the  following  return  : — 

Atwim  price 

39t.    Ad. 
48      6 
55    10 
04      7 

70      8 


Number  of 
Crtmintle. 


1835 
1836 
1837 

1839 
1840 


20,731 
30,984 
33,612 
34,443 
37,187 

It  was  the  same  with  the  poor-rates, 
OMrrkiiig  the  increase  of  pauperism  on  the 
MDOVBt  of  the  burden ;  and  he  believed  he 
was  correct  in  stating  that  the  increase 
was  35  per  cent,  above  the  years  when 
the  food  was  cheap ;  and  notwithstanding 
the  effects  of  the  new  Poor-law  which 
latterly  had  been  hi  operation.  He  bad 
already  referred  to  Dr.  Kay's  opinion  on 
the  inflaence  of  bad  living  on  disease  and 
death — confirmed  as  it  was  by  numberless 
hcXt  throughout  the  country.  He  wonid 
not  detain  now  the  House  longer;  he 
saw  hon.  Gentlemen  wanted  to  go  to 
to  dinner,  but  all  be  had  to  ask  was, 
that  they  would  let  those  whose  cause 
he  was  pleading  have  some  dinner  also, 
for  that  was  t^  matter  now  in  question. 
The  people  wanted  the  means  of  dining, 
and  the  matter  in  dispute  was  the  amount 
of  obstmctioB  that  House  would  cast  in 
the  way  of  the  people  getting  sossething 
to  eat.  He  said  they  ought  to  cast  none, 
bat  do  all  in  their  power  to  procure  the 
people  abandanee  of  food.    Let  them  re- 
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member  the  universal  admission  of  the 
distress  of  the  people.  He  presumed  they 
were  all  about  to  exhort  their  neighbours 
to  attend  to  the  Queen's  letter  which  had 
been  read  from  the  churches.  How  oould 
they  do  that  better  than  by  setting  the 
example  themselves?  and  how  could  they 
do  that  with  more  service  than  when  they 
did  what  was  just  by  the  people?  The 
fact  was  that  all  the  people  wanted  was 
justice**they  did  not  seek  favour  -and 
that  could  only  be  rendered  in  this  in- 
stance  by  removing  the  tax  altogether; 
and  really  they  had  no  more  right  to  put 
a  tax  on  the  importation  of  the  people's 
meat  for  their  own  purposes  than  ^ey  had 
to  tax  the  meat  in  the  botcher's  tray  going 
to  its  destination.  It  wss  an  enormous 
wrong,  productive  of  enormous  evil,  and 
maintained  for  no  earthly  purpose,  but 
that  of  keeping  up  their  own  rents.  Let 
them,  then,  run  the  risk  of  losing  a  little 
of  their  vast  rents  to  do  a  great  act  of 
justice  and  a  great  act  of  charity  to  the 
suffering  people.  The  measure  proposed, 
they  had  been  told,  would  not  be  h\i  by 
them;  he  exhorted  them,  then,  to  do 
something  that  would  be  felt — something 
generous  -^  something  that  the  people 
would  bless  them  for  doing.  Consider 
that  the  Agricultural  Society,  of  which 
many  opposite  were  members,  had  declared 
that  the  rent  of  land  in  this  country 
amounted  to  seventy-seven  millions  a*year. 
Before  they  could  plead  the  cause  of  the 
farmer  or  the  labourer  in  maintahning 
their  monopoly,  that  roust  disappear.  Let 
them,  then,  run  the  risk  of  a  slight  sacri- 
fices-let them  expect  to  recover  it  by  the 
cheapness  of  their  own  living,  and  by  the 
good- will  they  would  inspire  towards  them 
on  the  part  of  the  commonity^and  let 
them  cheerfully  consent  to  the  removal  of 
the  odious  impost  on  the  people's  food. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  movhsg 
that  the  blank  in  the  resolution  which  it 
was  proposed  should  be  filled  up  with  20f., 
be  filled  up  with  one  shilling. 

Mr.  JB.  J^cott  was  understood  to  say, 
that  in  his  opinion  the  proposed  measure 
was  good  in  proportion  as  it  diminished 
the  difiiculties  which  the  present  laws  im- 
posed in  the  way  of  importing  cattle,  and 
therefore  the  plan  of  the  Oovemsseot 
should  have  his  support.  He  believed  the 
interests  of  agricoltnre  would  be  aided  l^ 
the  measure.    [*'  Divide,  divide. "] 

Mr.  H.B.  yerAesatdj  amidst  oootinaed 
Mrtemplioo.,  tbM  %;^^fS(^ 
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the  hoD.  Member  for  Brecknockshire 
(Colonel  Wood)  had  alluded  had  merely 
been  exhibited  in  the  city  of  York  by  way 
of  joke,  and  that  it  had  so  been  under- 
stood by  the  farmers  and  others  of  the 
district. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that  he  certainly, 
for  one,  was  not  very  much  surprised  at 
the  panic  created  by  the  joke  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  York,  and  which 
could  only  be  supposed  to  be  a  mere  plea- 
santry, because,  although  the  statement 
contained  in  that  placard  was  very  absurd 
with  regard  to  the  cattle  that  might  be 
imported  into  this  country,  still  it  was  not 
more  absurd  than  many  of  the  statements 
made  last  year  abont  corn,  and  as  to  the 
amount  of  corn  which  this  country  was 
to  receive  from  a  certain  province  of  Rus- 
sia. He  thought  it  was  but  fair — he 
thought  it  was  but  even-handed  justice— 
to  -commend  **  the  poisoned  chalice  to 
their  own  lips."  With  respect  to  the 
proposition  now  before  the  committee,  he 
could  not  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He  conceived 
that  by  the  vote  of  last  night  he  had 
agreed  to  a  decision  of  that  question,  on 
which  the  committee  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  make  any  alteration.  He  could 
see  the  diflSculty  under  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  laboured,  when  he  felt  bound 
to  make  some  proposition  that  should  ap- 
pear to  be  rather  in  favour  of  the  farmers, 
yet  (as  the  hon.  Member  stated  last  night) 
should,  if  carried,  in  no  way  be  calculated 
to  force  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  R.  Peel)  the  necessity  of  re- 
signing office;  and  therefore  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Miles)  had  been  obliged  to 
make  a  proposition  which,  without  being 
of  very  essential  advantage  to  the  farmer, 
would  make  an  alteration  in  the  plan  of 
the  Government  which,  at  least,  would  be 
inconvenient  But  he  begged  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  one  state- 
ment with  respect  to  the  importation  of  cat- 
tle to  which  Mr.  Meek*s  report  referred, 
and  of  which,  it  appeared  to  him,  the  hon. 
Member  had  lost  sight  He  did  not  think 
the  result  of  the  Government  plan  would 
be  a  large  importation  of  cattle  into  this 
country  from  foreign  parts,  but  such  as  it 
might  be  it  would  be,  in  great  degree, 
forced  by  the  operation  of  another  law 
which  regulated  the  importation  of  butter, 
cheese,  and  other  agricultural  produce. 
Mr.  Meek,  in  his  report,  stated  the  amount 
of  butter  and  cheese  imported  from  Kiel 


and  Hamburgh,  and  he  stated,  that  in 
1818,  the  import  of  butter  from  Kiel  into 
this  country  was  1,000,0001b.,  while  at 
the  present  time  the  import  amounted  to 
4,000,0001bi. 

"This  increase/'  said  Mr.  Meek,  ''was 
owing  principally  to  the  land  being  converted 
into  pasture— a  circumstance  which  was  to  be 
accounted  fpr  by  the  fluctuating  nature  of  the 
corn  averages  in  this  country,  which  made  it 
more  advantageous  to  the  producers  to  keep 
cows,  and  make  butter,  than  by  growing  com 
to  incur  the  risk  and  uncertainty  arising  from 
the  Corn-laws  in  this  country.'' 

Now,  he  thought  that  this  showed  the 
effect  of  the  Corn-laws  was  to  induce  per- 
sons  abroad  rather  to  apply  their  land  to 
grass :  and  if  they  looked  to  anything  as 
a  subject  matter  of  commerce  with  this 
country  to  look  to  the  exportation  of  cattle, 
and  if  it  were  desired  to  prevent  that  ex- 
portation from  being  excessive,  the  best 
thing  the  Legislature  and  the  Government 
(if  the  present  plan  of  the  Government  was 
agreed  to)  could  do,  would  be  to  make  the 
corn  duties  agree  with  the  duties  on  cattle^ 
and  thus  foreign  countries  would  not  be 
forced  into  an  unnatural  direction,  and 
the  farmers  of  this  country  need  not  be 
afraid  of  any  excessive  importation  of 
cattle.  This,  he  repeated,  was  an  affair 
which  was  occasionea  simply  by  the  regu- 
lations which  this  country  had  put  in  force. 
So  neither  should  he  vote  for  the  propo- 
sition made  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Wolverhampton.  For  his  own 
part,  he  would  say,  that  if  the  Govern* 
ment  had  proposed  it,  he  should  not  have 
had  the  least  difficulty  in  assenting  to  a 
duty  of  Is.  a  head ;  but  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  was  20s.  per  head  upon 
cattle  imported,  and  that  seemed  to  him 
to  be  a  fair  and  moderate  proposition  ; 
that  rate  of  duty  was  not  excessive,  for  if 
the  price  at  Hamburgh  was  taken  at  12/. 
a -head,  the  duty  on  importation  into  this 
country  would  be  about  8  per  cent,  as 
stated  in  Mr.  Meek*8  report.  This,  be 
repeated,  was  not  excessive,  and,  there- 
fore,  as  it  was  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, he  should  not  like,  for  the  sake  of 
pure  opposition,  to  oppose  that  which  he 
thought  to  be  a  great  improvement  in  the 
tariff  at  present  existing.  With  regard  to 
other  propositions  that  might  be  made, 
be  could  only  say  that  there  were  many 
things  in  the  proposed  tariff  in  which,  in 
his  judgment,  some  alteration  would  be 
desirable ;  but^  at  the  same  time,  if  h^ 
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tlioQS^ht  that  the  proposition  made  by  the 
OoverniDent  was  good  in  itself,  and  that 
he  could  agree  with  them  in  its  principle, 
he  certainly  should  be  disposed  to  give  it 
his  support. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  The  course  the  noble 
Lord  intends  to  pursue,  almost  induces 
me  to  refrain  from  making  any  statement 
with  regard  to  the  particular  province  of 
Russia  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  al- 
luded. The  noble  Lord  charges  us  with 
having  increased  the  apprehensions,  and 
added  to  the  alarm  which  already  pre- 
vailed in  the  country,  by  stating  the  im- 
mense amount  of  corn  that  would  be 
imported  from  a  province  of  Russia  into 
our  markets.  Just  let  me  remind  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  committee  of  the  real 
facta  of  the  case.  The  noble  Lord,  or  the 
late  Government,  appoints  as  a  commer- 
cial agent  at  St.  Petersburgh  a  gentleman 
well  able  to  aflford  commercial  information 
to  this  country.  The  late  Government 
volunteered  to  get  correct  information  as 
to  the  extent  of  the  supply  of  corn  that 
could  be  derived  from  foreign  countries. 
Their  consul,  appointed  on  account  of  his 
commercial  qualifications,  informs  the  Go- 
vernment that  38,000,000  of  quarters  of 
wheat — he  begged  pardon— of  corn,  could 
be  brought  from  a  certain  province  of 
Russia.  Her  Majesty's  late  Government 
were  then  intent  upon  an  alteration  of 
the  Corn-laws  ;  and  though,  of  course, 
they  had  read  that  information,  still  they 
had  never  thought  it  worth  their  while  to 
inquire  of  their  informant— this  commer- 
cial agent — upon  what  basis  this  piece  of 
information  was  founded.  They  never 
put  that  question,  but  they  had  printed  for 
the  information  and  instruction  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  the  statements  they 
had  derived  from  such  a  high  authority  on 
the  subject  of  the  capabilities  of  Russia  as 
their  commercial  agent  or  consul.  This 
information  was  in  their  possession  for  se- 
veral months,  and  yet  he  was  the  first  per- 
son to  say,  that  it  was  a  most  astounding 
statement;  and  accordingly  he  asked  if 
there  was  not  an  error  on  the  very  face  of 
it.  On  reference  to  the  original  despatch, 
it  was  found,  that  the  38,000,000  quarters 
of  com  appeared,  not  in  figures,  but  at 
length,  in  the  handwriting  of  the  consul 
himself.  And  there  it  remained,  without 
any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  late  Go- 
vernmenty  to  clear  up  the  manifestly  ap- 
parent mistake  ;  and  then  the  noble  Lord 
charges  us  with  continuing  this  mistake, 
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which  originated  with,  and  was  derived 
from  their  information.  Now,  he  must  be 
permitted  to  say,  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
more  responsible  for  those  exaggerated 
apprehensions  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
spoke,  for  the  printing  and  circulating 
this  information  at  the  expense  of  the 
country,  until  he  and  the  Government 
with  which  the  noble  Lord  was  connected 
found  out  the  mistake,  and  then,  when  it 
was  pointed  out,  they  wrote  to  their  con- 
sul to  ask  if  his  information  was  correct. 

The  committee  divided,  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  the  words 
"  One  Shilling."— Ayes  44  ;  Noes  209  ; 
—Majority  165. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bo  wring.  Dr. 
BrothertoD^  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £• 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  A. 
Easthope,  Sir  J. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Humphrey,  Mr.  Aid. 
Johnston,  A. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marslaod,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 


Oswald,  J. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 
Protheroe,  £. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Smith,  B. 

Somerville,  SirW.  M. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  £. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Villiers,  C. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Acland,  SirT.  D. 
Ackers,  J. 
Alford,  Visct. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Archbold,  R. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bagge,  W. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Bankes,  G. 


Botfield,  B. 
Broad  ley,  H. 
Broadwoody  H. 
Buck,L.  W. 
Buckley,  E. 
Buller,  C. 
Barren,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
BusBeld,  W. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Campbell,  A. 


Baring,  ft.  hon.  F.  T.  Cardwell,  E. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 

Barrington,  Visct.  Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 

Beckett,  W.  Cavendish,  hon.  G.H. 

Bell,  M.  Cayley,  E.  S. 

Beresford,  Major  Chelsea,  Visct* 

Blackburne,  J.  I.  Chetwode,  Sir  J. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Chute,  W.  L.  W. 

Bodkin,  W.  H.  Clayton,  R.  R. 
Boldero,  H.  G.       DigitizP«"*®°^*  Visct.  2 
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dive,  hon.  R.  H. 
CodriogtoD,C.  W. 
CoUett,  W.  R. 
CoWile,  C.  R. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
CraiR,  W.  G. 
Cresswell,  B. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Civelt,  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  B. 
Doaglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Duff,  J. 
Duncan,  O. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Egerlon,W.T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Escott,  B. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Evans,  W. 
Farnham,  £.  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.£. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Godson,  R. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goring,  C. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardingeyrt.hn.  Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Heathcote,  O.  J. 
Heneage,G.  H  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hodi^son,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,hon.W.  A'Ct. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jamet,  Sir  W.  C. 


Jerrnyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnson,  W.  G. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kelbume,  Visct. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
KnatchbuUy  right  boo. 

SirE. 
Laboochere,  rt.  bn.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  E. 
Loch,  J. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H» 
Lyall,  G. 

Lygofi,  hon.  General 
Mackenzie,  T. 
M'Ceachy,  F.  A. 
Mainwaring,T. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Marten,  G. 
Masterroan,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miles,  W. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morris,  D. 
Morrison,  J. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 
Murray,C.  R.  S. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
O'ConneU,  M.  J. 
Ogle,S.C.H. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Col. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  P. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reid,  SirJ.R. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J . 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seale,  Sir  J.  H. 


Vemott,  G.  H. 
Vesey,  hoD.  T. 
Vivian,  hon.  Major 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  hon.  Capt. 
Whitmore,  T.  C 
Williams,  T.  P. 
WodehousOi  E. 
Wood,C. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Yorke,  hn.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TBLLKRS. 

Clerk,  Sir  Q. 
Fremaotle  Sir  T. 


Seymour^  Lord 
Shaw,  rt.  boil.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somerton,  Viict. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  O. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Stuart,  H. 
Siurt,  H.  C. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 

On  the  main  qtieatioo  being  again  pat, 
Major  Vivian  roie  to  mo?e,  pursuant  to 
notice, 

''  That  the  duty  on  cattle,  meat,  and  other 
provisions  mentioned  in  the  tariff,  imported 
from  the  Canadas,  be  equal  to  the  import 
duties  from  other  foreign  countries.^ 

He  said,  that  the  principle  which  it  had 
been  sought  to  apply  to  other  parts  of  the 
tariff  did  not,  in  his  opinion,  extend  to 
meat  imported  from  Canada.  That  would 
be  no  boon  to  Canada,  because  they  did 
not  rear  sufficient  cattle  there  for  their 
home  consumption,  but  were  obliged  lo 
look  to  America  to  make  out  the  supply. 
Hence  the  boon  given  by  the  proposed 
rate  of  duty  would  not  be  a  boon  to  our 
colonists,  but  to  a  foreign  country,  and 
that  one  which  we  were  accustomed  to 
dread  most— he  meant  the  country  in- 
cluded in  the  western  states  of  North 
America,  and  extending  to  70,000  square 
miles  of  land  on  the  banks  of  the  Ohio 
and  Mississippi.  The  effect  of  the  mea« 
sure  would  be  that  meat  would  be  sent 
from  these  fertile  plains  in  immense  quao* 
tities  through  Canada,  and  the  boon  to 
the  inhabitants  of  the  western  states 
would  be,  that  they  would  be  enabled  to 
supply  this  market  at  only  2i.  duty.  This, 
in  his  opinion^  was  unfair  to  the  British 
agriculturist.  For  his  own  part«  he  was 
quite  ready  to  vote  for  free-trade  if  it 
could  be  had  generally;  but  as  long  as 
they  kept  up  protective  duties  at  all,  the 
principle,  he  contended,  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied in  such  a  case  as  this.  A  great  many 
agriculturists  among  his  constituents, 
who  were  deeply  interested  in  this  ques- 
tion, had  pressed  upon  him  the  necessity 
of  some  alteratioaof  the  0^^/^^/9|IRUffi^ 
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potaly  and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  reconsider  his 
dtteramation. 

Sir  R.  Peel  doubted  whether  the  hon. 
OenUemao  bad  been  happy  in  the  article 
on  which  he  had  thought  fit  to  bring  for* 
ward  this  question ;  for  it  was  on  the 
question  of  the  duty  on  oxen  that  the 
committee  were  then  deliberating,  and  he 
did  not  conceive  that  there  oould  possibly 
be  any  danger  of  importation  of  oxen 
from  the  banks  of  the  Mississippi.  The 
same,  of  course,  with  respect  to  fresh 
meat*  To  be  sure,  he  had  seen  a  haunch 
oi  veaisott  brosght  from  that  country,  but 
it  was  not  quite  in  a  state  in  which  he 
should  have  liked  to  renture  upon  it.  He 
did  not  think  that  it  was  necessary  to  go 
into  the  principle  of  (he  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposed  alteration.  The  House  had  dia- 
OQSsed  the  principle  tery  fully  a  short 
time  ago;  they  had  allowed  this  boon  to 
Guernsey  and  Jersey^  and  he  did  not  see 
why  they  should  not  allow  it  to  the  Ca- 
naoas;  for  he  did  not  see  any  great 
ground  of  apprehension  that  there  would 
be  any  sndi  influx  of  meat  from  that 
coualry  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
apprehend.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
eref ,  saki  there  would  be  no  boon  to  the 
Canadas,  becaase,  he  said,  they  bad  no 
cattle  there  at  present ;  but  if  cattle  could 
be  fed  there  so  as  to  be  conterted  into 
srit  neat  for  exportaikw  to  this  coun- 
try, then,  be  thought,  that  would  be  a  be- 
nefit to  Canada.  It  woukl  be  a  benefit  to 
the  colonist,  and  to  a  certain  extent  to 
the  consumer  also ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  the  effect  with  respect  to  the  quantity 
likely  to  be  imported  would  be  such  as 
need  give  rise  to  any  apprehensions. 
Therefore  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  feel,  that  it  was  not  wise  to  accede 
to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
whose  object,  as  he  apprehended,  was,  to 
raise  the  amount  of  duty  on  all  these  arti- 
cles of  stock  imported  from  the  colonies 
to  the  same  height  as  if  they  came  from 
foreign  countfiss. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  thought,  that  he  oould 
dispel  the  alarms  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  as  to  the  importation  of  meat 
from  the  western  states  through  Canada, 
beoaose,  though  the  Ohio  was  connected 
by  a  canal  with  Lake  £rie,  yet  nererthe- 
hu  so  circuitous  would  be  the  route  down 
the  St.  Lawrence,  not  to  speak  of  the 
rapids  or  the  periods  at  which  the  passage 
was  shut  up  I7  ice»  that  ha  thought  more 


would  be  lost  than  gained  by  attempting 
such  a  speculation,  and  he  must  say,  he 
thought  that  it  would  be  found  quite  im- 
practicable. Supposing,  however,  this 
country  should  be  enabled  to  get  Ameri'* 
can  produce  in  such  abundance  as  to 
cheapen  food,  he  did  not  see  any  great 
danger  in  that,  nor  did  he  consider  that  to 
be  an  object  against  which  the  Hooie 
ought  to  legislate.  There  might,  perhaps, 
be  an  objection  of  a  theoretical  nature 
made  against  voting  for  this  clause,  on  the 
ground  of  the  great  mischief  of  fostering 
trades  in  the  colonies,  not  agreeably  to 
their  adaptation  for  those  trades,  but  by 
means  of  protecting  duties,  vrith  which  the 
Legislature  of  this  country  was  sure,  even* 
tually,  as  in  the  case  of  timber  duties,  to 
find  themselves  embarrasied  ;  but  he  did 
not  think,  that  this  objection  applied  in  this 
case,  because  he  was  of  opinion  tbat  all 
the  protection  in  the  world  would  not  suf- 
fice to  raise  up  a  trade  of  this  sort  in  Ca- 
nada. However,  he  did  not  wish  to  object 
to  the  tariff,  which  would  be  the  greatest 
step  towards  free-trade— he  did  not  say 
which  had  ever  been  attempted  to  be  made, 
but  which  the  country  had  ever  yet  made, 
and  he  was  not  prepared  to  deduct  from  the 
lofty  character  which  he  was  ready  to  attri- 
bute  to  the  measure.  He  would  ssy,  with 
respect  to  points  of  minor  importance,  that 
they  ought  not  to  look  this  valuable  gift* 
horse  in  the  mouth. 

Viscount  Howkk  said,  his  wish  was  not 
to  raise  the  duties  on  colonial  produce  to 
the  level  of  the  foreign  duties,  but  rather 
that  the  foreign  duties  should  be  equalised 
with  the  colonial.  With  reference  to  the 
apprehensions  wh»h  seem  to  be  enter- 
tained on  this  point,  he  concurred  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  it  was  totally  im- 
possible ,that  oxen  could  come  across  the 
Atlantic  into  this  country.  He  deprecated 
another  division  on  a  question  which,  in 
point  of  principle,  had  been  already  de- 
cided. The  amendment  was  moved  as  a 
concession  to  the  fears  of  Gentlemen  of 
landed  property.  Now,  in  those  fears  he 
by  no  means  concurred.  Much  as  he 
approved  of  that  portion  of  the  measure  of 
her  Majesty's  Government  to  which  this 
amendment  referred,  he  yet  could  not 
help  thinking  that  in  this  instance,  looking 
to  the  interests  of  the  agriculturists  them- 
selves, the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  begun 
the  application  of  his  free-trade  principles 
at  the  wrong  end.    Assuming  that  it  was 
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free*trade  should  be  admitted  in  corn  or 
in  cattle,  he  thought  it  would  be  better  for 
the  agriculturists  that  the  beginning 
should  be  made  with  corn  rather  than  with 
cattle;  for  all  men  acquainted  with  the 
present  state  of  the  operations  of  hus- 
bandry in  this  country  must  have  perceived 
that  the  tendency  of  improvement  in  agri- 
culture was  rather  towards  the  increase  of 
the  production  and  care  of  live  stock,  and 
the  diminution  of  the  cultivation  of  corn. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Somerset,  and  hon.  Members  acquainted 
with  agriculture  would  agree  with  him, 
that  in  the  least  improved  countries  a 
contrary  tendency  was  observable.  This 
he  could  not  but  designate  as  a  great  mis- 
take, and  it  did  appear  to  him,  that  the 
course  of  the  Government  on  this  question 
went  rather  to  favour  that  mistake  than 
to  discourage  it.  But  believing,  as  he 
did,  that  competition  with  foreigners,  whe- 
ther it  took  place  in  corn  or  in  cattle, 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  agricul- 
turists, as  well  as  for  that  of  the  other 
classes  of  the  community,  he  should,  not- 
withstanding his  other  objections,  support 
this  portion  of  the  Government  measure. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  where  there  existed 
such  differences  of  opinion,  it  was  extremely 
diflficult  to  form  an  opinion  of  what  would 
be  the  real  operation  of  the  tariff.  He 
believed  the  noble  Lord  would  admit, 
that  spring  corn,  and  not  wheat,  was 
chiefly  used  in  the  feeding  of  cattle.  He 
had  been  in  the  6rst  instance  told,  that  the 
protection  given  to  spring  corn  was  dis- 
proportioned  to  that  which  was  given  to 
wheat ;  but  the  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord  went  to  show,  that  it  would  be  more 
beneficial  to  the  agricultural  interest  if  less 
protection  were  given  to  spring  corn.  It 
now  appeared  that  he  had  been  wise  in 
giving  that  less  amount  of  protection  to 
spring  corn,  and  he  hoped  that  this  would 
be  treasured  up  by  those  agriculturists 
who  dealt  in  spring  corn.  According  to 
the  argument  made  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  East  Somerset,  the  other 
ni);ht,  he  ought  to  sav  to  the  Members 
for  Norfolk  and  Suffolk,  **  Don't  be  at  all 
afraid  of  the  importation  of  barley  and 
oats,  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset, 
says,  they  will  only  come  in  in  the  shape  of 
fat  cattle  and  pigs."  But  how  did  the 
trade  wiih  Ireland  confirm  that  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset  ?  Not 
at  all ;  for  it  appeared,  on  the  contrary, 
that  this  economical  mode  of  importing 


barley  and  oats  in  the  shape  of  fat  cattle 
had  not  taken  effect.  Simultaneously 
with  the  importation  of  the  largest  quan- 
tity of  fat  cattle  from  that  country  there 
had  been  the  importation  of  the  largest 
quantity  of  oats. 

Viscount  Hounck  was  very  glad  to  have 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  it 
had  been  his  intention  so  to  frame  the 
tariff  as  not  unduly  to  encourage  any  par- 
ticular branch  of  the  cultivation  of  the 
country.  Such  sentiments  were  worthy 
the  Prime  Minister  of  such  a  country  as 
this.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  now  took 
pride  to  himself  for  having  encouraged 
spring  corn  instead  of  wheat,  because  it 
was  more  used  in  the  rearing  of  cattle ; 
but  the  great  mistake  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  his  not  treating  corn  on  the 
same  principle  as  he  had  in  his  tariff 
treated  cattle.  The  plan,  indeed,  taken 
as  a  whole,  showed  how  utterly  without 
any  fixed  principle  it  had  been  framed.  If 
the  principles  of  the  Corn  Bill  were  good 
as  regarded  corn,  why  not  apply  them  to 
cattle  ?  If  the  sliding-scale  was  a  good 
principle  as  applied  to  one,  why  not  apply 
it  to  the  other  ?  If,  on  the  other  hand,  a 
moderate  fixed  duty,  aa  affording  a  steady 
encouragement  to  the  employment  of  ca- 
pital, were  a  good  principle  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  cattle,  why  not  admit  the  same 
priociple  as  applied  to  com?  He  re- 
peated, that  these  discrepancies  only  the 
more  forcibly  showed,  that  there  were  no 
comprehensive  views,  no  fixed  principles 
in  the  measure  of  her  Majesty's  Govern, 
ment,  taken  as  a  whole.  The  very  argu- 
ments which,  when  they  came  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somerset  and  others, 
were  treated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
and  his  immediate  supporters  with  a  de- 
gree of  contempt  wh^ch  they  certainly 
never  received  from  those  who  agreed 
with  him  in  political  views,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  now  turned  round  and  used  as 
his  own  arguments  when  the  case  was  re- 
versed. 

Sir  R.  Peelf  looking  at  the  last  few  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Lord,  was  very  sorry 
that  he  had  so  soon  repented  the  compli- 
ment he  had  paid  him.  With  regard  to 
the  operation  of  the  new  Corn-law,  it  was 
of  course,  at  present  rather  premature  to 
attempt  to  form  an  opinion,  but  he  would 
nevertheless  state  one  or  two  facts.  He 
found  by  statements  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  that  in  the  week  ending  the  I2th 
May,  1842,  31.000<^u^rtg^.^,|^pp 
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entered  for  home  consamption,  of  which 
15,000  quarters  were  foreign  wheat,  pay- 
ing 125.  duty.     From  the  12th  to  the 
2l8t    May,    5,760    quarters    of   foreign 
wheat  were  entered  for  home  consump- 
tion in  London  alone,  paying  the  then 
rate  of  duty.     Now  he  would  not  attempt 
to  make  any  prediction  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  Corn  Bill,  but  he  mentioned  these 
facts  as  leading  to  a  hope  that  the  impo- 
sition of  the  more  moderate  duty  would 
lead   to    a  periodical  release  of  foreign 
wheat  for  home  consumption,  and  that  it 
would,  at  the  same  time,  afford  some  se- 
curity against  the  recurrence  of  sudden  and 
extravagant  advances  in  the  price  of  wheat. 
Mr.  La6oucAere  observed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  showed    a    disposition  to 
evade  the  charge  made  against  him  from 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
of  having  used  contradictory  arguments  as 
it  suited  his  views  in  support  of  one  or 
other  portions  of  his  measures.    To  that 
charge  had  been  superadded  this  other — 
that  the    right    hon.   Baronet  was   en- 
couraging a  bad  system  of  agriculture  in 
this  country.     He  had  heard  with  satis- 
faction the  reasons  urged  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  his  proposed  alteration  in  the 
duty  on  cattle.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had   told   the  agricultural  interest,  that 
though  he  rejoiced  to  think  that  the  effect 
of  the  proposed  change  would  not  be  to 
injure  the  agricultural  interest,  yet  that 
the  great  point  to  which  he  looked  was, 
that  the  great  mass  of  the  people  should 
be  adequately  supplied  with  food.    The 
right  hon.   Baronet,  in  fact,   made  the 
valuable  admission,  that  the  people  of 
this  country  were  not  adequately  supplied 
with  food,  and   that,   therefore,   he  had 
proposed  a  comprehensive  measure  for  the 
importation  of  cattle.      Now,   really,  it 
might  be  supposed    from   the  language 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  meat 
formed  the  chief  article  of  food  with  the 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  country.    Un- 
fortunately it  did  not^  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  find,  admitting,  as  he  had 
done,  that  the  distress  existing  in    the 
country  was  connected   partially,  if  not 
entirely,  with  the  deficient  supply  of  food, 
that  the  time  would  come  when  the  argu- 
ments which  he  had  used  to  justify  the  im- 
portation of  cattle  would  apply  with  ten- 
fold force  to  corn.     He  held  it  to  be  im- 
possible, that  under  the  new  Corn-law,  a 
sufficient  supply  of  corn  could  come  in  for 
the  wants  of  the  people,  and  then  the  ar- 


guments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  remembered,  and  used  agamst 
him  in  support  of  a  measure  of  further  re- 
lief with  regard  to  corn. 

Major  Vivian  said,  as  he  saw  it  was 
useless  to  attempt  to  divide  against  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  would,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  withdraw  his 
motion. 

Lord  /.  Russell  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  object  to  put  the 
House  in  possession  of  returns  of  the 
amount  of  corn  entered  for  home  con- 
sumption, and  also  of  that  in  bond.  He 
had  heard  that  there  were  1,000,000 
quarters  in  bond,  and  he  thought  it  was 
desirable  that  they  should  have  accurate 
information  on  the  subject.  With  refer- 
ence to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  he  must  say  that  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  accurately 
represented  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  .Berks.  As  he  understood 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berks,  in  the  resolu- 
tions on  the  Table,  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  the  effect  of 
the  proposed  change  would  be  to  lead  to 
the  importation  of  fat  cattle,  and  of  barley 
and  oats  in  the  shape  of  such  fat  cattle. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  the  gallant  Mem- 
ber proposed  to  withdraw  his  motion,  as 
he  could  not  have  gone  with  him.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  colonies  ought  to 
be  regarded  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
empire,  and  if  they  could  produce  enough 
over  and  above  their  own  consumption  to 
enable  them  to  export  their  productions 
to  England,  those  productions  ought  to  be 
received  free  of  duty,  just  as  they  would 
be  received  if  they  came  from  the  Isle  of 
Skye  or  any  other  part  of  the  kingdom. 

Mr.  Pusey  had  received  the  opinion  of 
a  farmer  of  200/.  a-year  rent  as  to  the 
operation  of  this  portion  of  the  tariff. 
Complimenting  him  on  his  not  having 
suffered  by  the  new  Corn-law,  the  reply 
of  the  farmer  was,  "  I  had  rather  wheat 
had  fallen  10«.  a  quarter  than  that  mutton 
should  have  fallen  as  it  has  done  between 
last  May  and  this."  He  (Mr.  Pusey)  had 
afterwards  examined  this  farmer's  ac- 
counts, and  he  found  that  by  a  fall  of  10s. 
a  quarter  in  wheat  he  would  have  lost 
42/.,  but  that  he  lost  10s.  each  upon 
sheep.  He  had  converted  204  lambs  into 
mutton  in  the  course  of  the  year, — a  suf- 
ficient evidence  to  hon.  Gentlemen  ac- 
quainted with  such  subjects,  of  his  being 
a  person  competent  to  form  an  pplnum  on 
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farming.  This  would  afford  some  idea  of 
the  extent  of  his  loss  on  the  fall  in  the 
price  of  meat. 

Sir  R»  Peel  would  have  been  glad  to 
find  from  bis  own  bills  that  there  had 
been  that  reduction  in  the  price  of  mutton 
which  the  hou.  Member  referred  to.  He 
did  not  think  that  such  a  great  reduction 
would  be  found  yet  to  have  taken  place 
in  the  price  of  mutton.  With  regard  to 
the  question  put  to  him  by  the  noble 
Lord,  he  begged  to  say,  that  there  were  at 
present  800,000  quarters  of  wheat  in 
bond,  and  1 ,000>000  quarters  of  corn  alto- 
gether in  bond.  Although  he  felt  it  was.too 
early  as  yet  for  the  House  to  examine  into 
the  operation  of  the  new  Corn-law,  he 
should  not  refuse  any  information  which  it 
was  in  his  power  to  afford  on  the  subject, 
hoping,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  House 
would  not  draw  any  decided  inference 
from  so  short  an  experience  of  the  law. 

Mr«  C.  Wood  was  not  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  so  express  him- 
self, seeing  that  the  new  Corn-law  had 
not  fulfilled  the  expectations  which  had 
been  held  out  as  to  its  probable  ef- 
fects. The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated  that 
the  quantity  of  foreign  wheat  brought  in 
in  the  week  ending  the  14th  of  May  in 
the  present  year  was  15,000  quarters,  and 
in  the  week  ending  the  21st  of  May,  about 
5,000.  Now,  in  the  corresponding  week, 
ending  the  14th  of  May  of  last  year,  the 
quantity  of  foreign  wheat  introduced  for 
home  consumption  was  17,000  quarters, 
and  in  the  week  ending  the  21st  of  May, 
the  Quantity  was  71,000  quarters,  the 
duty  being  235.  Hd. 

Viscount  Sandon  wished  to  observe,  as 
hon.  Members  vaunted  so  much  upon  this 
subject,  that  there  was  a  wide  difference 
between  the  two  articles  which  it  involved 
— namely,  corn  and  cattle.  There  was  no 
ground  whatever  for  apprehending  that 
this  country  would  be  inundated  with 
foreign  cattle.  The  foreign  supply  of  cat- 
tle was  exceedingly  limited,  but  of  the 
article  of  corn  there  was  an  almost  unli- 
mited supply.  Therefore  was  it  that  those 
leho  were  desirous  of  affording  some  pro* 
tectton  to  native  industry  deemed  it  neces- 
sary to  accommodate  the  amount  of  that 
protection  to  this  state  of  things.  It  was 
evident  that  in  no  single  year  would  there 
be  produced  an  extraordinary  amount  of 
cattle.  Not  so  with  corn.  In  one  year 
there  might  be  so  extensive  a  crop  of 
wheat  as  to  inundate  the  English  markets, 


to  the  injury  and  perhaps  ruki,  of  the 
English  farmer,  if  he  were  not  protected 
by  a  duty,  which^  under  this  circumstance, 
was  perfectly  justifiable  and  perfectly  con- 
sistent  with  common  sense,  but  which  was 
unnecessary^  and  therefore  not  justifiable, 
as  regarded  cattle.  He  confessed,  too, 
that  when  he  saw  the  labouring  popula* 
tion  of  this  country  in  so  distressed  a  coo* 
dition,  be  should  be  most  uo willing  to 
consent  to  any  measure  which  woukl  con- 
vert it  from  an  arable  into  a  pasture  coan- 
try,  and  thereby  add  to  that  distress  by 
removing  one  of  the  great  sources  of  em- 
ployment. Then,  as  regarded  our  colonies^ 
be  had  heard  the  noble  Lord  oppoaile 
(Lord  Howick)  say,  that  they  ought  to  be 
put  upon  a  footing  with  foreign  countries, 
while  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  con- 
tended,  that  there  ought  to  be  no  dif* 
ference  made  between  them  and  the  ffio«- 
ther  country.  How  was  a  Govemmetit  to 
be  guided  by  such  conflicting  opinions  as 
these  ?  For  bis  own  part,  he  much  pre- 
ferred the  principle  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  and  would,  if  he  could)  place 
the  colonies  on  a  footing  with  this  country, 
not  merely  with  the  view,  or  for  the  par- 
pose  of  supplying  this  country  with  articles 
of  consumption  at  a  cheaper  rate,  but  io 
order  to  establish  a  community  of  interests 
between  this  country  and  a  very  large  por- 
tion of  our  colonies. 

Mr.  Labouchere :  His  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  had  very  justly  said, 
that  cattle  could  not,  but  corn  might, 
come  in.  He  perfectly  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  that  was  the  real  solution 
of  the  different  courses  which  had  been 
pursued  with  respect  to  cattle  and  with 
respect  to  corn ;  and  he  must  say,  that  if 
the  Government  had  avowed  that  prin- 
ciple with  the  distinctness  and  frankness 
of  his  noble  Friend,  they  could  not  now 
be  reproached  on  the  score  of  iocooais* 
tency.  What  was  inconsistent  io  the  Go- 
vernment was,  that  io  bringing  forward 
the  measure  as  to  cattle,  they  had  adopted 
the  language  of  free-trade  io  its  broadest 
principles;  they  had  stated  that  it  was 
necessary  to  buy  provisions  in  the  cheapest 
markets,  and  that  they  had  applied  this 
principle  to  the  article  of  cattle;  and  he 
was  afraid  he  must  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  little  practical  advantage  was 
likely  to  ensue  for  the  relief  of  the  people 
from  this  measure,  since  they  bad  adopted 
a  different  principle  as  to  corn,  where  the 
principle  alluded  to  would  be  of  valued 
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He  eoofetitd  that  be  had  liiteoed  with 
aeiqch  gratification,  though  with  aatooisb- 
meDt,  at  the  language  used  by  the  Vice- 
Preiident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  W. 
IL  Gladalooe)»  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treaaury,  with  regard  to  oattle;  and  he 
could  scarcely  believe  that  be  was  listen* 
ing  to  the  same  Gentleman  who  had  pre* 
▼iously  addressed  the  House  upon  the 
so^ject  of  com  when  the  question  most 
piomioeotly  brought  forward  was  agricul- 
tural protectioD«-*foU  and  ample  protec** 
tioB  to  tbe  Briiisb  landowner.  He  was  oof 
disposed  to  undervalue  the  importance  of 
agricvltttre;  but  he  must  contend  that 
anything  haviog  reference  to  the  interest  of 
tbe  landowners  as  a  class,  was  infinitely 
Sttbordinate  when  tbe  question  of  a  supply 
of  food  for  the  great  body  of  the  people 
was  involved.  I^t  them  not  forget  what 
they  bad  heard  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasory*-**tbe  result  of  that  diligent  and 
aoaiotts  inquiry  which  he  had  made 
dniing  the  last  few  months — that  the  con* 
diiion  of  the  people  was  this,  that  the  po* 
polation  waa  outstripping  the  supply  of 
food.  It  was  an  important  declaration 
that  ought  not  to  be  forgotten  by  this 
House;  and  they  might  depend  that  it 
wonld  aot  be  forgotten  by  the  country. 
He  was  surprised  that  a  Minister  who 
came  to  that  conclusion,  and  stated  it  in 
so  bold  and  broad  a  manner  when  arguing 
on  the  question  of  cattle,  should  have 
talMO  tbe  course  be  did  as  to  the  Corn" 
law ;  because  it  could  not  be  denied  that, 
after  all,  with  reference  to  the  supply  of 
food  for  the  great  body  of  the  people,  it 
waa  not  to  meat,  bet  to  bread,  that  they 
must  chiefly  look.  With  regard  to  colo- 
nial protection,  he  confessed  that  he  was 
not  inclined  to  act  on  any  mere  extreme 
abatraet  principle.  He  was  not  able  to 
lole  with  bis  noble  Friend  (Lord  Howick) 
the  other  nights  not  that  he  disagreed 
with  much  that  his  noble  Friend  slated ; 
but  at  the  same  time  he  thought  that,  as 
leog  as  we  maintained  the  navigation  laws* 
and  insisted  on  the  colonies  receiving  our 
manufactured  goods  at  a  lower  rate  of  duty 
than  the  one  which  was  imposed  on  foreign 
manufactures,  it  was  impossible  to  deny  a 
prefereooe  to  some  articles  of  colonial  pro- 
duce imported  into  this  country.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  say,  that  there  were  not 
cases  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  had  acted  properly  in  intro* 
ducing  a  differjsnt  rate  for  tbe  first  time ; 
he  alluded  eapecially  to  the  manafactures 


of  India,  and  he  was  glad  to  see  that  a  d  ifier. 
ence  from  the  former  system  was  proposed 
by  the  new  tariff;  for  it  should  be  remem- 
bered, that  India  was  not  one  of  those 
petty  colonies,  the  defence  of  which  was 
undertaken,  and  the  civil  government  of 
which  was  provided  for,  by  this  country. 
At  tbe  same  time  he  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  have 
extended  colonial  protection  unnecessarily, 
and  particularly  with  respect  to  the  article 
of  live  cattle, 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  the  statement  made 
by  the  representative  of  the  great  commer- 
cial town  of  Liverpool  would  well  justify 
the  representative  of  the  manufacturing 
town  of  Stockport  in  entering  his  protest 
against  it.  He  had  recently  been  in  Lan- 
cashire, and  knew  something  of  the  stste 
of  feeling  there  in  reference  to  tbe  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  committee ; 
and  be  found  precisely  the  same  sort  of 
feeling  as  to  the  tariff  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  expressed.  Tbe  people  of  Lancsshire 
believed  that  the  legislation  of  this  House 
was  precisely  that  which  had  been  *'  pla- 
carded" by  the  noble  Lord  from  this 
House  to-night,  and  that  they  were  legis* 
lating  for  the  introduction  of  articles  into 
this  country  which  they  did  not  expect  to 
import.  The  people  were  not  satisfied 
with  such  legislation— it  was  a  mockery  of 
the  country  in  its  present  condition.  They 
saw  there  was  no  hope.  That  which  ex- 
tinguished the  last  embers  of  hope  was  tbe 
right  hon.  Baronet's  Corn-law;  but  the 
people  of  England  would  "  bide  their 
time,*'  and  would  not  suffer  themselves  to 
be  exterminated.  Doctrines  were  forcing 
themselves  upon  the  public  mind  which 
would  lead  to  far  greater  changes  than  an 
alteration  of  the  tariff,  and  every  day  that 
they  proceeded  with  these  miserable  expe- 
dients in  legislation  increased  the  disgust 
of  the  people.  Such  legislation  as  this 
was  a  scandal  to  England  and  to  Christen- 
dom; for  he  contended  that  Parliament 
had  no  earthly  right  to  deny  to  the  able- 
bodied,  ingenious,  but  starving  operative 
of  Stockport  the  power  of  exchanging  the 
produce  of  his  industry  for  the  food  that 
was  grown  in  the  fertile  valleys  of  the  Mis« 
sissippi.  He  told  them  then,  as  he  told 
them  nine  months  ago,  that  this  was 
nothing  short  of  legislative  murder.  The 
people  of  Stockport  had  a  right  to  employ 
the  produce  of  their  capital  in  obtaining  a 
supply  of  food;  but  what  should  be  said 
of  a  Ministry  that  legislated  purposely  for 
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pre?enting  an  exchange  ? — It  was  not  the 
price  which  they  haggled  about,  though 
the  House  might  talk  of  the  diminution 
of  one  penny  per  pound  on  the  price  of 
meat.  It  was  comparatively  of  no  conse- 
quence to  the  people  what  price  they  paid 
for  food  if  they  had  but  the  means  to  earn 
it.  The  people  contended  for  the  right  to 
exchange  labour  for  food.  Was  it  too 
much  for  the  people  to  claim  the  right  to 
go  3.000  miles  for  food  ?  Were  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  prepared  to  give  the  means  ef  em- 
ployment to  those  people,  who  never  came 
forward  with  a  demand  asking  the  Legisla- 
ture to  fix  the  price  of  protection  for  cotton 
goods  ?  They  did  not  ask  the  Legislature, 
as  the  landed  interest  had  done,  to  fix  the 
price  at  which  the  people  should  have 
cotton.  No  !  the  manufacturing  classes 
only  asked  for  a  fair  competition  with  all 
the  world ;  and  yet,  after  saying  that  they 
could  not  feed  them  or  employ  them,  the 
House  told  them  in  effect  that  they  should 
not  have  food  at  a  cheap  rate.  For  his 
own  part,  he  said,  he  was  prepared  in  that 
House  to  take  any  course  which  the  forms 
of  the  House  would  permit  to  put  an  end 
to  such  a  system  of  legislation. 

Viscount  Sandan  explained.  The  opi- 
nions which  he  had  that  night  avowed, 
were  those  which  he  had  advocated  for 
eleven  years  of  his  political  life. 

Mr.  Turner  thought  it  absolutely  ne- 
cessary for  the  best  interests  of  the  coun- 
try that  this  tariff  should  pass  into  a  law. 
He  would  say  that,  whether  it  were  for 
good  or  for  evil,  those  who  stood  by  the 
tariff  must  stand  or  fall  by  it ;  but  he  be- 
lieved  that  the  country  was  anxious  that 
that  tariff  should  be  speedily  made  law ; 
and  with  a  view  to  carry  out  this  object^ 
he  would  suggest  that  hon.  Members 
should  not  make  long  speeches  on  every 
point  which  was  mooted.  He  said  that 
nine-tenths  of  the  measures  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  were  those  which  had 
originated  with  the  late  Government.  He 
conjured  those  who  were  engaged  in  mer- 
cantile pursuits,  and  who  sat  chiefly  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side,  the  other  side 
being  occupied  more  exclusively  by  those 
who  represented  the  landed  interest — he 
would  conjure  hon.  Members  indeed  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  not  to  occupy 
one  whole  night  up  to  nine  o'clock  with- 
out making  progress,  while  millions  of 
people  were  looking  forward  with  intense 
anxiety  to  know  how  they  should  employ 
their  capital. 


I     The  blank  for  the  duty  on  colonial 
!  cattle  was  ordered  to  be  filled  up  with 
<*  ten  shillings." 

On  the  question  that  a  duty  of  5s.  be 
levied  on  swine  and  hogs  imported  from 
foreign  countries,  and  2s.  6d.  on  hogs  and 
swine  the  produce  of  and  from  British 
possessions. 

Mr.  S.  O'Brien  rose,  for  the  purpose 
of  endeavouring  to  impress  on  the  com- 
mittee the  justice  of  altering  the  proposed 
duty.  Hon.  Members  were,  perhaps,  not 
aware  that  a  large  portion  of  the  poorer 
classes  in  Ireland  depended,  as  a  principal 
resource,  on  the  rearing  of  pigs.  Those 
acquainted  with  Ireland  knew  that  there 
were  few  cottagers  in  that  country  who 
did  not  attempt  to  keep  a  pig,  in  order, 
by  its  sale,  to  be  assisted  in  the  payment 
of  their  rent.  In  fact,  so  general  was 
this  desire,  that  to  be  without  the  means 
of  having  a  pig  was  considered  a  test  of 
destitution.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
rate  of  duty  proposed  in  the  tariff  would, 
by  giving  advantages  to  the  importation 
of  foreign  swine,  be  felt  very  injurious  to 
that  poor  class  of  persons  to  whom  he 
had  alluded.  He  had  intended  to  move 
that  a  duty  of  4s.  per  cwt.  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  uniform  duty  of  6s.  pro- 
posed to  be  levied  under  thie  new  tariff. 
However,  as  the  House  had  yesterday 
evening,  by  their  decision  on  the  amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire, negatived  the  principle  of  taking 
the  duty  by  weight,  he  would  now  simply 
propose  to  negative  the  word  *'  five,"  and 
would  leave  it  to  the  Government  to  sub- 
stitute any  other  rate  of  duty  more  con- 
formable to  the  merits  of  the  case. 

Mr.  W.  Miles  had  great  satisfaction  in 
supporting  the  amendment.  He  trusted 
that,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  used  the 
argumentum  ad  ntts^rtcordtam,  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  the  case  into  their 
consideration. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  the  words 
*'  five  shillings,'*— Ayes  121 ;  Noes  32 : 
Majority  89. 
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Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
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TELLERS. 

Miles,  W. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 


On  the  proposition  to  levy  a  duty  of  5«. 
per  cwt.  on  cassara  powder,  the  produce  of 
foreign  countries,  and  of  Is.  on  the  pro- 
duce of  British  possessions, 

Mr.  r.  Smith  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  be  would  have 
any  objection  to  strike  out  this,  and  se- 
veral articles  from  which  no  duty  was  de- 
rived, out  of  the  list,  or  place  a  mere  no. 
minal  duty  on  them  for  statistical  pur- 
poses. There  were,  in  the  first  edition  of 
the  tariff  267  articles,  not  one  of  which 
produced  51.  to  the  revenue  in  the  vear 
1840.  In  the  third  edition  some  of  these 
were  struck  out,  and  he  hoped  the  prin- 
ciple would  be  carried  farther.  The  re- 
tention of  these  articles  was  an  incum- 
brance on  the  tariff,  and  would  only  throw 
ridicule  on  it  in  the  eyes  of  foreign  na- 
tions. On  these  grounds  he  would  urge 
the  propriety  of  striking  them  out,  or  of 
placing  only  a  nominal  duty  for  statistical 
purposes. 

Mr.  Gladstone  saw  no  very  great  diffi- 
culty  in  adopting  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  respect  to  the  article 
before  the  House,  but  saw  no  advantage 
that  could  arise  from  it.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  one  of  two  courses,  to 
strike  out  the  article  altogether,  or  to  place 
on  it  a  nominal  duty  for  statistical  pur- 
poses. The  present  duty  was  little  more 
—only  6s.  a  cwt.  If  the  article  was  struck 
out  of  its  alphabetical  place,  and  placed 
among  the  unenumerated  articles,  the 
duty  would  in  reality  be  greater,  namely, 
five  per  cent. 

Mr.  Labouchere  thought  the  suggestion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  well  worthy  considera- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Hume  suggested  that  all  articles  of 
this  kind  should  be  placed  together  at  the 
end  of  the  tariff,  as  unenumerated  arti- 
cles, at  a  duty  of  Is.  for  statistical  infor- 
mation. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
it  was  extremely  important  for  the  conve- 
nience of  the  manufacturing  and  trading 
community,  that  the  unenumerated  arti» 
q^es  should  be  as  few  as  possible. 

The  Item  agreed  to,        |    ^^rrTr> 
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Captaia  jPe«/b//,  on  the  part  of  tb«  fither* 
men  of  the  eoatt  of  Sussei,  did  not  object 
to  the  tariff  aa  regarded  fisbi  bnt  to  any 
mode  of  importing  it  in  cotitravention  to 
the  treaty  of  1839,  concluded  by  the  lat« 
GoveriMn9nt  with  the  French  autboriti^n* 
He,  therefore,  called  on  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  protection  of  Eoglith  fishto^- 
boats  within  the  line  of  demarcation  laid 
down  by  that  treaty.  The  ri|;ht  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  contended  that  the  reduction  of 
the  priee  of  timber  would  benefit  the 
Sshermen,  but  \i  would  be  better  to  reduce 
the  {>rice  of  their  loaf,  because  the  reduc- 
tion in  the  doty  on  timber  would  not  touch 
them.  There  was  no  comparison  in  point 
of  treatment  by  the  Oovernments  of  the 
mpcctite  countries— between  the  Eng- 
lish and  the  French  Oorernments — the 
latter  being  so  much  better  treated  than 
the  Ibrmer.  All  he  wanted  for  the  fisher- 
men was  fair  pky  and  justice ;  and  that 
he  called  on  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  to 
give  them  in  his  tariff. 

Mr.  CKadstme  observed^  that  the  time 
had  not  arrived  for  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  he  suggested  that  as  there  were 
three  classes  of  fish  not  diarged  with  dnty 
it  would  be  best  to  dispatch  them  first. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  why  lobsters 
should  be  charged  at  all  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  it  was  intended  to  ex- 
empt them  when  part  of  a  cargo  under  5L 

Alderman  HtaM>hrey  did  not  know 
why  lobsters  should  now  be  charged  with 
a  doty. 

Major  Beresferd  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  re-consider  the  tariff, 
in  so  far  as  related  to  the  proposed  duty 
on  lobsters,  which,  if  persevered  in,  would 
have  the  effect  of  deiftroying  that  trade 
altogether,  and  of  depriving  London  of 
this  article  of  food.  The  supply  of  lob- 
sters for  the  London  market  was  at 
present  derived  from  Norway,  and  the 
fish  was  so  delicate  that  it  was  with  great 
difficulty  brought  alive  to  this  country  in 
the  well-boats  employed  for  that  purpose, 
and  so  many  cargoes  were  spoiled  in  the 
transit  as  to  render  the  trade  a  very  spe- 
culative one.  There  was  no  duty  at  pre- 
sent levied  on  lobsters,  and  he  considered 
it  unfair  to  impose  one.  Besides,  accord- 
ing to  the  ptesent  method  of  managing 
the  trade,  the  lobsters,  on  their  arrival  off 
the  English  coasts,  were  transhipped  into 
other  boats,  in  older  to  keep  them  better 
alive^  and  thus  as  the  €atg9  of  the  well- 


boat  was  generally  divided  between  tw« 
other  boats  the  duty  levied  would  htl6L 
per  ship.load  instead  of  51,  He  trusted 
that  the  Qovemment  would  relax  in  thie 
item  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  AldermnQ  Humphery  ceptendedf 
that  as  hitherto  had  been  the  cuMt  lob*> 
sters  ought  lo  b«  subjected  to  no  dv^ 
whatever.  He  would  move  an  anieMN 
ment  to  the  eflfeet  that  they  shall  be  ad- 
mitted free. 

Mr.  Chapman  sakl,  this  fisberv  was  (vo* 
ductive  of  a  considerable  snpply  of  very 
hardy  seamen,  and  should  not  be  mede  a 
subject  of  taxatioo. 

Captain  PeokeU  said,  that  an  aot  of 
George  the  1st  allowed  the  importation  of 
lobsters  in  any  vessels ;  and  by  the  lOih  and 
1 1  th  William  tbe3rd,no  lobster  was  allowed 
to  be  put  on  shore  which  was  less  than 
eight  iochep  long.  Both  these  mvet  be  re^ 
peded,  if  this  duty  was  levied.  In  five 
days  in  the  month  of  June,  1838,  there 
were  no  less  than  132,000  lobsters  brought 
to  London. 

Sir  A.  Peel  said  :  If  it  be  known  tbet 
there  were  130,000  lobsters  brought  into 
London  in  a  particular  time,  the  difficulty 
is  not  so  great  as  stated  by  the  hixi.  and 
gallant  Member.  They  must  have  gone 
through  the  process  of  cowitiog.  Our 
object  for  hnposing  this  duty  is,  oecause 
it  is  said  that  if  you  look  at  the  prohibition 
on  fish,  it  will  be  found  not  to  extend  to 
those  which  are  articles  of  luxury.  U  is 
urged  against  the  law  with  respect  to  fish, 
that  turbots  and  lobsters  aiie  eseeptsd. 
We  think  it  right  not  to  except  fiA  which 
is  consumed  by  the  upper  classes.  The 
duty  is  now  laid  on  turbot  for  the  first 
time,  which  surelv  ought  to  be.  I  doubt 
the  policy  of  admitting  any  particular 
fish  free. 

Mr.  Labowkere  thought  it  was  expe* 
dient  to  leave  the  law  as  it  was.  He  be- 
lieved the  duty  on  lobsters  would  lofliot 
an  injury  on  persons  in  the  trade — eo^ 
hance  the  price,  and  without  doing  good 
of  any  kino.  The  main  supply  of  loteters 
was  from  Norway,  where  BritHh  fishermen 
are  npt  allowed  to  fish  themselves,  bnt 
they  bought  from  the  Norway  fishermen, 
by  which  means  only  the  sspply  was  ob* 
tained.  This  traffic  affi>rded  enooorage. 
ment  to  a  hardv  race  of  seamen ;  he  did 
not  see  whom  the  proposed  duty  would 
benefit,  and  he  hoped  the  Qo?eriu»ent 
would  consider  it. 

Mr.  Qladstam  eaid,  that! 
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Frieod  htd  already  stated  the  mam  posi- 
tive  reaion  for  the  duty,  oamelyf  the  spe« 
cial  exemption  of  6sh  which  were  the 
fbod  of  the  rich.  He  wiahed^to  state  le^ 
veral  pointi^  Uodoobtedly,  if  a  itrooff 
case  could  be  shown  that  the  duty  would 
interfere  with  the  trade,  it  ought  to  be 
ooDSidered.  MTith  respect  to  nombering 
lobsters,  a  few  hundred  were  often  bcought 
by  the  mail-boats  from  Hull,  and  a  duty 

Khead  was  necessary  to  meet  that  case. 
no  would  be  no  particular  iaconi^e- 
nience,  for  it  was  not  neoessary  for  the 
ship  which  brought  the  lobstera  from  Nor- 
way to  come  up  to  the  Custom  Hodse  that 
she  might  discharge  her  cargo  in  the  outer 
waters.  The  want  of  a  fishmarket  might 
equally  cause  them  to  be  spoiled  by  delay* 
With  respect  to  the  amount  of  the  duty, 
it  would  be  only  5  per  cent,  on  the  valae. 
100/.  was  the  wholesale  price  from  the 
factor  to  the  seller,  and  any  enhancement 
to  the  consumer  in  London  was  not  likdy. 
At  present  vessels  in  that  trade  were  re* 
stricted  from  carrying  passengers  to  Nor- 
way, which  prohibitiott  it  was  intended  to 
do  away ;  and  that  privilege  would  be  of 
far  more  ooosequence  in  the  way  of  gain, 
than  5L  in  the  way  of  loss.  There  would 
be  no  material  inoonvenienoe,  provided 
the  duty  was  levied  in  the  manner  pro^ 
posed* 

Viscount  Hmffkk  said,  that  when  a  new 
doty  was  imposed,  some  good  ground 
should  be  shown  for  it.  What  was  it 
in  this  case?  Certainly  not  revenwe. 
Was  it  protection?  That  was  certainly 
not  wanted.  From  his  own  knowledge  of 
the  trade  in  his  neighbourhood,  he  couM 
state  that  it  was  not  wanted.  The  only 
complaiat  OMde  there  was  of  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  number  of  lobsters.  Was  it 
wise,  then,  to  risk  hurting  trade  for  some 
nominal  uniformity  in  the  tariff.  The  hon. 
and  galtant  Member  for  Harwich  bad 
shown  that  the  duty  could  not  be  imposed 
without  injury  to  the  trade,  and  it  had  not 
been  shown,  by  the  arguments  of  the  right 
boa.  Gentleman,  that  it  would  not  inter- 
fere with  It.  He  thought  it  was  inconsist- 
ent with  common  sense  to  introduce  a 
change  which  would  be  productive  of  no 
advantage  and  might  be  injurknis. 

Mr.  Hume  recommended  that  the  duty 
OD  fish  should  be  removed  altogether.  He 
mentioned  several  of  the  amounts  which 
had  bees  levied,  which  were  very  trifling, 
and  he  thought  that  if  that  particular 
sum  was  wanted,  it  oaigfat  be  ofc^ined  by 


the  reduction  df  one  of  the  OotailussiQiiers 
of  Customs. 

Mr.  Wakley  thought,  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentieman,  the  Vice«-Prceident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  had  failed  in  hisjofttifica^ 
twn  of  the  duty.  He  said,  that  lobsbna 
were  used  only  by  the  higher  classes,  hot 
he  could  assure  him  that  the  proportioQ 
consumed  by  the  lower  classes  was  taft* 
nitely  greater.  He  thought  the  stateiaent 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hai^ 
wich  quite  convincing. 

Sir  JR.  JPee/  said,  that  ke  wmdd  dose 
at  once  with  the  boo.  Oeatkmim.  If 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  was  correct, 
that  lobsters  were  much  consuaied  by  the 
middling  and  lower  classes^  he  admitted 
that  the  main  neasOn  ibr  the  introduction 
of  the  article  into  the  tariff  was  removed. 
He  thought,  moreover,  that  the  gallant 
Officer  tiie  hon.  Member  for  Harwidi, 
had  shown  strong  grounds  for  saying,  that 
the  proposed  duty  was  too  high;  he 
would,  however,  reserve  the  oonsideration, 
whether  there  oaght  to  be  an  absolute  ea^- 
emption  ;  but  the  subject  should  undergo 
consideration.  As  to  the  tednctSen  of  a 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  if  that  reduc- 
tion was  proper,  of  courae  it  ought  to  be 
made  without  reference  to  the  reduction 
of  the  doty  on  fish.  It  shoold  stand  oa 
its  Own  grounds.  They  coald  not  altogo^ 
ther  abolish  the  duties  on  fish ;  but  seein|c 
the  general  eense  of  the  House,  he  was 
sure  it  was  of  more  importance  to  aimke 
progress  with  the  tariff  than  to  Tetain  the 
duty  on  lobsters. 

Mr.  GladiUme  suggested  that  the  most 
convenient  course  would  be  to  let  the  doty 
stand  as  it  did  at  present,  and  make  the 
alteration  in  the  report. 

The  vote  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Oladstotti  said,  that  the  words  de- 
scribing the  next  class  of  article,  **  fish 
imported  from  foreign  places  in  other  than 
fishing  vessels''  had  been  used  in  order  to 
prevent  fraud  ;  and  although  they  would 
limit  the  importation  considerably,  he  be*- 
lieved  it  would  be  impossible  to  atuin  the 
object  desired  without  them ;  t>ot  fiirther 
inquiry  should  be  made. 

Alderman  Humphety  complained  of  the 
alteration  in  the  tariff  since  Its  original 
proposal,  whereby  various  descriptions  of 
fish  were  required  to  be  brought  into  our 
ports  in  other  than  fishing  vessels ;  and 
especially  in  regard  to  turbot,  which  he 
saui  would  be  spoiled  by  the  timnsporta* 
tion  from  one  vessel  to  aaothernOOQlC 
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Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  he  could  quiet 
the  miud  of  the  worthy  Aldermao  on  the 
subject  of  turbot,  about  which  he  felt  so 
natural  an  anxiety.  It  was  not  intended 
to  make  any  change  as  to  the  mode  of 
importation  of  turbot ;  and  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  would  at  once  be  an- 
swered by  placing  turbot  immediately 
after  lobsters  in  the  tariff. 

Dr.  Bowring  begged  to  press  upon  the 
Oorernment  the  recommendation  of  the 
Import  Duties'  Committee,  that  whenever 
duties  were  unproductive,  as  was  the  case 
with  those  on  fish,  they  should  be  re- 
moved. 

Viscount  Hawick  said,  that  if  they 
wanted  to  remove  restrictions  they  ought 
to  allow  the  fish  to  be  brought  in  any 
vessels.  He  knew  that  the  French  boats 
came  off  the  coast  of  the  north  of  Eng- 
land, and  bought  herrings  of  our  fisher- 
men ;  he  was  glad  of  that  for  the  sake  of 
our  own  fishermen ;  but  why  should  we 
imitate  the  absurd  blunder  of  France  by 
imposing  restrictions  which  could  not  be 
enforced  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  reason  for 
making  that  alteration  in  the  tariff  was 
not  deference  to  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend ;  but  after  constant  collisions  had 
taken  place  between  the  French  and  Eng- 
lish fishing  vessels,  after  a  very  consider- 
able loss  of  life,  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
concluded  a  convention  with  France,  by 
which  it  was  agreed  that  a  certain  space 
of  about  three  miles  from  low  watermark 
should  be  the  exclusive  fishing  ground  of 
each  country.  Then  if  they  permitted 
foreign  fish  to  be  broueht  into  our  ports  in 
vessels  adapted  for  the  purposes  of  fish- 
ing, they  would  do  away  with  the  advan- 
tage of  that  convention,  for  it  would  be 
impossible  then  to  exclude  the  French 
fishing  vessels  from  your  limits,  as  they 
might  always  avail  themselves  of  the 
pretence  that  they  were  on  the  way  to  the 
ports  of  London  or  Dover  with  fish.  That 
argument,  however,  did  not  apply  to  the 
case  of  turbot,  because  the  permission  to 
bring  that  in  always  existed.  With  respect 
to  the  tariff,  it  was  a  great  improvement 
on  the  existing  law  ;  it  went  as  far  as  the 
House  could  expect ;  they  found  salmon 
prohibited  ;  they  proposed  to  introduce  it 
at  a  duty  of  lOs.  per  cwt. ;  soles  were 
prohibited  ;  now  they  proposed  to  intro- 
duce them  at  5s.  per  cwt.  They  removed 
prohibitions  altogether. 


Mr.  Aglionhy  objected  to  imposing  any 
duty  on  turbot,  which  was  before  ex- 
empted ;  for  turbot,  when  there  was  a 
glut  in  the  market,  was  a  fish  consumed 
by  the  poor ;  and  however  few  went  out 
with  him,  he  should  divide  the  House 
upon  it.  Why,  he  asked,  did  the  hon. 
Baronet  refuse  to  an  hon.  Member  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  with  regard  to  turbot, 
what  he  had  yielded  to  one  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  with  regard  to  lobsters? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  he  did  not  yield 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Harwich  until 
several  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  had  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
made  out  a  strong  case.  Under  the  old 
existing  tariff,  turbot  was  duty  free ;  and 
he  recollected  the  invidious  distinctions 
that  used  to  be  drawn  between  the  fish  of 
the  rich  and  the  fish  of  the  poor,  on  that 
very  ground — and  if  he  had  retained  the 
duty  on  herrings  as  he  did,  and  had  con- 
tinued the  exemption  of  turbot,  was  it  not 
probable  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
would  have  been  one  of  the  first  to  tell 
him  that  he  was  exempting  the  rich,  whilst 
he  was  taxing  the  poor.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  say,  that  turbot  was  an  article 
of  general  consumption  amongst  the  poor 
as  well  as  the  rich  ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  rather  singular  in 
that  view.  His  belief  was,  that  if  he  had 
continued  the  duty  on  herrings  without 
removing  the  exemption  of  turbot,  ad  van. 
tage  would  have  been  taken  of  that  to 
show  that  the  tariff  was  unfair,  and  he 
would  leave  the  House  to  determine  whe- 
ther a  moderate  duty  of  5^.  ought  or  ought 
not  to  be  imposed  upon  this^  which  was 
an  article  of  luxury,  and  which  formerly 
had  been  exempted  from  all  duty  because 
it  was  an  article  of  luxury. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  that  as  there  was  an 
endless  variety  of  articles  in  the  tariff  it 
would  be  impossible  to  discuss  them  all 
separately.  He  thought  it  better  to  take 
the  tariff  as  a  whole,  and  as  a  whole  he 
supported  it. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  that  they  would  all 
proceed  amicably — but  he  trusted  at  the 
same  time  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  consider  whether  the  duty  ought 
not  to  be  taken  off  fish  altogether. 

On  the  resolution  respecting  fish  im- 
ported from  foreign  places  in  other  than 
fishing  vessels  being  read, 

Mr.  Oladsttme  said,  that  it  was  pro- 
posed to  omit,  for  the  present,  the  amount 
of  duty  to  be  impos^jj^tbe  imporutioo 
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of ''  stock-fish/*  as  set  down  in  the  articles 
enumerated  in  the  resolution  now  before 
the  committee,  as  it  was  thought  to  be  too 
high. 

Mr.  C.  BuUer  wished  to  know  why  a 
distinction  was»  made  between  the  duty 
imposed  on  salmon  and  that  imposed 
with  respect  to  other  fish.  While  soles, 
sturgeon,  and  turbot,  a  dearer  fish  than 
salmon,  were  subject  to  a  duty  of  5$,  the 
cwt.,  it  was  proposed  to  levy  a  duty  of 
10«.  the  cwt.  on  salmon. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  reason  for 
the  distinction  was,  that  large  capitals  had 
been  invested  in  the  salmon  fishery  upon 
the  faith  of  the  existing  prohibition,  which , 
in  his  opinion,  afforded  ample  justifica- 
tion for  the  exception  made. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  expressed  himself  satis- 
fied with  the  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet. 

Mr.  M.  GUfSon  said,  that  large  capitals 
had  also  been  invested  in  the  sole  fishery, 
and  he  could  not  see,  that  any  material 
difference  existed  between  the  salmon  and 
other  fisheries.  He  complained  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  withdrawn  protec- 
tion from  the  poor  fishermen  while  he  had 
maintained  it  in  the  case  of  the  rice 
owners  of  salmon  fisheries,  who  were  en- 
abled to  interest  powerful  advocates  on 
thieir  behalf. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  If  there  is  any  article  to 
which  I  look  with  satisfaction,  it  is  the 
article  of  salmon.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  satisfied  I  will  endeavour  to  satisfy 
him.  Leases  for  salmon  fisheries  are  en- 
tered into  for  a  longer  series  of  years,  and 
they  are  formed,  never  contemplating  any 
change  of  duty.  There  is  no  one  article 
in  the  whole  tariff  upon  which  I  have  re- 
ceived so  many  remonstrances  against  the 
lowness  of  duty.  With  regard  to  soles  I 
have  not  received  one.  There  are  a  great 
many  corporate  bodies  in  Scotland,  chari- 
ties, and  private  individuals,  who  are  in- 
terested in  and  almost  dependent  upon 
these  fisheries.  There  are  many  persons, 
too,  whose  interests  have  been  bought 
out,  and  are  paid  according  to  the  value 
of  the  salmon  in  the  English  market.  It 
is  for  these  reafons  that  I  apply  a  differ- 
ent principle  to  salmon  than  other  fish, 
And  if  there  is  any  article  which  shows 
that  the  Government  had  not  been  in- 
fluenced merely  by  the  representations  of 
great  and  influential  interests,  and  have 
disregarded  smaller  and  less  important 
.  interests,  it  is  the  article  of  salmon. 


Mr.  Gladstone  said,  with  regard  to  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  as  to  the  protection  having  been 
taken  from  the  poor  people  in  respect  to 
soles,  and  the  protection  given  to  the  rich 
in  respect  of  salmon,  he  begged  leave  to 
say  that,  so  far  from  that  being  the  fact, 
the  average  price  of  salmon  throughout 
the  year  made  the  duty  much  lower  than 
upon  soles. 

Mr.  Wakley  thought,  that  the  fact  of 
salmon  being  at  so  high  a  price  in  their 
markets  throughout  the  year  was  worthy 
of  their  consideration.  He  believed,  that 
salmon  was  at  no  part  of  the  year  less  than 
15d.  per  lb.  The  argument  which  had 
been  made  use  of  by  the  right  hon.  Baro< 
net  was  equally  applicable  to  the  farn^ers 
with  respect  to  his  proposed  duties  upon 
cattle. 

Alderman  Humphery  believed,  that  sal- 
mon could  have  been  purchased  at  a  much 
lower  rate  during  part  of  the  season  than 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  supposed. 
He  thought  that  this  duty  upon  foreign 
salmon  was  one  of  the  greatest  boons 
which  had  been  given  them  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  endeavoured  to  show  that  the 
poor  were  worse  treated  with  regard  to  the 
duty  upon  soles,  but  it  should  be  recol- 
lected that  the  fishermen  who  fished  for 
soles  did  not  pay  any  rent.  This  was  not 
the  case  with  respect  to  salmon,  for  with 
respect  to  the  salmon  fishery  in  Lough 
Foyle,  in  Ireland,  there  was  an  annual 
rent  of  6,000/.  paid  for  it,  although  he 
believed  it  was  worth  12,000/.  There  was 
no  such  charge  made  for  soles. 

Lord  /.  Russell  thought  that  it  would 
be  a  great  advantage  to  the  working 
classes  if  salmon  could  be  had  at  a  cheaper 
rate.  He  considered  this  was  a  fair  pro- 
position, considering  the  many  interests 
that  were  involved. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Upon  the  consideration  of  the  doty  of 
5s»  per  cwt.  upon  sturgeon. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  he  saw  stock-fish 
mentioned  in  the  list  of  articles.  Now  he 
never  could  find  out  any  such  fish  as 
stock- fish.  Where  did  it  come  from?  Did 
it  come  from  Tamboff  ? 

Proposition  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  duty  on 
apples  raw  the  bushel  be  6d. 

Mr.  Parker  objected  to  this  as  an  un- 
called for  increase  of  the  duties,  and  as 
opposed  to  the  general 
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Sir  Ei»afd  KnaichJMl  Mid«  previoas 
to  the  jMr  1838,  the  doty  on  raw  apples 
had  baeo  4#«  a  bathel.  Towards  the  close 
of  the  SeisfOD  of  that  year,  a  elaose  was 
mtrodttced  into  the  Costoms'  Act  redoe- 
ing  the  duty,  without  way  prerioas  notice 
to  the  public,  from  As.  a  bushel  to  five  per 
cent,  ad  valorem.  The  alteration  of  duty 
was  not  discoipered  until  the  bill  had 
passed  the  House  of  Commons  and  tone 
up  to  the  Lords«  A  stroog  opposition 
was  then  raised  to  it,  and  the  bill  itself 
was  only  allowed  to  pass  upon  a  distinct 
assurance  fttm  Lord  Melbourne  that  a 
measure  should  be  introduced  in  the  sue* 
eeeding  Session  to  remove  the  objeciions 
of  thoM  who  were  opposed  to  so  great, 
and,  as  they  thoug:ht|  so  injurious  a  re- 
duction of  the  duty.  It  was  under  these 
circumstances  that  the  new  rate  of  duty 
of  6d,  a  bushel  was  proposed. 

Mr.  F.  Baring  doubted  whether  Lord 
Melbourne  had  given  such  an  assurance 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  referred  to. 
At  all  events,  he  thought  the  existing  rate 
of  duty,  of  5  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  was 
ftur  preferable  to  the  proposed  rate  of  6d. 
a  bushel. 

Mr.  Aglumby  had  understood  that  the 
principle  upon  which  the  revision  of  the 
tariff  proceeded  was  that  of  aoielioratioo. 
If  that  were  so,  how  did  it  happen  that 
upon  this  article  of  apples  there  was  to  be 
a  pesitfve  increase  of  doty  ?  Was  this  ac« 
cidental,  or  did  the  right  hon.  Bamnet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  intefid  that  the  doty 
should  be  raised  ? 

Mr.  P.  Baring  repeated  his  opinion 
that  5  per  cent,  ad  valorem^  as  in  the 
case  of  cherries  and  grapes,  would  be  the 
fairer  mode  of  taking  the  doty. 

Mr.  Gladstone  olMerved,  that  there  was 
no  parallel  between  apples  and  the  other 
fruits  named  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Grapes  and  cherries  were  admitted  at  a 
lower  rate  of  duty,  because  they  were  of  a 
more  perishable  nature.  He  admitted  that 
the  duty  of  6d.  a  bushel  upon  raw  apples 
would  be  very  heavy,  if  measured  solely 
with  reference  to  the  inferior  kinds  of  that 
fruit;  but  he  contended,  that  as  applied 
generally  to  all  descriptions  of  apples, 
ranging  as  they  did  in  price,  from  Is.  6d, 
to  25s.  a  bushel,  the  proposed  duty  would 
be  a  moderate  and  a  fair  one.  He  begged 
to  remind  the  House  that  the  existing  duty 
Of  5  per  cent,  ad  valorem^  imposed  under 
the  circumstances  described  by  his  right 
lN>n«  Priead,  could  not  be  fegarded  as  a 


fixed  duty.  When  the  opposHioa  waa 
raised  to  that  greatly  reduced  duty  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  Lord  Melboima  (as  re^ 
ported  in  Hansard)  gave  a  distinct  and 
positive  pledge,  that  if  the  Customs  Act 
(in  which  the  alteratioo  was  proposed)  were 
then  allowed  to  pass,  a  bill  should  be  in- 
troduced early  in  the  next  Session  to  meet 
the  objections  raised  to  the  reductioo. 
Upon  that  assurance  from  Lord  Melbourne 
the  bilt  was  allowed  to  pass^  bat  nothing 
had  since  been  done  to  carry  the  assurance 
into  effect.  The  present  Govern  men  t  felt, 
therefore,  that  the  duty  of  6  per  cent. 
could  not  be  regarded  as  a  fixed  osw,  and 
that  in  proposing  an  alteratioo  m  the 
tariff;  they  were  to  look  rather  lo  what  the 
old  duty  had  been,  than  to  that  which  had 
been  levied  since  1838. 

Mr.  Waklsff  said,  the  explanation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  satisfy  him 
as  to  the  proposed  change  in  the  law. 
Since  the  change  they  had  the  experiesiee 
of  years  with  regard  to  the  operation  of 
the  law,  and  a  committee  of  inquiry  as  to 
its  resulu.  ['*  No"  Jrom  ike  Tremsmry 
Benck.'}  Yes.  And  how  strange  it  was 
that  all  the  objections  came  from  Kesit! 
Devonshire  grew  apples*  and  Hereford- 
shire ;  they  were  silent.  It  was  only  Kent 
that  complained*  He  did  hope  that  the 
Government  would  throw  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  E.  Kaatchbull)  overboard  on 
this  occasion  (  for  had  ho  not  beea  a 
Member  of  the  Government^  there  would 
not  have  been  tbia  change^  Apples  weae 
the  fruit  of  the  poov  of  the  country  ;  and 
what  were  they  about  to  do  ?  Tbey  were 
going  to  raise  the  duty  from  about  Id.  per 
bushel  to  6d. — from  51.  to  20/.  per  cent. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  say,  that  the  duty 
only  applied  to  apples  of  the  highest  qua- 
lity. If  Ksnt  could  not  compete  with  the 
foreigner  in  the  growth  of  apples,  we  were 
better  without  KenU  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment  would  take  the  subject  into  hia  coa- 
sideratioo. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  it  was  his  misfortune 
to  have  given  this  subject  as  much  eon- 
sideration  as  any  other  in  the  tariff*  He 
had  received  many  depotationsy  and  the 
most  earnest  representations  against  the 
operation  of  the  present  law.  He  felt  that 
apples  constituted  one  of  the  luxuries  of 
the  poor,  and  be  had,  therefore,  been  very 
unwilling  to  impose  a  higher  duty;  but 
when  the  oitcumstancee  under  which  the 
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brought  under  his  consideration,  he  con-* 
sidered  that  he  was  fulfilling  an  engage- 
ment of  the  late  Government  with  respect 
lo  the  regulations  of  the  existing  tariff  in 
the  proposed  duty.  Formerly  a  duty  of 
48.  a  bushel  had  been  levied  on  apples ; 
and  very  late  in  the  Session  of  1838  the 
duty  bsd  been  reduced  to  6L  per  cent. 
The  redoction  had  been  opposed,  and  Lord 
Melbourne  had  promised,  if  the  bill  as  ft 
then  stood  were  allowed  to  pass  and  not 
be  thrown  over,  he  would  introduce  a  re- 
medial measure  early  in  the  next  Session 
of  Parliament  with  regard  to  apples.  Then, 
in  1839,  Lord  MellK>ume  said,  that  he 
never  meant  to  enter  into  such  an  engage- 
ment as  was  recorded  to  have  been  made 
by  bira  in  1838,  and  as  had  gone  forth 
to  the  apple-growing  counties.  The  farmer 
had,  therefore,  acted  under  a  strong  im- 
pression that  such  a  bill  would  be  intro- 
duced, and  the  parties,  moreover,  de* 
clared,  that  they  bad  not  put  such  a  con- 
struction on  Lord  Melbourne's  statement 
as  be  did,  and  that  if  they  had  so  under- 
stood it,  the  bill  never  would  have  been 
suffered  to  pass.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  thought, 
that  it  was  very  desirable,  whatever  might 
be  their  political  differences,  that  every 
Government  should  adhere  as  far  as  pos- 
sible to  the  engagements  of  preceding  Go- 
vemmeots,  and  on  that  impression  he  had 
acted. 

Mr.  Huit  did  not  think  it  a  proper  way 
of  arguing  this  question  to  inquire  whether 
Lord  Melbourne  had  or  had  not  said  what 
was  attributed  to  him.  The  committee  in 
1839  bad  gone  patiently  into  the  subject, 
and  had  collected  a  great  deal  of  evidence, 
and  he  conld  not  believe  that  any  one 
could  look  at  that  evidence,  and  then  say, 
that  the  duty  ought  to  be  augmented. 
From  personal  inquiries  at  the  Custom- 
house, he  was  satisfied  that  the  system  of 
a  5  per  cent,  doty  had  woriced  perfectly 
satisAMtorily.  He  did  not  agree  with  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
thinking  that  they  ought  to  consider  this 
daty  with  reference  to  the  higher  qualities 
of  apples  I  it  ought  rather  to  be  considered 
as  amding  the  medium  qualities.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  reconsider 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Plumptre  sapported  the  duty  pro- 
posed in  the  tariff,  which  he  considered 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  fruit- 
grower. 

Lord  /•  Rmmll  said,  he  was  very  sorry 
there  should  have  bee»  90  auicb  miicon- 


caption  as  to  what  had  been  said  by  Lord 
Melbourne.  The  question  to  which  that 
noble  Lord  referred  was  that  of  perishable 
fruit  generally,  and  what  he  said  was,  that 
any  points  upon  which  objections  bad  been 
raised  should  be  reconsidered ;  but  he 
could  not  conceive  that  Lord  Melbourne 
conld  have  meant  that  the  old  duty  should 
be  restored.  It  was  utterly  inconceivable 
that  it  should  be  supposed  that,  however 
a  bill  might  have  passed  through  Parlia- 
ment, and  however  duties  might  have  been 
imposed  without  attention,  a  Prime  Mi* 
Ulster  could  have  meant  to  pledge  himself 
to  more  than  that  the  question  should  be 
reconsidered.  The  right  boo.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  East  Kent  said,  that  the  ques* 
tion  ought  to  be  considered  as  an  open 
one.  It  was  so  considered  in  1839.  The 
question  was  considered  by  a  committee, 
and  evidence  was  taken  upon  it,  and  it 
was  left  to  Parliament  to  consider  what 
was  the  result  of  that  evidence*  If  it 
showed  that  the  alteration  made  had  been 
ruinous  to  the  interests  concerned,  the 
next  increase  might  be  made  as  should  be 
necessary;  but  if  it  were  found  that  the 
change  had  been  greatly  advantageous  to 
the  consumer  and  the  people  generally, 
and  had  been  productive  of  no  such  ruin«> 
ous  consequences,  he  could  not  conceive 
upon  what  ground  any  Government  could 
be  bovnd  to  impose  too  high  a  dutr,  and 
to  destroy  a  useful  trade  in  an  article  of 
extensive  consumption.  The  Government 
had  adopted  a  duty  of  5  per  cent,  ad 
valorem  for  cherries  and  other  perishable 
fruits,  and  why  not  adopt  the  same  for 
apples  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Kent  said,  that  in  good  years 
there  was  a  sufficient  supply  of  apples 
grown  in  England.  Surely,  then,  upon 
that  ground  there  was  no  such  impending 
ruin  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  last 
spoke  bad  referred  to.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  5  per  cent,  ad  valorem  was  a  better 
duty  than  that  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, which  would  raise  it  at  least  three 
times  its  present  amount. 

Mr.  Eioott  was  of  opinion,  that  this 
was  a  question  affecting  other  counties 
besides  Kent,  and  that  the  duty  ought  not 
to  be  inereased  on  an  article  like  apples, 
which  constituted  a  luxury  and  comfort  to 
the  poor. 

Mr.  Hume :    If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
felt  bound  to  carry  out  Lord  Melbourne's 
pledge  of  1 839,  how  much  more  waehe 
bottod  to eany  out  tba^^i 
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position  for  a  fixed  duty  of  8x.  on  corn.  He 
thought  that  the  present  duty  on  applet 
had  worked  well«  and  so  well  that  no  in- 
crease should  be  made. 

Mr.  WcMey  said,  the  committee  had 
been  granted  by  Lord  Melbourne's  Go- 
vernment, and  the  question  had  been  fully 
considered.  He  should  move  that  a  duty 
of  6  per  cent,  should  be  levied  on  apples, 
instead  of  6d.  a  bushel. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  word  bushel  stand  part  of  the 
schedule,  the  amendment  proposed  being 
that  it  be  left  out  with  a  view  of  inserting 
the. words  ''for  every  hundred  pounds  of 
value:" — ^Ayes  110;  Noes  51  : — Majo- 
rity 59. 

LUt  of  the  Ates. 


Acland,T.  D. 
A»Court,  Capt 
Ackers,  J. 
ActoD,  Col. 
Antrobui,  £. 
ArbuthDott,  hon.  H. 
Astell,  W. 
Bailey,  J.  jan. 
Baird,  W. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackbume  J.I. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Clayton,  R.R. 
Clive,  hon.  R.H. 
Cony,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Dawnay,  bon.  W.  H. 
Denison,  £•  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.S. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Fellowei,  £. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Flower, Sir  J. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladitone,rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M, 
Goring,  C. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  sir  J. 
Grogaui  E. 


Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hardinge,rt.  hn.Sir  H. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R, 
Holmes,  hn.  W  A'Ct. 
Hornby,  J. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnson,  W.  G. 
Jones,  Capt. 
KnatchbuU,  right  hon. 

sirE. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Legh,  O.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhan,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  bon.  Col. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Meyne1l,Capt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 

Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 


Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sandon,  ViKt. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
ToUemache,  J. 
Trollope,  SirJ. 
Trotter,  J. 


M. 


Tyrell,  SirJ.T. 
Vemer,  Col. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Winnington,  sir  T. 
Wortley,  bon.  J.S. 
Wynn.SirW.W. 
Young,  J. 

TELLEftS. 

Sir  G.  Clerk 

Sir  T.  Freemantle 


Liit  of  the  Noes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Archbold,  R. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Cobden,  R. 
Craig,  W.G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  Admiral 
Escott,  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
GiU,T. 

Gordon,  Lord  F. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Loch,  J. 


Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt 
Philips,  G.R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Stansaeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Strutt,  E. 
Thomely,T. 
Turner,  E. 
Villiers,  hon.  G. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Wood,B. 

TELLSaS. 

Bowring«  Dr. 
Wakley,T. 


Item  agreed  to. 

The  other  ttemi  relating  to  fruit  wertt 
also  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed,  and  the  committee 
to  sit  again. 

Courts  op  Law.]  Mr.  Parker,  on 
behalf  of  Sir  Thomas  Wilde,  moved  to 
revive  the  committee  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  expediency  of  erecting  a  building 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  inns  of  court, 
for  the  sittings  of  the  courts  of  law  and 
equity,  in  lieu  of  the  present  courts  adjoin^ 
ing  to  Westminster  Hall,  with  a  view  to 
the  more  speedy,  convenient,  andeflbctaal 
administration  of  justice. 

,  Sir  /.  GraAom  consented  to  the  motion^ 
but  said,  that  in  doing  so,  be  must  not  be 
considered  as  expressing  any  opinion  on 
the  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  be  nomipatad. 
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HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  May  25,  1842. 

Mivma.]  Bills.  PrlMie.*-Jl9o»tAL— Yate  Indoture ; 
BatMfa  Natunliatkm;  York  Ciahednls  Indenmity  i 
Mnlual  Marine  Inmwnw  Company  (Na  9), 

Pannoiia  PBaasMrao.  By  Mr.  M.  PhiOipt,  and  Mr. 
Erans,  from  Roman  CathoUci  of  Foxoote,  Newcaatle- 
upon-Tyne,  New  MUb,  Mandiester  and  Salford,  for  the 
Equaliaatimi  of  CivQ  iUghtk— By  Major  Bereiford,  from 
the  Omen  of  flihiog  Vowb,  ft»  the  Daily  Supply  of 
Ihe  London  Market,  against  the  Propoied  Scale  of  Duties 
of  Foiclgn  Fish.— By  Mr.  Seqjeant  Jadcson,  from 
limerick  and  Fennoy,  gainst  the  Fisheries  (Ireland) 
BilL-^By  Lard  Elliott,  from  Kerry  and  Cork,  in  &Tour 
of  the  Fisheries  (Ireland)  BUl^By  Mr.  J.  S.  O'Brien, 
from  Wick,  Pulteney  Town,  and  Limerick,  against  the 
Beductkm  of  the  Duty  on  Rope  and  Cortiage.— From 
South  Shields,  against  the  Alteration  of  the  Dlfftrential 
Duties  hetween  East  India  and  Carolina  Rice.— From 
the  Goremon  of  the  Ballygan  Dispensary,  and  Ballina 
Fever  Hospital,  and  Castle  Connor  Dispensaries,  against 
placing  such  Institutions  under  the  control  of  the  Poor- 
law  Commlasionen.— From  the  atiaens  of  Waterford,  for 
the  Establishment  of  a  Daily  Communication  between 
Breoidown,  in  the  Bristol  Channel,  and  the  Port  of 
WafierlbKd^-By  Mr.  Lyall,  from  Owners  of  Vessels,  and 
otiMii  interested  in  the  Whale  Fishery,  against  the 
proposed  Reduction  on  Oil  and  Whalebone,  the  Produce 
of  Foreign  Fiahing^Fvom  Kirby,  Bedon,  Cramer,  Wood- 
bMtwick,  Kippswith,  BMtwick,  Oresham,  Great  Yar- 
aoutb,  ClaTBring,  and  oCher  places,  fbr  Inquiry  into  the 
System  of  Education  pursued  at  Maynooth  College.— 
From  Tiekinhall,  and  Finehingfidd,  against  any  frirther 
Grant  to  Maynooth  College.— From  the  President  and 
Vke-Piesidents  of  the  Society  of  Attorneys  and  SoUcitors 
of  Ireland,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Act  4  and  5,  Will.  4,  for 
fhdHtating  the  Loan  of  Monies  on  Landed  Securities  hi 
Ireiand^^From  Lismoce,  for  Alteration  of  the  present 
SyHamof  Educatkm  (Irdcnd).— From  Attomles  at  Ti- 
▼erton,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Stamp  Duty  on  their  Certi. 
floatSB.— By  Mr.  Agllonby,  from  Wheatley,  for  ftirther 
Tfh^ttaH^  of  the  Houit  of  Labour  of  Young  Perrans  in 
Iteforiesi  and  from  Keswick,  for  the  Abolitkm  of  the 
Duty  on  Foreign  WooL— From  HaUfkJi,  for  a  Clause  in 
the  Parish  Constables  Act  to  Indemnliy  Overseers  for  their 
KxpeBSBB  in  carrytaig  the  Act  into  elltet— By  Mr.  S. 
Wortley,  from  HuddsnBeld,  Stadley,  Ungsrdb  Kirkbur- 
ton,  and  other  places,  for  the  R^eal  of  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  AcL— From  Crewkeme,  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  Law  of  Rating  TitheB.-.By  Mr.  ViDlen,  from 
Manchester,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Com-lawi.— From 
South  Shields,  against  the  proposed  Reduction  of  the 
Timber  Duties^— By  Mr.  Shaw,  from  Ballyrashane,  for 
dedarii^  VaUd  Marriages  solemniied  by  Presbyterian 
Mbiisters  in  Ireland  between  Members  of  the  Established 
Church  and  Protestant  Dissenters.— From  Tamworth, 
Liverpool,  Pieseot,  Ashton,  Wanringtoo,  and  other  placee, 
t  the  Turnpike  Rot*  Bill. 


PooR-LAw  Assessment  Act.]  Sir 
jR«  H.  IngUs  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronety  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ineDt^  whether  it  was  his  iDtention  to 
renew  the  Parochial  Assessment  Act, 
which  would  expire  in  two  months  ?  There 
was  a  great  evil  in  the  frequent  renewal 
for  a  short  period  of  important  acts. 

Sir  J.  Qraham  replied^  that  he  had  al- 
ready stated  that  the  whole  subject  of 
rating  must  come  under  discussion;  he 
did  not  think  it  desirable  to  introduce  a 
matter  of  such  difficulty  in  the  Poor-law 
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bill;  but  as  he  anticipated  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  bring  the  whole  subject 
of  rating  before  the  House  next  Session, 
he  would  renew  the  present  bill  for  one 
year. 

Railways— Locking  in.]  Sir  J^.JT. 
Inglis  asked  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  her  Majesty's 
Government  had  made  any  recommenda- 
tion to  the  different  railway  companies  on 
the  subject  of  locking  in,  and  whether 
those  railways  which  had  hitherto  felt  a 
reluctance  to  accede  to  public  opinion, 
had  complied  with  such  recommendation. 

Mr.  Oladstone  must  state,  as  a  matter 
of  justice  to  the  Great  Western  Railway, 
that  till  recently  the  officers  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  not  come  to  any  definite 
conclusion  in  their  own  minds  as  to  lock- 
ing  the  second  door  on  railways,  so  as  to 
lead  the  Board  of  Trade  to  address  the 
railway  companies  on  the  subject.  It  was 
only  recently,  and  after  the  accident  in 
France,  that  any  recommendation  had 
been  made  to  the  Great  Western  Railway 
Company;  it  was  now  under  the  com- 
pany's consideration,  he  had  no  reason  to 
think  that  they  would  adhere  with  perti- 
nacity to  regulations  adopted  by  them, 
but  they  would  no  doubt  show  every  rea- 
sonable desire  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
public. 

Customs  Acts  —  The  Tariff  — 
Bacon. 3  On  the  motion  of  Sir  R.  Peel, 
the  House  resolved  itself  into  committee 
on  the  Custom's  Duties  Bill. 

On  the  item  that  the  duty  on  bacon  be 
145.  cwt. 

Mr.  Miles  said,  he  wished  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  effect  of  a 
differential  duty  upon  hams  between  the 
colonies  and  the  United  States.  They 
might  look  for  a  great  importation  of  salt 
meat  from  the  United  States,  and  in  that 
case,  coming  by  New  Orleans,  the 
freight  would  be  1$,  6d.  and  the  duty  8s. 
per  cwt.,  making  altogether  9s.  Gd. ;  if 
the  Americans,  however,  wished  to  im- 
port it  through  the  Canadas,  the  freight 
would  be  4s.  Id.  and  the  duty  2s.  6d., 
making  altogether  6$,  Id.  per  cwt.  In 
the  case  of  bacon  and  hams,  the  duty,  if 
taken  directly  from  America,  would  be 
14s. ;  if  from  the  Canadas  only  3s.  6cf. ; 
the  same  freight  would  be  applicable 
whether  taken  by  the  river  to  New  Orleans 
or  down  Lake  Erie,   ^o  fi|^hfiQ4i^m^t 
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ofliamSyif  s«nt  to  New  Orleansy  would 
pay  Is.  6d.  freight  and  14s.  doty,  alto- 
gether 15s.  6(f.  If,  however,  sent  through 
the  canal  and  by  Lake  Erie,  it  would  be 
4s.  freight,  and  3s.  6d.  duty,  making  al- 
together 7s.  6(f.,  so  there  would  be  a  dif- 
ference of  8s.  in  favour  of  transporting 
through  the  Canadas  rather  than  by  the 
natural  channel.  He  had  risen  merely  to 
submit  this  to  the  House :  he  thought  it 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  as  relating  to  the  subject  of  dif- 
ferential duties. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  of  the  two  doc- 
trines announced  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Howick)  and  by  an  hon.  Oen- 
tleroan  last  night,  the  one  for  imposing  no 
new  differential  duties  on  the  productions 
of  the  colonies  when  imported  into  this 
country -«- the  other,  of  placing  the  colo- 
nies in  this  respect  on  a  footing  with  the 
rest  of  the  empire,  as  if  an  integral  por- 
tion of  it — he  certainly  preferred  the 
latter.  With  respect  to  the  item  now 
under  discussion,  he  thought  that,  consi- 
dering the  difficulty  of  transit,  except  at 
one  part  of  the  year,  from  the  Western 
States  to  Canada,  heavy  goods  would  not 
.  be  much  carried  to  evade  the  duty. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  this  was  true  of 
cattle,  but  not  of  provisions ;  for  of  many 
of  the  Western  States  the  St.  Lawrence 
was  the  natural  outlet,  and  it  was  of  great 
political  importance  to  this  country  so  to 
keep  it.  There  was  a  commercial  body  in 
Canada  as  well  as  an  agricultural  one, 
whose  interests  ought  to  be  attended  to. 
He  considered  the  boon  which  was  be« 
stowed  would  be  diminished  if  the  Govern- 
ment refused  to  allow  the  importation  of 
provisions  across  the  borders  into  Canada 
from  America.  By  allowing  that  impor- 
tation provisions  might  come  into  this 
country  at  a  lower  rate,  and  it  would  have 
a  tendency  to  increase  the  commercial 
relations  between  both. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  same  means 
would  be  adopted  for  the  prevention  of 
fraud  in  the  importation  of  provisions  into 
this  country  from  America  through  Canada 
as  were  now  used  to  guard  against  fraud 
with  respect  to  the  importation  of  Ame- 
rican Hour. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  he  thought  her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  to  impose  a 
duty  on  all  bacon  introduced  into  Canada 
from  the  United  States  of  America.  If 
they  adopted  the  principle  of  the  differ- 
ential duties,  they  must  introduce  what 


was  really  United  States  bacon,  under 
cover  of  being  Canadian  bacon,  at  a  lower 
rate  of  duty  than  if  it  came  by  its  natural 
channel.  Instead  of  fixing  a  duty,  as 
now  proposed,  of  14s.  on  the  bacon  of 
foreign  countries^  and  3s.  6d.  on  that  of 
the  colonies,  he  would  ask,  whether  it 
would  not  be  more  reasonable  to  adopt  a 
lower  and  intermediate  rate  of  duty,  which 
would  be  applicable  to  all  bacon.  He  did 
not  wish  to  go  back  to  the  discussion  of 
the  general  question  of  differential  duty, 
but  he  must  say,  that  he  believed  it  to  be 
impossible  to  place  our  colonies  on  the 
same  footing  as  English  counties.  The 
fair  way  would  be  to  impose  the  same  rate 
of  duty  upon  articles,  come  from  what 
country  they  might,  and  not  eive  the 
colonies  any  advantages  by  a  ffdse  prin- 
ciple of  differential  duty. 

The  proposed  rate  of  doty  on  bacon 
and  other  provisions  was  agreed  to. 

Butter.]  The  clause  that  the  duty 
on  Butter  per  cwt.,  on  importations 

from  foreign  countries  ;    and  on 

importations  from  the  colonies — 

On  the  question,  that  the  blank  be 
filled  up  with  the  words  twenty  shillings. 

Lord  J.  Ruiselt  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  why  it  was  intended  to 
maintain  the  duties  on  butter  and  cheese 
at  such  high  rates.  He  had  understood, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  impose  a  low  rate  of  duty  on 
those  articles.  He  had  no  doubt  that  a 
considerable  amount  of  revenue  was  de- 
rived from  them ;  but  as  they  were  arti- 
cles of  extensive  consumption,  be  deemed 
it  very  desirable  that  the  principles  of 
reform  which  had  been  applied  to  other 
articles  should  be  extended  to  these. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  one  reason 
which  bad  led  the  Government  to  maintain 
these  rates  of  duty  was  that  a  very  con- 
siderable amount  of  revenue  was  derived 
from  this  fouree. 

Mr.  Labouchere  thought,  that  if  the 
doty  on  theee  articles  were  leduced,  the 
revenue  would  suffer  no  loss  from  the  re- 
duction; for  if  a  diminution  of  revenue 
should,  in  the  first  Instance,  reault  from 
such  a  step,  he  had  no  doubt  it  would 
soon  regain  iu  present  amount. 

Viscount  Howkk  sakl,  at  the  moment 
the  Government  were  telling  the  House, 
that  they  were  keepine  up  this  duty  for 
the  sake  of  revenue,  they  were  reducing 
the  .«»e  MUcle,  tl^^|^B<^^hj^ 
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niesy  to  one-fourth  its  present  rtiteof  duty. 
The  result  would  be,  that  the  consumer 
would  not  get  the  relief,  but  the  revenue 
would  be  damaged  by  the  introduction  of 
American  under  the  name  of  Canadian 
batter.    He  should  mo?e  an  amendment : 

'^Tbat  the  duty  levied  upon  butter  from 
foreign  countries,  shall  be  1 0s.  instead  of  1/.'^ 

He  trusted  the  House  would  adopt  this. 
If  they  were  to  risk  the  revenue,  by  lower- 
tog  the  duty  on  colonial  butter,  at  all 
events,  let  the  consumer  have  the  ad  van » 
tage. 

Sir  R.  Peel  was  surprised,  that  the 
noble   Lord  did  not  carry  out  his   own 
dootrine,  and  propose,  that  the  duty  on 
colonial  timber  should  be  lOs.  also,  for, 
certainly,  it  was  entirely  in  opposition  to 
the  principle  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
plaeed  on  record,  to  propose  a  diseriroi* 
Bating  doty  as  between  foreign  and  cole* 
nial  butter,  which  was,  however,  the  effect 
of  the  noble  Lord's  motion.     He  hoped, 
that  the  House  would  not  assent  to  that 
motion ;  the  greater  part  of  the  butter 
imported  into  this  country  was  derived  from 
Hollandi  and  if  any  one  continental  coun- 
try had  a  decided  advantage  as  to  the  im- 
portation of  batter,  he  doubted  whether  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  would  realize 
that  beneBt  to  the  consumer  here  which 
was  anticipated.      This  was  a  question 
involving  400,000/.  or  360,000/.  of  dtity, 
and  the  noble  Lord  said,  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  making   experiments   in 
reducing  the  revenue,  they   (the  Oppo« 
sition)  ought  to  have  a  hand  in  it^     He 
doubted  whether    that    was   a  perfectly 
legitimate  course  of  proceeding ;  but  the 
Government  had  proposed  measures  which 
would  oceasidn  as  great  a  defalcation  in 
the  revenue  as  the  finances  would  bear. 
The  noble  Lord  said  they  were  about  to  ob- 
tain 4,000,000/.  by  the  Income-tax ;  but  be- 
fore  he  mad^  any  farther  reduction  in  the 
revenue,  he  wonid  like  to  see  that  amount 
realised.    When  they  got  4,500,000/.  or 
5,000,000/.  then  let  them  consider  further 
rednctionSy  but  when  he  brought  forward 
the  additional  estimates,  it  would  be  found 
that  be  had  not  Overrated  the  financial 
demands  of  the  country.    He  was  told  on 
one  side  of  the  House,  that  he  was  deal- 
ing roughly  with  the  manufacturers  of  the 
country,  and  on   the  other,  that  he  was 
injuring  the  agricultural  interest ;  but  he 
found,  that  when  they  came  to  articles,  as 
botter^  a  reduction  af  the  duty  was  sure  to  | 


be  proposed  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House;  and  he  begged  his  agricultural 
Friends  to  compare  the  practical  course 
adopted  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
with  the  soothing  expressions  which  were 
sometimes  used  towards  them.  All  those 
soothing  expressions,  he  hoped,  would  be 
weighed  in  the  proper  balance,  and  that 
lion.  Members  would  set  against  them^ 
the  present  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  need  not  be  under  the  slightest 
apprehension  of  his  Friends  not  support- 
ing this  duty.  The  fact  was,  after  the 
reduction  on  horned  cattle,  it  was  given 
them  as  a  sort  of  sop  and  set-ofi*.  But  it 
was  clear,  that  the  amendment  must  pro- 
duce a  reduction  to  the  consumer;  that 
was  the  common-sense  point.  He  believed 
it  was  an  ascertained  fact  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  butter  and  cheese  imported, 
was  consumed  in  the  metropolis.  The 
public  looked  to  a  reduction  in  the  price 
of  living,  and  they  looked  to  these  two 
important  articles,  cheese^  and  butter,  and 
found  no  reduction* 

Mr.  O.  Qore  should  be  sorry  to  see  the 
tax  on  butter  reduced|  on  behalf  of  the 
poor  agricultural  labourers.  They  lived 
by  their  labour,  and  the  production  of 
butter  and  cheese  gave  them  employment. 
Mr.  C  Butter  was  not  inclined  to  look 
on  the  two  articles  of  butter  and  cheese* 
with  indifference,  because  they  were  the 
necessaries  of  life  for  the  people  next  to 
bread.  When  the  hon.  Member  for  Salop 
came  forward,  and  invoked  their  sympathy 
on  behalf  of  certain  imaginary  poor  farm- 
ers who  raised  cheese,  when  it  was  a  well 
known  fact,  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
cheese  consumed  was  the  produce  of  large 
dairy  farms  held  by  some  of  the  richest 
farmers  in  the  country,  he  asked  their 
sympathy  on  behalf  of  the  whole  indus- 
trious population  to  whom  cheese  was, 
next  to  bread,  the  staff  of  life.  If  they 
were  going  to  give  away  revenue,  give  it 
away  on  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  not 
upon  timber.  The  poor  people  did  not 
eat  timber  as  they  were  said  to  eat  saw- 
dust in  some  foreign  countries.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  in  want  of  revenue,  and 
as  he  knew  he  would  willingly  receive  all 
contributions,  he  would  tell  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  he  had  greatly  miscalculated 
the  produce  of  the  Income-tax ;  and  he 
found  also,  the  other  day,  that  the  right 
Baronet  had  miscalculated  the  rental  of 
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cently  been  a  return  moved  for  by  the 
bon.  Member  for  Limerick  wbicb  proved 
this.  The  right  bon.  Baronet  bad  calcu- 
lated the  rental  as  it  was  in  1816,  and  had 
calculated  it  at  nearly  10,000,000/.  less 
than  it  was  in  the  present  year.  [*•  No, 
no.**^  Yes ;  he  had  taken  his  pencil  out, 
and  put  the  larger  sum  at  top,  and  the  other 
sum  below  it,  and  had  substracted  the  one 
from  the  other,  and  there  was  a  difference 
of  10,000,000/.  On  these  grounds  he 
thoug;ht  the  right  bon.  Baronet  might  give 
np  the  paltry  revenue  he  derived  from 
cheese. 

Mr.  C.  Colville  said,  that  15,000  cwt. 
of  American  cheese  had  been  brought  in 
within  the  last  four  months ;  and  that  had 
produced  the  most  ruinous  effects  upon 
the  Derbyshire  farmers.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, the  Government  would  maintain  a 
fair  protection  for  the  agricultural  interest 
in  respect  to  these  articles;  and  with  re- 
gard to  cheese,  he  should  hereafter  move 
that  the  duty  be  raised  from  Gs.  to  \0s. 

Mr.  Ward  wished  the  bon.  Member 
would  speak  intelligibly;  what  the  hon. 
Member  thought  fair  protection  be 
thought  most  unfair.  The  system  of  pro- 
tection had  been  tried  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  had  only  produced  distress ; 
and  he  wanted  to  know  why  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  would  not  try  the  opposite  system 
advocated  by  his  Friends.  He  thought 
the  noble  Lord's  amendment  one  called 
for  by  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
he  should  give  it  his  most  cordial  support. 
It  would  confer  a  great  benefit  on  the 
whole  consuming  population  of  the  coun- 
try, and  would  be  disadvantageous  only 
to  those  engaged  in  the  dairy  farms. 

Dr.  Botvring  said,  he  thought  the  pro- 
potied  pUn,  with  regard  to  foreign  butter, 
would  raise  the  price  2(/.  per  lb.  Butter 
was  an  article  which  constituted  one  of 
the  greatest  luxuries,  or  he  might  say,  ne- 
cessaries of  the  people.  Would  not  the 
rit^ht  hon.  Baronet  consider  the  interest 
of  the  poor  consumers,  who  constituted 
the  multitude,  rather  than  that  of  the  pro- 
ducers, who  were  the  few  ?  In  leaving 
the  duty  upon  butter  and  cheese  as  heavy 
as  it  was  before,  a  very  unfavourable 
opinion  of  the  tariff  had  been  raised 
ihroUiihout  the  country. 

Loid  y.  Busseli  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  harl  Ktated  that  the  greater 
portion  o\  the  butter  imported  came  from 
Hollrtiid.  but  from  Mr.  Meek's  report  it 
appeared  that  Kiel  alooe  sent  2»000,0001b. 


to  Great  Britain.  Having  heard  so  often 
of  late  from  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  the  population  had 
increased  greatly,  and  that  it  was  most  im- 
portant to  reduce  the  price  of  provisions, 
a  principle  in  which  he  fully  concurred  ^ 
he  was  glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
carrying  it  out  by  supporting  the  motion 
of  his  noble  Friend. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  the  proposed 
reduction  would  not  materially  increase 
the  amount  imported,  or  consequently 
lower  the  price  to  the  consumer. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  this  one  of  the  most 
impolitic  taxes  that  coald  possibly  be 
levied.  If  the  right  bon.  Baronet  reallj 
meant  (as  he  said)  to  relieve  the  dis- 
tresses of  the  people  he  ought  to  take  off 
this  tax. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  **  ten  shil- 
lings'':— Ayes  59;  Noes  115:  Majo- 
rity 56. 

LUtofthe  Ayes. 


Aldam,  W. 
Barclay,  D. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Byng,  G. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clive,  £.  B. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cowper,  hon.  W,  P. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Divett,  E. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Escott,  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Gill,  T. 
Guest^  Sir  J. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Howard,  hn.CW.G. 
Uowick,  Visct. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutf,  W. 

Labouchere,  rt.  bn.  H. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Loch,  J. 
Marsland,  H. 


Martin,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Ggle,S.C.H. 
Ord,  W. 
Parker,  J. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Strutt,  E. 
Thomely,  T- 
Troubridge,  Sir  £.  T. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Villiers,hon.C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Ward.  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,C. 
Wood.G.W. 
WrighUon,  W.B. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

tellers. 
Buller,  C. 
Duocombe,  T.  S. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Acton,  Col. 
AUix,  J.  P. 
Astell,W. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Bankes,  G. 
Barr ng,  hon.  W.  B. 


Bell,  M. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Digil|Ticc,Lord©gle 
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Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Chelsea^  Visct. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
ClWe,  hoD.  R.  H. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
ConoUy,  Col. 
Cresswell,  B. 
Crippi,  W. 
Darby  G. 
DenisoDf  £.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Drummond,  H.  U. 
Doncombe,  hon.  A* 
Egerton,  W.T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot^  Lord 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filmer,  Sir  £. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.  h.  W.E. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grogao,  E. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hardinge,rt.hn.SirH. 
Heneage,  G.  U.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herrey,  Lord  A* 
Hodgson,  R« 
Hogg,J.VV. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Ingestre.  Visct. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Johnson,  W.  G. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 


Kemble,  H. 
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Bltnk  filled  up  with  '<  twenty  shillings  " 
ftod  '*  five  shillings  "  on  coloniai  butter. 

Cheese.]  On  the  clause  that  the  duty 
on  cheese  of  or  from  foreign  countries  be 
the  cwt.,  of  or  from  British  posses- 
sions. The  question  put  that  the  blank 
be  filled  up  with  **  ten  shillings. " 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  the  prin- 
ciple in  this  case  being  the  same  as  in  that 
which  the  committee  had  just  decided,  he 
should  offer  as  far  as  be  was  concerned 


no  opposition  to  the  proposition  of  the 
Government  in  respect  to  cheese. 

Sir  P.  Egerton  called  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  the  large  quantity  of 
cheese  that  had  been  imported  into  the 
country  within  the  last  six  roonihs  from 
the  western  states  of  America.  The  re- 
sult of  that  large  importation  had  been 
that  the  price  of  Cheshire  cheese  had 
fallen  in  the  market  from  10s.  to  15s.  per 
cwt.  He  believed  it  was  a  consideration 
of  these  circumstances  that  had  induced 
the  Government  to  maintain  the  present 
rate  of  duty.  The  cheese-growers  of  the 
country  were  anxious  to  give  every  fair 
play  to  the  colonial  producer,  but  ihey 
feared  that  the  American  cheese  would  be 
brought  in  large  quantities  across  the  bor- 
der into  Canada,  and  thence  imported  into 
England  as  colonial  produce.  He  tiiere- 
fore  thought  it  advisnble  that  the  differen- 
tial duty  should  be  increased  from  "2$,  6d, 
to  5s,,  so  as  to  protect  the  home-grower 
from  the  importation  of  American  cheese 
in  the  way  he  had  described. 

Mr.  Labouckere  regretted  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  greatly  reduced  the 
duty  on  cheese,  as  it  was  a  most  important 
necessary  of  life.  He  referred  to  a 
Cheshire  Conservative  newspaper,  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  the  Conservative  Mem- 
bers for  that  county  had  been  enabled  to 
influence  the  Government  to  keep  up  the 
protection  on  cheese,  when  it  was  reduced 
on  most  other  articles  of  provisions.  The 
article  to  which  he  alluded  was  .in  the 
Chester  Courant,  a  respectable  Conserva« 
live  newspaper,  and  was  as  follows  : — 

^  The  new  tariff  lowers  the  duties  on  all 
provisions  admitted  into  this  country,  except- 
ing those  on  cheese  and  butter :  the  continu- 
ance of  the  present  duty  on  foreign  cheese 
ought,  therefore,  to  be  considered  by  farmers 
as  a  decided  gain,  and  should  be  viewed  by 
them  in  the  light  of  a  protection.  For  this 
advantage,  agriculturists  are  indebted  to  the 
Members  of  our  county ;  for,  by  their  unre- 
mitting applications  ^to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  to  their  strong  remonstrances  with  the 
board,  they  obtained  the  omission  of  foreign 
cheese  in  the  regulations  of  the  new  tariff, 
which  includes  every  other  article  of  food. 
Our  indefatigable  Members  were  not,  however, 
satisfied  with  this  omission  alone;  they  ob« 
tained  an  assurance  from  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary, that  all  American  cheese,  in  its  transit 
through  Canada,  or  any  of  the  British  North 
American  possessions,  shall  be  branded  or 
marked  on  passing  the  border ;  so  that  the  in- 
troduction of  it  into  any  port  of  Great  Britain 
or  Ireland  shall  not  be  allowed,  without  pay- 
ment of  the  present  duty  on  foreign  produce, " 
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The  hon.  Membert  for  Cheshire  had 
probably  been  more  energetic  in  private 
than  in  public,  and  to  them,  according  to 
this  paper,  the  country  owed  this  result. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  make  some  allowance  for 
the  desire  of  the  editor  of  a  country  pa- 
per to  paint  in  glowing  colours  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  county.  He  could  only  say, 
that  in  this,  as  in  all  other  cases,  he  had 
acted  wholly  without  deference  to  any  lo- 
cal or  political  interest,  as  his  right  hon. 
Friend  near  him  well  knew.  He  could 
say,  indeed,  that  he  had  never  received 
any  representations  from  the  Members  for 
the  county  of  Chester  on  the  subject.  He 
could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
upon  his  honour,  that  he  had  decided  on 
this  point  without  any  communication  at 
all  with  any  party  concerned  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Lahouchere  said,  it  was  wholly  un- 
necessary for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
dwell  upon  his  disavowal;  whatever  fell 
from  him  of  that  nature  must,  of  course, 
be  received  with  implicit  credence  in  the 
House. 

Mr.  Gladstone  could  corrobarate  what 
had  been  stated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
but  he  wished  to  re-establish  in  some  de- 
gree the  character  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  the  county.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  aaid  that  they  had  made  no  applica. 
tions  to  him  ;  but  the  same  could  not  be 
aaid  with  respect  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
for  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  P.  Egerton)  and 
a  considerable  array  of  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  county  had  come  forward 
and  pressed  the  Board  of  Trade,  not  for 
the  continuance  of  the  present  duty,  but 
for  a  considerable  increase  of  it. 

Mr.  7.  Egerton  could  so  far  confirm 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  to  say,  that  he  had  made  many 
Upplications  on  this  subject,  to  all  of  which 
a  deaf  ear  had  been  turned.  He  was  in 
favour  of  the  protection,  for  unless  the 
dairy  farmers  had  due  protection  it  would 
be  impossible  for  them  to  compete  with 
America. 

Mr.  M,  Philips  felt  it  due  to  the  work- 
ing classes,  whose  distress  he  had  daily 
had  an  opportunity  of  witnessing,  to  make 
a  distinct  motion  for  the  reduction  of  the 
proposed  duty  on  cheese.  He  did  not 
think,  that  because  there  existed  a  tem- 
porary depression  in  the  trade  in  that 
article,  the  House  ought  to  legislate  as  if 
the  depression  would  be  permanent.  He 
did  not  think  the  farmera  of  this  country 


had  anything  to  fear  from  the  importatton 
of  cheeses  from  America.  He  feared,  how* 
ever,  that  from  various  causes  inferior 
cheeses  were  now  manufactyred.  In  pov^ 
sequence  of  the  great  demand  for  bukter« 
which  was  so  essential  an  ingredient  in 
good  cheese,  an  inferior  article  was  manu- 
factured, in  the  composition  of  which  there 
was  little  or  no  butter.  The  Government 
would  do  much  better  to  yield  on  thip  arti* 
cle  of  butter,  because  then  an  article  would 
be  manufactured  and  brought  to  market 
with  which  no  foreign  cheese  could  eofflf 
pete  in  quality.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  a  reduction  of  the  duty 
from  ICs.  6d.to7s«6d. 

Mr.  7*.  £^er^on  informed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  there  were  two  kinds  of  cheesy 
made  in  Cheshire,  one  an  inferior  kind, 
called  '*  toasting  **  cheese,  and  the  other 
a  su|ierior  article,  in  which  the  butter  was 
allowed  wholly  to  remain. 

Mr.  Hume  deprecated  the  adoption  of 
any  measures  to  discourage  the  importation 
of  the  produce  of  America,  at  the  time 
when  the  United  States  wero  d^libaratiog 
upon  their  own  tariff,  and  when  the  reae- 
lutions  they  might  adopt  might  affaet  oor 
trade  for  years  to  come. 

Mr.  Cobden  remarked,  that  the  in- 
creased importation  of  cheese  from  Ama.. 
rica  bad  beep  accompanied  by  a  decline  in 
the  importation  from  the  continent.  He 
rose,  however,  to  protest  against  the  at- 
tempts made  by  the  landed  interest  to 
raise  the  price  of  fbod  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  community,  fie  should  not 
fail  to  remind  the  freeholders  of  Stockport, 
Aabton,  and  the  other  towns  from  which 
the  Members  for  Cheshire  derived  iiiflt»- 
ence  at  their  elections,  of  the  manner  in 
which  those  hon.  Gentlemen  had  endea- 
voured on  this  occasion  to  raise  the  price 
of  an  article  of  food  so  essential  to  the 
poor.  How  long  would  the  landed  in- 
terest still  continue  thus  to  drive  on  the 
working  classes?  How  were  those  classes 
to  subsist  if  every  attempt  to  give  increased 
facilities  to  the  export  of  manofactures  by 
the  reduction  of  duties  on  imports  was  met 
by  this  perpetual  cry  of  protection  !  The 
landed  interest  were  driving  the  working 
classes  on  faster  than  they  were  aware  of. 
If  they  understood  their  own  real  interest 
they  would  give  every  possible  eneoorage- 
ment  to  manufactures  as  a  source  of  em- 
ployment to  the  poor.  Upon  the  prosperity 
of  the  manufacturing  interest  depended 
the  safety  of  the  agricuUunI  iatereat  ^f 
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the  manufactuyert  were  ruined^  and  were 
forced  to  traneport  the  wreck  of  their 
capital  to  other  conotries^  where  they 
would  be  hailed  wiUi  welcome,  what  would 
then  become  of  the  working  classes  i  Des- 
titute of  emplpyment,  they  would  turn 
round  upon  the  landed  interest,  and  the 
land  would  have  at  last  to  be  given  up  to 
those  hungry  mortagees,  the  poor. 

Mr«  Wakley  said,  although  it  was  quite 
true  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  her  M^ueaty's  Government  had 
laid  hold  of  the  monster  monopoly,  and 
given  it  a  terrible  shake,  yet  it  was  a 
monster  attll,  and  both  great  and  powerful. 
Last  night  the  monster  showea  himself 
from  Kent,  to-night  he  had  come  from 
Cheshire.     What  would  be  the  end  of  it 
all  be  knew  not,  but  of  this  he  felt  sure, 
that  if  the  agricultural  interest  could  carry 
out  their  full  scheme,  there  would  be  a  re- 
volution in  this  country  in  less  than  three 
years.    They  were  even  now  pursuing  a 
mad  course.    He  only  wished  some  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  put  forth 
their  whole  scheme  of  Government,    Tbey 
were  now  for  increasing  the  duty  on  cheese. 
It  was  very  fortunate   indeed  that  the 
people  could  not  eat  wood.    If  the  people 
could  eat  timber,  what  an  outcry  would 
be  made  against  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  reducing  the  duties  on  timber.    He 
would  not  have  dared  to  reduce  them.    It 
was  really  monstrous  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  stand  up  in  that  House  and  object  to 
the  reduction  of  the  duties  on  the  food  of 
a  starving  people^  pretending  that  their 
seal  was  all  for  the  interests  of  the  farmer. 
What  did  those  hon*  Gentlemen  care  about 
the  farmer  ?  Their  real  object  was  to  keep 
np  their  rents,  and  for  the  sake  of  keeping 
np  their  rents  they  would  maintain  a  sys- 
tem of  protection  the  effect  of  which  must 
be  to  reduce  everything  to  anarchy  and 
confusion.    He  mustsay,  though,  that  the 
fault  lay  more  ^ with  the  House  than  with 
tba  right  hon/  Baronet :  experience  had 
shown  thaft  if  that  House  were  to  make  a 
atioog  demonstration  against  that  system 
of  protection,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
then  turn  round  to  his  ultra  supporters, 
and  avow  bis  determination  to  legislate  for 
the  whole  people,  and  not  for  a  class. 

Mr,  Jiarhy  denied  that  the  landed  in- 
terest looked  to  themselves  atone.  Tbey 
had  willingly  sacrificed  the  timber  dntiee 
in  order  to  bring  the  building  of  ships  back 
la  the  country,  and  so  give  increased  em^ 
iteynent  to  tha  peppla*    With  regard  to 
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corn,  also,  they  had  shown  a  readiness  to 
adopt  that  system  which,  by  abandoning 
high  rates  of  duty,  equalized  the  price  of 
corn  and  prevented  sudden  rises  in  the 
price  of  food. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  it  was  the  landed  in- 
terest who  would  gain  by  the  reduction  of 
the  timber  duties.  If  the  landed  interest 
were  determined  to  continue  adding  to 
the  price  offood,  and  refusing  to  do  justice 
to  the  people,  they  must  not  be  surprised 
if  the  day  should  come  when  the  people 
would  do  justice  to  themselves. 

Mr.  JervU  could  not  support  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester, because  be  conceived,  if  the 
House  were  of  opinion  that  there  must  be 
protection,  that  it  ought  to  be  an  ade- 
quate protection.  To  the  principle  he 
was  opposed,  but  the  principle  being 
maintained,  he  felt  it  due  to  his  consti- 
tuents to  vote  for  the  amount  of  duty 
proposed  by  the  Government  in  preference 
to  that  moved  by  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  F.  Bating  said,  that  the  proposed 
reduction  was  so  very  small  that  he  hoped 
the  House  would  agree  to  it,  particularly 
as  it  regarded  an  article  which  was,  per<- 
haps,  next  in  importance  to  the  article  of 
bread. 

Sir  R,  Peel  thought,  that  the  tenour  of 
the  observations  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  afford  the  House  a  fair  op- 
portunity of  judging  what  the  difficulties 
were  which  any  one  had  to  contend  wiih 
who  undertook  to  amend  the  commercial 
tariff  of  the  country.  When  he  saw  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester  enter  the  House 
a  few  minutes  ago,  he  9aid  to  himself, 
*'  Here  comes  a  fresh  accession  to  the  ad- 
vocates of  free-trade."  The  hon.  Member 
however,  while  he  took  care  to  defend  his 
general  principles  in  favour  of  free-trade, 
said  that  on  this  occasion  he  must  ?ote 
in  favour  of  Chester.  The  hon.  Member 
made  use  of  an  ingenious  argument  to 
justify  himself  in  taking  that  course, 
namely,  that  protection  ought  to  be  done 
away  with,  but  that  the  question  being 
between  a  duty  of  75.  6d»,  and  lOs.,  he 
was  obliged  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  duty  of  10s.  was  the  better  of  the 
two.  He  was  listening  to  those  ingenioue 
arguments  day  after  day,  and  he  only 
referred  to  them  now,  in  order  to  point 
out  the  real  difficulties  with  which  he  had 
to  contend.  He  therefore,  hoped  that 
the  House  would  take  the  tariff  as  a 
whole,  instead  of  trying  to  put  him  in  a 
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minority  upon  individual  articles.  He 
thought  that  the  wisest  conclusion  they 
could  come  to  at  present  was  to  finish 
the  tariff  that  night,  and  get  done 
with  it. 

Mr.  Hume  fully  coincided  in  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but 
he  conceived  that  the  difficulties  with 
which  he  had  to  contend  were  mainly 
attributable  to  the  Gentlemen  who  sat 
behind  him. 

Sir  /.  Guest  said,  that  the  duty  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend  was  too  high  and 
oe  would  move  that  the  duty  be  6s. 

Mr.  iH.  Phillips  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  a  larger  reduction,  and  only 
proposed  a  moderate  one  in  the  hope  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  be  in- 
duced to  agree  to  it.  The  loss  of  one  stray 
vote,  however,  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chester  would  not  deter  him  from  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  proposition 
he  had  made. 

Mr.  Oreene  intimated  that  the  question 
must  be  first  put  on  the  smaller  amount 
of  5s. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  duty  be  55.:— Ayes  37;  Noes 
82:  Majority  45. 
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Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wortley,  bn.  J.  S. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 


Okioks.]  On  the  article  of  **  onioni  * 
being  proposed, 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  moved,  that  the  doty 
of  is.  be  substituted  for  that  of  6d.  This, 
he  thought  but  fair  towards  a  very  poor 
class  of  growers,  the  more  particularly  at 
the  reduction  proposed  by  the  Government 
was  enormous,  being  from  3s.  to  Gd. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  he  had  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  opposing  this  amend- 
ment, as  it  was  entirely  without  grounds 
or  recommendation.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Essex  said,  that  the  reduction  was 
enormous.  But  why?  Because  the  duty  was 
enormons.  The  duty  of  M.  was  quite  as 
large  as  the  Government  felt  themselves 
justified  in  proposing,  and  would,  he  be- 
lieved, amount  to  30  per  cent,  upon  the 
value  of  the  article. 

Mr.  Wakky  said,  that  by  this  reduction 
the  people  of  Essex  might  be  injured,  bnt 
they  were  not  on  that  account  to  follow 
the  example  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chester.  If  each  Member  were  to  look 
to  the  special  instead  of  the  general  inter- 
ests, it  would  be  impossible  for  a  Govern- 
ment to  carry  any  measure  of  this  nature. 
It  was  a  most  unfortunate  thin(;  for  the 
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country  that  the  Hoase  did  not  look  more 
to  its  general  interests.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chester,  for  instance,  ha?ing  voted 
in  faTonr  of  a  protecting  dnty  on  cheese 
immediately  left  the  House,  consigning 
the  question  of  onions  to  the  protection  of 
those  hon.  Members  who  represented  the 
growers  of  that  article.  He  sincerely 
hoped,  that  the  independent  Members  of 
that  House  would  gife  their  assistance  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  the  changes  he  was 
endeavouring  to  effect  for  the  public 
good. 
Duty  agreed  to. 

Potatoes.!  On  the  duty  on  potatoes 
being  proposed, 

Mr.  S,  Worthy  said,  it  had  been  as- 
serted, that  potatoes  from  Holland  and  the 
coast  of  France  would  be  introduced  in 
such  quantities  at  a  low  rate  of  duty  as 
entirely  to  supplant  the  home  cultivated 
vegeuble.  For  his  own  part,  he  believed 
the  statements  on  this  point  were  highly^ 
exaggerated,  but,  as  he  understood  her 
Majesty's  advisers  had  made  some  inquiry 
into  the  subject,  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  state  the  result  of  the 
investigation. 

Mr.  G.  Pabn^  declared  his  belief,  that 
the  apprehensions  entertained  on  this  point 
were  well  founded.  This  was  a  matter  of 
great  agricultural  importance,  and  involved 
the  principle  of  our  dependence  on  or  inde- 
pendence of  foreign  nations  for  a  supply  of 
the  means  of  sustenance.  The  point,  too, 
was  one  of  great  consequence  as  regarded 
the  cultivation.  Hon.  Gentleman  had 
scarcely  any  conception  of  the  amount  of 
labour  expended  on  this  article,  the  culti- 
vation of  one  acre  of  which  gave  treble  the 
employment  given  by  the  cultivation  of 
one  acre  of  wheat,  whilst  the  produce  was 
also  fourfold  as  great.  He  very  much  re- 
gretted the  course  the  Government  were 
taking  on  this  and  similar  subjects.-i  They 
had  better  beware  in  time,  and  check  their 
course  ere  they  went  too  far.  He  already 
saw  that  the  free-trade  current  was  setting 
so  strong,  that  if  Providence  did  not  re- 
move the  mist  from  their  eves  they  would 
soon  be  cast  on  rocks,  off  which  neither 
sail  nor  oar  could  get  them.  He  would 
venture  in  this  case,  to  ask  that  the  pro- 
tecting duty  should  be  Is.  per  cwt.  instead 
of  2d.,  and  would  move  an  amendment  to 
that  effect. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  reduction  pro- 
posed to  be  made  on  the  duty  on  this 


article  was  considerable,  but  he  would 
venture  to  say,  that  there  was  no  one 
article  in  the  tariff  on  which  a  reduction 
could  be  more  properly  effected.  With 
regard  to  the  apprehensions  prevailing  on 
the  subject,  he  did  not  believe  for  his  own 
part,  that  the  reduction  of  duty  would  at 
all  operate  to  reduce  the  prices  in  times  of 
ordinary  home  supply.  The  bulk  of  the 
article  and  the  cost  of  its  conveyance  were 
effectual  impediments  to  importation  when 
ordinary  prices  prevailed,  and  rendered  the 
amount  of  duty  to  be  imposed  almost  im- 
material. The  objects,  however,  which 
were  sought  to  be  accomplished  by  a  re- 
duction of  the  duty  were  somewhat  impor- 
tant. The  first  was  to  enable  the  poor 
consumer  to  obtain  a  supply  of  the  article 
when  the  home  production  fell  short,  and 
the  price  suddenly  and  materially  in- 
creased; the  second  was  to  secure  the 
introduction  of  a  class  of  very  cheap  po- 
tatoes, used  in  the  starch  and  the  other 
manufactures,  of  which  class  our  produce 
was,  in  fact,  very  inconsiderable.  He  be- 
lieved it  to  be  capable  of  demonstration 
that  a  greater  protection  was  afforded  to 
an  acre  of  potatoes  than  was  afibrded  to 
an  acre  of  wheat. 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  that  according  to  the 
explanation  given  by  the  Government,  it 
would  appear  that  no  reduction  would 
take  place  in  the  price  of  potatoes.  He 
was  of  a  contrary  opinion,  and  he  thought 
this  was  the  best  proposition  in  the  whole 
of  the  tariff.  He  had  no  notion  of  sooth- 
ing the  monster-monopoly,  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  the  reduction  likely 
to  be  produced  in  the  price  of  potatoes 
must  ultimately  affect  the.  price  of  bread. 
It  was  an  awful  change  from  the  cry  of 
''  No  surrender,"  followed  by  the  Kentish 
fire,  to  find  the  present  Government  ad- 
mitting, to  a  certain  extent,  the  principles 
of  free-trade. 

Mr.  Ainsworth  congratulated  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  upon  the  tariff  as  a 
whole,  and  this  part  of  it  in  particular ;  he 
was  sure  it  would  be  of  the  greatest  service 
to  the  public,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
be  carried. 

Mr.  S.  Worthy  said,  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  had  misunderstood 
what  bad  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  say  that  there  would  be  no  importation 
of  potatoes ;  what  he  said  was,  that  there 
would  be  no  such  great  importation  ai 
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would  tt  all  injure  the  property  of  the 
potatO'growers  of  England. 

Mr.  Escott  denied,  that  the  farmers  of 
this  country  «vere  desirous,  of  keeping  up 
the  price  of  potatoes.  No  good  farmer 
wished  to  grow  more  potatoes  than  he 
oould  use  in  bis  own  establishment ;  and 
though  the  hon.  Member  for  Essex  had 
come  there  to  illuminate  the  Treasury 
benches,  he  could  tell  him  that  there  were 
brmers  who  could  very  considerably  illu- 
minate him  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  Beckett  JPetmon  said,  though  he 
and  his  Colleague  represented,  perhaps,  a 
larger  portion  of  potato-growing  country 
than  any  two  Members  of  that  House,  he 
oeuld  not  feel  justified  in  voting  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Essex.  He  considered 
that  the  proposilion  was  one  which  would 
lend  to  alleviate  the  burdens  of  the  work- 
ing classes,  and  he  should,  therefore,  vote 
with  her  Majesty^s  Government, 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Proposed  duty  agreed  to. 

0&XS-— Copper.]  On  the  5th  schedule 
(ores,  minerals,  metals,  and  manufactures 
thereoO  being  proposed. 

Sir  C.  Lemon  suggested  that  it  should  be 
postponed  for  a  few  days,  as  a  deputation 
on  the  subject  from  the  county  to  which  he 
belonged  was  expected  to  arrive  to-morrow, 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  really  thouffht  some 
better  reason  should  be  assigned  for  the 
postponement,  as  the  county  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  had  had  repeated 
opportunities  of  sending  up  deputations 
before.  It  was  fairer  to  all  interests  that 
be  should  proceed  as  he  stated  in  the  out- 
set-*  in  the  order  of  the  tariff. 

Sir  C  Lemon  said,  the  tariff,  as  re- 
garded minerals,  had  undergone  material 
change,  and  the  people  in  Cornwall  had 
not  had  a  fair  opportunity  yet  of  consider- 
ing it  in  its  last  form.  An  important  meet- 
ing was  held  in  that  county  on  Monday 
last,  and  the  deputation  then  agreed  to 
was  now  on  its  road  to  London. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  it  would  be  better  to 
proceed  in  the  order  of  the  tariff,  for  sup- 
posing that  any  reasons  could  be  stated 
for  a  change  in  the  schedule  as  it  was  now 
proposed,  there  would  be  an  opportunity 
of  stating  them  on  a  future  day. 

Mr.  Oladetone  said,  that  the  five  articles 
of  copper  first  mentioned  in  the  schedule, 
would  stand  the  same  in  all  respeets,  ex- 
cept one,  and  that  was,  that  the  7/.  10#. 
4nty  sbonld  not  apply  to  any  copper  oie 


which  did  not  contain  more  than  forty-fivn 
parts  of  copper.  The  reason  for  the  change 
was,  that  the  duty  as  first  proposed  would 
be  a  greater  burden  than  the  metal  would 
be  able  to  bear. 

Mr.  Turner  moved,  that  the  foUQwin| 
words  be  omitted  from  the  tariff:— 

"  Copper,  Ore,  of  vis. : — 
Containing  not  more  than  ten  parti  of  £  f« 

copper,  per  ton  of  metal  •        .    1  10 

Containing  not  more  than  15  parts  per 

ditto  .  .80 

Containing  not  more  than  20  parts  per 

ditto.  .  .    4  10 

Containing  not  more  than  25  parts  per 

ditto.  .  .  .60 

Containing  more  than  25  parts  per  do.    7  IQ 

And  in  place  thereof,  to  insert'^ 

**  That  there  be  a  fixed  duty  of  7l.  lOi.  on 

every  ton  of  metal  extracted  from  ores  to  be 

imported  from  foreign  ooontries*'' 

He  fisit,  the  greatest  alarm  as  to  the 
fate  of  the  county  of  Cornwall,  should 
not  the  Government  give  that  considera- 
tion to  this  question  which  he  thought 
it  deserved  for  the  interest  of  the  ooun- 

3  at  large.  The  change  that  had 
en  place  in  the  copper  trade  had  ren- 
dered it  necessary  to  make  larger  outlays 
of  capital  to  meet  the  demands  for  our 
manufactures  with  respect  to  eopper  and 
tin  produced  by  the  mines  of  Cornwall, 
but  notwithstanding  those  efforts  tkera 
had  been  a  great  and  progressive  increne 
in  the  importation  of  foreign  ore  from 
Chili  and  Cuba.  In  1833,  the  quantity 
imported,  amounted  only  to  45,000  cwt., 
but  in  the  year  ending  January,  1841,  it 
amounted  to  845,000  cwt.,  and  for  the 
year  ending  January,  1842,  i|  had  in. 
creased  to  974,000  cwt.  Now,  the  ope- 
ration of  that  increase  in  the  imports  of 
foreign  ore  was  most  prejudicial  to  tho 
trade  in  Cornwall,  and  the  persons,  not 
less  than  40,000,  who  were  employed  in, 
and  entirely  dependent  upon  that  trade ; 
and  if  the  doty  now  proposed  by  Govern- 
ment were  adopted,  it  would  not  only  be 
injurious  to  them,  but  to  the  country  nt 
large,  and  to  the  revenue.  An  hon.  Meai- 
ber  of  that  House,  largely  eoneemed  in 
foreign  mines,  had  told  him,  that  belbra 
long,  the  foreign  mines  would  certainly 
destroy  our  own  Cornish  mines.  He  pot 
this  matter  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  as 
one  affecting  a  dense  population,  which 
could  not  be  turned  over  to  any  other  em* 
ployment ;  and  in  order  to  show  how  im- 
possible it  was  for^d^i*  copper 
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minety  without  a  fair  protection,  to  com- 
pete with  the  foreigo  mines,  he  would 
mention  a  fact  which  seemed  almost  in- 
credible, that  either  in  Caba  or  Chili,  ten 
men,  in  three  months,  had  raised  as  much 
ore  as  1,500  men  could  in  Cornwall.  To 
bim  it  appeared  that  it  was  as  unjust  as  it 
was  ineipiedient  to  do  any  thing  calculated 
to  discourage  the  working  of  the  Cornish 
mines.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  might  ex- 
pect great  ad?antsge  both  to  the  revenue, 
and  to  the  interests  of  commerce,  from 
the  changes  which  he  proposed;  but  he 
niffht,  nevertheless,  find  that  he  had  been 
reckoning  too  confidently  on  results  which 
were  beyond  his  control ;  for  no  man  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  would  deny  the 
probability  of  there  being  an  admixture  of 
ores,  which  would  defeat  all  his  plans  as  to 
revenue.  It  was  said,  that  foreign  ores 
would  not  be  brought  into  this  country; 
but  was  that  quite  certain  ?  Surely,  the 
CkHrernment  ought  to  take  measures  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  there 
was  any  probability  that  foreign  ores  would 
be  extensively  introduced.  In  all  legis- 
lation upon  this  important  subject  they 
should  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact,  that 
the  stoppage  of  the  Cornish  mines  would 
be  the  loss  of  income  amounting  to  a  mil- 
lion derived  from  the  earth.  True,  it 
might  be,  that  the  miners  were  losing 
greatly;  but  if  they  were  compelled  to 
lose  more  by  the  operation  of  the  new 
tariff,  they  would  be  quite  ruined.  The 
faon.  Member  concluded  by  urging  on  the 
Government  the  justice,  not  of  prohibi- 
tory, bnt  of  perfectly  protective  duties  for 
the  peaceful  and  industrious  inhabitants 
of  a  whole  county,  and  for  the  valuable 
interests  embarked  in  an  extensive  business. 
Mr.  QIaditime  said,  the  motion  was  not 
at  all  calculated  to  carry  out  the  objects 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  seeing  that  it  re- 
fcrred  only  to  a  species  of  ore  of  which  but 
a  small,  quantity  had  as  yet  been  intro- 
dneed  into  the  country.  Even  as  to  that 
ore,  however,  the  motion  was  as  futile  as 
impolitic ;  kit  as  this  sort  of  ore  was  not 
worth  more  than  11. 15^.  per  ton,  and  as 
the  freight  of  the  foreign  ore  would  con- 
sume 5/.  of  that  price,  it  was  manifest  that 
with  a  small  allowance  for  the  expense  of 
carrying  the  ore  to  the  coast  (even  pre- 
suming that  it  was  to  be  procured  for  no- 
thing), there  would  be  little  field  for  profit, 
and  little  fear  of  iajurioos  competition. 
But  the  fact  was,  that  whereas  the  policy 
of  the  tariff  hitherto  seemed  to  have  been 


{Mat  85}  Orei«.-Cbfipef.  758 

to  hold  out  a  premium  for  the  impertatioo 
of  refined  ores,  the  Government  deemed 
it  a  much  sounder  principle  to  facilitate 
rather  the  introduction  of  the  rough  ore, 
which  would  furnish  more  employment  for 
our  smelters.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  that  fifty  mines  had  in  a  single 
year  lost  49,000/.,  yet  he  admitted,  thai 
there  was  a  small  mining  interest  growing 
up  in  Wales,  and  another  in  Ireland ;  such 
was  the  effect  of  those  losses  upon  mining 
enterprises.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  also 
said,  that  ten  men  in  Chili  could  produce 
as  much  copper  in  a  given  time  as  1,500 
men  here ;  if  that  were  the  case,  it  was 
quite  vain  to  attempt  by  any  amount  of 
protection  to  guard  against  such  a  state  of 
things.  With  regard  to  the  mines  of 
Cuba,  the  effect  of  the  tariff  would  be  to 
leave  them  the  same  inducements  to  carry 
on  their  trade  as  there  were  at  present 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  consumers  of 
copper  in  this  country,  nothing  was  more 
important  than  that  they  should  not  be 
put  to  too  expensive  a  charge  for  it,  par- 
ticularly the  shipping  interest  and  the 
mannfaeturers  of  copper  articles,  like 
those  in  Birmingham  and  Shefiield,  who 
had  been  compelled  to  pay  10/.  per  ton 
more  than  foreign  consumera.  That  in- 
equality it  was  proposed  altogether  to  re- 
more,  and  to  effect  that  purpose,  the  pre- 
sent system  of  smelting  copper  in  bond 
was  to  be  done  away  with.  In  fact,  that 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  success 
of  the  present  measure.  But  how  was 
the  proposed  equality  to  be  produced? 
The  hon.  Member  supposed  that  there 
would  be  a  great  fall  in  the  price  of  British 
copper,  and  he  spoke  of  a  fall  of  10/.  per 
ton.  But  surely  facts  were  against  the 
hon.  Member?  Did  he  mean  to  say  that 
the  price  had  fallen  considerably  since  the 
publication  of  the  tariff?  He  did  not 
speak  of  the  local  effect  of  the  tariff  in 
Cornwall :  but  as  far  as  he  could  ascer- 
tain, the  decrease  of  price  in  the  London 
market  had  not  been  more  than  2/.  per 
ton.  There  was  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  amount  of  doty  at  which 
foreign  copper  ore  should  be  admitted  for 
smelting  in  this  country.  He  thought  that 
if  the  duty  was  too  high,  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  driving  the  smelting  of  copper 
ore  to  other  countries ;  it  would  not  only 
drive  the  smelting  abroad,  but  it  would 
check  altogether  its  coming  into  this 
country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
correcdy,  that  since  the  publication^ 
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the  tariff  the  price  of  copper  had  riseD 
abroad.  He  anticipated  much  benefit 
from  the  change  proposed  in  the  tariff 
with  reference  to  this  article.  He  believed 
that  it  woald  have  the  effect  of  securing  to 
this  country  the  whole  business  of  smelt- 
ing foreign  ores;  and  that,  at  the  same 
time,  a  real  protection  would  be  afforded 
to  the  Cornish  miners.  The  manufac- 
turersy  the  consumers  of  copper,  would 
also  derive  a  great  advantage  from  the 
alteration.  On  these  grounds  he  opposed 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  C.  Lemon  expressed  his  concurrence 
in  the  views  propounded  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  reference  to  the  im- 
portance of  smelting  foreign  ores  in  this 
country.  He  thought  that  we  ought  to 
make  foreign  nations  as  much  as  possible 
dependent  upon  this  country.  Wbitbread, 
when  speaking  of  the  dependence  of 
foreign  countries  upon  our  own,  had  re- 
marked that  the  Americans  would  never 
shave  themselves  except  with  an  English 
razor.  He  was  willing  to  admit,  that  if 
the  duty  was  raised  too  high  on  rich  ores 
foreign  countries  would  derive  a  great 
advantage  from  it.  But  that  would  not 
be  the  case  with  regard  to  ores  of  an 
inferior  quality.  He  was  prepared  to 
admit  that  the  present  system  was  ex- 
tremely vicious,  and  that  the  foreigner 
benefitted  by  it  If  a  large  quantity  of 
copper  was  introduced  and  a  glut  was 
occasioned,  the  effect  would  be  to  lower 
the  price,  and  thus  not  only  injure  our- 
selves,  but  the  foreigner  likewise.  He 
fully  adopted  the  dictum  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Qovernment, 
that  it  was  our  duty  to  buy  cheap  and  sell 
dear.  The  effect  of  the  contemplated 
alteration  would  be  so  to  lower  the  price 
of  copper  abroad  that  it  would  be  out  of 
our  power  to  sell  it  at  a  high  price.  He 
understood  that  the  Spanish  government 
intended  to  increase  the  duty  on  copper 
ore.  He  thought  that  we  ought  to  an- 
ticipate that  increase  of  duty,  and  to  derive 
whatever  advantage  was  likely  to  result 
from  it. 

Lord  EUol  placed  confidence  in  her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  was  determined 
to  support  their  plans  as  a  whole.  He 
should  not  be  doing  his  duty  to  the  coun- 
try at  large,  although  he  might  be  sup- 
posed to  be  doing  his  duty  to  his  con- 
stituents, if  he  were  to  support  the 
amendment 


Mr.  Labouchere  agreed  so  much  in  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  those  views  had  been  stated  with  so 
much  ability^  that  he  should  not  trouble 
the  committee  more  than  a  very  few 
moments.  There  was  no  duty  on  our 
customs'  list  which  produced  more  evil 
than  this  duty  on  copper.  It  really  turned 
against  ourselves  those  great  national 
advantages  which  this  country  had  in 
smelting  and  working  metals.  We  sup- 
plied foreign  countries  with  this  manu- 
factured article  at  a  much  cheaper  cost 
than  our  own  people ;  and  he,  therefore, 
rejoiced  that  her  Majesty's  Government 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
necessary  to  put  this  trade  on  a  mora 
satisfactory  footing.  It  was,  however, 
necessary  carefully  to  watch  these  new 
duties,  to  prevent  them  inflicting  injury 
on  the  great  mining  trade  of  Cornwall,  on 
which  so  large  a  portion  of  our  popula- 
tion depended.  He  should  most  cor- 
dially support  the  proposition  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Mr.  C.  Bulier  also  said,  he  should 
heartily  support  the  Government  on  the 
present  occasion.  He  felt  that  legislation 
upon  this  subject  must  very  deeply  affec 
the  population  of  Cornwall,  whose  sub. 
sistence  depended  entirely  upon  the  pro- 
ductions to  which  this  item  of  the  tariff 
referred,  but  at  the  same  time  he  felt  that 
at  the  present  moment  the  producers  of 
every  commodity  in  the  country  were 
called  upon  to  make  sacrifices  of  their  own 
particular  interests,  for  the  promotion  of 
free-trade,  and  for  the  sake  of  the  general 
interests  of  the  community.  The  respon- 
sibility of  determining  what  proportion  of 
the  burden  should  be  borne  by  each  class 
rested  with  the  Government,  and  he  should 
be  ashamed  of  the  miners  of  Cornwall  if 
he  thought  they  could  be  unwilling  to 
bear  their  fair  share. 

Mr.  /.  E.  Vivian  trusted,  that  care 
would  be  taken  by  the  Government  that 
no  injury  be  done  to  the  mining  interests 
in  Cornwall  by  this  measure. 

Mr.  Pendarves  considered  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Government  a  very  hasardous 
experiment,  for  if  the  deep  mines  of  Corn- 
wall were  once  stopped  they  would  never 
come  into  working  again.  The  smelters  of 
this  country  found  the  county  of  Cornwall 
the  best  market  for  the  purchase  of  ores, 
and  there  was  no  doubt  that  their  interests 
were  intimately  concepe^u^^^questioat 
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The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  duty  on  copper  ore  containing 
not  more  than  10  parts  of  copper  per  ton 
of  meul  be  IL  10«.— Ayes  158 ;  Noes  7 : 
—Majority  151. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


A*Coiirt,  Capt. 
AdLen,  J. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldam^  W. 
AUiz,  J.  P. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.,  joo. 
Balfour,  J.  M. 
Baring,  rt«  ho.  F.  T. 
Baskerrille,  T.  B.  M. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackbome,  J.  I. 
Blakemore,  R. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bow^  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  bon.  W. 
Brace,  Lord  E. 
Bailer,  C. 
Byny.O. 
Cardwell,  E. 
CaTendish,  hn.  G.  H. 
Chelsea,  Viict. 
Cbilders,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Colnie,  C.  R. 
Corry,  rt,  hon«  U* 
Coortenay,  Lord 
Cnpps,  W. 
Darner,  boo.  Col. 
Darby,  O. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Direlt,  £. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Dooglas,  Sir  C.  £• 
Dooglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.  E. 
Drammond,  H.  H. 
Doncan,  G. 
Doncombe,  bon.  A. 
Doocombe,  hon.  O. 
Ellis,  W. 
£lioc,Lord 
Eseott,  B. 
Eiboort,  T.  G.  B. 
Brans,  W. 
Fieldeo,  J. 
Ffrrand,  W.  B, 
FQmer,  Sir  E. 
FiblUott,  J. 
^rstcr,  M. 
9,  A.  £• 


Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.  W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capu 
Goulbum,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J, 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grogao,  £. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hardinge,  rt.bn.Sir  H. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Heirey,  Lord  A. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  bn.Sir  J. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  bon.  C. 
Hornby,  J. 

Howard,  bom  C.W.G. 
Ho  wick,  Visct. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jenny n,  Earl 
Jobnson,  W.  G. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatdibull,  right  bon. 

Sir  E. 
Laboucbere,  rt.  bn.H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Dtton,  £. 
Loch,  J. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lyall,G. 

MacGeacby,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Maonersi  Lord  J. 
Marsham,  Aisct. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.W.C. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  bon.  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  bn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Philips,  M. 


Pluroptre,J.  P. 
Polbill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Prinele,  A. 
Reade,  W.  M. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rose,  rt.  bn.  Sir  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rusbbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shaw,  rt.  bn.  F. 
Sbiriey,E.J. 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somerton,  Visct. 


Somerfille,SirW.M« 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
StansBeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Strutt,  E. 
Sutton,  boD.  H.  M. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 
Tollemacbe,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Vemer,  Col. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood.  G.  W. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Young,  J. 

TELLEBS. 

aerk,SirG. 
Fremantle,SirT. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Acton,  Col. 
Gill,  T. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Morris,  D* 


Pendanres,  E.  W.  W. 
Virian,  J.  E. 

TELLEBS. 

Stanley,  W.  O. 
Tomer,  £. 


Iron  Babs.]  On  the  question  that 
iron  bars,  unwrougbt,  be  subjected  to  a 
duty  of  1/.  the  ton  (foreign),  and  2s.  6d. 
(colonial), 

Mr.  Hume  altogether  objected  to  the 
imposition  of  any  duty  on  unwrougbt  iron. 
Even  the  small  duty  of  1/.  the  ton  would 
be  sufficient  to  injure  the  home  manufac- 
turer competing  with  foreigners. 

Mr.  Qladstone  said,  that  the  producers 
of  the  superior  kinds  of  iron  claimed  to 
have  protection  like  any  other  class  of 
producers. 

Mr.  Parker  said,  during  the  eight  or 
nine  years  he  had  been  in  Parliament, 
there  had  been  scarcely  a  year  in  which 
his  constituents,  the  manufacturers  of  the 
higher  kinds  of  Sheffield  cutlery,  had  not 
memorialized  the  Board  of  Trade  for  the 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  unwrougbt  iron. 

Sir  R,  Peel  had  the  satisfaction  of  in- 
forming the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  consented  to  take  off 
one-third  of  the  existing  duty. 

Mr.  Parker  hoped  that  neit  year  they 
would  consent  to  its  total  abrogation. 

Mr.  Labouchere  expressed  himself  in 
favour  of  a  further  reduction  than  was 
proposed  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  Villiers  condemned  it  as  a  most 
unwarrantable  protection. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  said,  that  every  iron 
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manufactory  in  the  country  was  interested 
in  the  redaction  of  the  duty  on  this 
article. 

Duty  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit  again. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  May  26,  1842. 

IIivotilJ     BiuA    PukKe^l*'   InewnlMafli    h$ttlng 
(H.  C.) 

Reported^^'EwaM  DuUtf  Compouod ;  TiirnpilM  Rotdf. 
(Ixebmd). 

Priwrfr.— l**    Rudyerd'b  Ettatc;    LiTtipooI  Impnve- 
mcDt ;  Cftuvio's  Etttte. 

S>-  YamouCh  aiMl  Norwich  Railway i  Stag  Rm^i 
Kiagrtoim  Mtttatn  ClivKh  t  GuanntM  Sodetyi  Cwm 
Celyn.  aad  Bliins  Irao  Company  i  South  MetiopoUlaii 
Gai;  Warwick  afid  Leamington  Union  Railways  Pater- 
■on'sSilatab 
R«portoi«-AbRdathifali«  Roada. 

Pannoira  P«aatfMTfl0.  By  Lord  Hatharton,  from  St 
CIcmentB,  Woreerter,  Waterman  and  othen  of  the 
Serem,  and  the  Woraeiter  and  Birmlilgfaam  Canal,  for 
the  Prevention  of  TraSlc  on  Sundays.— By  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  fVom  Authort,  Booksellers,  and  Ptttdbhers  of 
the  United  Khigdom,  in  Aivour  of  Uie  Copyright  Bin.— 
From  BftMtapM,  for  Um  Alteration  of  Um  Poor-law 
Amendaoenl  Act'^By  tlw  Duke  of  BuekiBflfiam,  from 
Buckingham,  Hambleton,  Medmenham,  Newport.  Mat 
denhcad,  Chriahall,  Great  Chishall,  Uttle  Chishall,  and 
Winchester,  for  Protectioii  for  the  Agricultural  Interestsi 
maA  from  MawflMtaRrs  ind  Splanen  of  the  Weet 
Rldii«  of  York,  for  *  Limitatkm  of  tha  Hours  of  A^ 
» of  ChUdi«n  in  the  FHclorict. 


Sunday  Traffic  on  Canals.]  Lord 
Hatherkm  said,  he  had  given  notice  the 
other  day  of  his  intention  to  present  a 
petition  relating  to  a  subject  which  had 
occupied  much  of  the  public  attention  since 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament— he  alluded 
to  ihe  practice  of  Sunday  employments  on 
canalsbr  Their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
rarious  petitions  had  been  presented  in  the 
last  Session  from  boatmen  and  others  enu 
ployed  on  canals,  complaining  of  not  being 
allowed  any  rest  on  the  sabbath  from  the 
ordinary  labours  of  the  week ;  and  they 
prayed  for  inquiry  into  the  subject,  with 
a  view  to  some  legislative  measure  for 
putting  a  stop  to  the  practice.  A  select 
committee  of  their  Lordships  was  soon 
after  appointed,  and  a  ffreai  body  of 
evidence  was  collected  on  the  subject.  He 
believed  there  was  not  a  canal  of  any  note 
in  the  kingdom  which  did  not  send  wit- 
nesses, who  all  concurred  in  proving  that 
some  legislative  measure  was  desirable  on 
every  ground,  morale  religious^  and  poli- 
tical. The  witnesses  stated,  that  the 
workmen  on  the  canals  were  all  most 
anxious  for  a  remission  of  their  labour  on 
the  Sunday,  but  that  unless  the  Legis- 
lature interfered  they  saw  no  prospect  of 
auy  such  remission  during  tneir  li?cs» 


This 'was  not  that  question  of  due  observ- 
anoe  of  the  sabbath,  which  had  occupied  the 
attention  of  that  and  the  otherHouse  of  Par« 
liament  some  few  years  ago.  It  was,  in  ftuctg 
a  question  of  police,  and  was  so  regarded  by 
the  committee  who  had  investigated  the 
subject.    That  committee  did  not  report 
its  opinions,  but  had  collected  a   mat 
body    of  evidence,  which  left  no  doubt 
of  the  injurious  tendency  of  this   oon« 
tinuous  employment.    The  men  employed 
on  the  canals  were  for  the  most  part  in  a 
very  low  state  of  morality.     Anythioff  like 
education  was  grossly  neglected,  and  few 
amongst  them  could  write  or  read.    In  the 
city  of  Worcester,  out  of  thirteen  commit* 
ments  for  crime  six  were  canal  boatmen. 
This  was  enough  to  show  the  necessity  of 
taking  some  step  which  would  pat  an  end 
to  this  demoralising  practice.    One  reason 
why  the  practice  was  so  general,  was  said 
to  be  that  to  put  an  end  to  it  would  occa- 
sion a  serious  diminution  of  the  profits 
of  the  canal  proprietors.    This,  however, 
was    not   a    valid    objection,   for    there 
were    many    instances    in    which    canal 
owners  had  put  a  stop  to  Sunday  trading, 
and  the  experiment  had  not  occasions 
any  diminution  of  their  profits,  and  no 
doubt   was    entertained   by  many   canal 
owners  that  if  the  practice  of  Sunday 
trading  was  put  down  by  law  it  would 
not  occasion  any  loss  to  the  owners,  and 
many  of  them  had  expressed  a  wish  that 
the  suspension  of  trading  on  the  Sunday 
should   be  general.     But   it   might  be 
asked,  if  they  agreed  in  this  respect,  why 
might  they  not  adopt  some  rules  amongst 
themselves  by  which   the  practice  could 
be  put  down?     This  would  be   found 
impossible  by  any  private    arrangement 
amongst   the  majority  of  canal  owners. 
The  canals  were  as  open  as  the  Queen's 
highway,  and  if  anv  parties  chose  to  ^  on 
with  Sunday  boattng  on  canals,  private 
regulations  would  not  be  found  sufficient  to 
restrain  them.    Attempts  had  been  made 
for  that  purpose  on  some  canals,  bv  with- 
drawing  the  lock*keepers  and  their  assis- 
tants on  Sundays  $  but  the  experiment  was 
unsuccessful.     Under  these  circumstanoss, 
as  individual  efforts  had  failed,  he  was  jus. 
tified  in  asking  the  Government  to  intro- 
duce some  measure  which  would  be  im- 
perative on  all  the  owners  of  canals.    He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  attention  of  some 
Member   of  the    Government  might  be 
directed  to  this  suliject,  with  the  view  of 
introducing  some  such  measure  ae  that  to 
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that  it  vru  no  part  of  the  object  of  those 
with  whom  be  was  acting,  to  put  a  stop  to 
personal  tnFelling  on  canals  or  ri? era  on 
Sundaya. 

Lord  WhamcUffe  said,  that  he  had  been 
a  member  of  the  committee  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  alluded,  and  he  admitted 
that  the  practice  of  Sunday  trading  on 
canala  was  one  on  which  some  legisktire 
measure  ought  to  be  introduced ;  but  he 
was  not  prepared  to  nromise,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government*  tnat  such  a  measure 
should  be  introduced  in  the  present  Session. 
There  were  already  many  important  sub« 
Jects  under  the  consideration  of  Parliamentp 
and  he  did  not  think  that  Government 
would  like  to  open  another  subject  of  dis- 
cussion before  tnose  were  disposed  of.  If, 
however,  his  noble  Friend  would  introduce 
some  permissive  measure  on  the  subject, 
he  would  be  ready  to  give  it  his  best 
support. 

i2ord  Hathertan  was  glad  to  hear  what 
had  £Eillen  from  his  noble  Friend,  as  it 
showed  the  attention  of  Government  had 
been  called  to  the  subject.  As  to  the  in- 
troduction of  some  legislative  measure  on 
the  subject,  he  did  hope  that  his  noble 
Friend  himself  would  take  it  up;  as, 
coming  from  him,  it  would  have  a  weight 
and  influence  which  could  not  be  ^iven  by 
any  individual  not  connected  with  the 
Government. 

Lord  WhamcUffe  begged  to  repeat,  that 
although  the  suj^ect  was  deserving  of 
great  consideration,  yet  the  Government 
could  not  undertake  to  do  anything  re* 
nectiDg  it  this  Session,  if  his  noble 
raend  thought  it  was  a  matter  that  was 
very  pressing,  it  was  quite  competent  finr 
him  to  introduce  a  bill  upon  the  subject. 

The  Qubeu's  Letter.]  Lord  Jfwi- 
naird  (RoisieJ  rose,  pursuant  to  the 
notice  he  had  given,  to  move  an  address 
for  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  her  Majesty, 
authorising  a  collection  in  the  Gburches 
for  the  relief  of  the  distressed  in  the  ma- 
nufacturing districts.  When,  on  Tuesday 
last,  he  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  for  a  copv  of  the  Queen's  letter  for 
a  public  collection  to  relieve  the  distress 
of  the  country,  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  recommended 
bim  to  tttfonn  himself  better  as  to  the 
eiistence  of  the  letter  itself  before  moring 
for  it.  Certainty,  he  considered  that  the 
information  he  on  that  occasion  possessed 
waa  quite  sufficient,  and  from  subsequent 
inquiry  he  had  found  that  he  waa  per* 
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feetly  justified  in  assuming  the  eahtenee 
of  such  a  document.  Indeed,  that  fact 
was  perfectly  notorious  in  the  country; 
and  he  was  astonished  that  four  Members 
of  the  Government,  one  of  them  the  Pre* 
sident  of  the  fioard  of  Trade,  sitting  on 
the  bench  opposite,  should  be  ignorant  of 
the  fact,  so  well  known  in  other  quarters, 
that  this  letter  of  her  Majesty  had  been 
issued  many  days  ago.  He  confessed 
he  was  at  the  time,  considerably  sur- 
prised to  learn,  that  tlie  existence  of  it 
was  at  all  doubted.  It  appeared  to  him 
very  singular  that  her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
her  sworn  advisers,  more  especially  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  should 
have  pleaded  ignorance  of  any  such  docu- 
ment. It  was  most  singular  that  her 
Majesty — than  whom  no  Sovereign  of  this 
country  had  shown  a  more  strong  and 
sincere  regard  for  the  welfare  of  her  sub- 
jects-—could  have  signed  such  a  letter, 
and  hare  it  countersigned  by  one  of  her 
Ministers,  and  that  others  of  her  Mioistera 
should  be  ignorant  of  it.  [The  Earl  of 
i^tpon :  I  never  pleaded  ignorance.]  He 
certainly  understood  the  noble  Earl  to 
state  that  he  did  not  know  anything  of  the 
contents  of  the  letter.  He  held  a  copy  of 
the  letter  at  that  moment  in  his  hand,  and 
it  bore  internal  evidence  of  its  being  au- 
thentic Such  a  fact  as  that  some  of  the 
Cabinet  advisers  of  the  Crown  wereigoo* 
rant  of  this  letter,  went  a  good  way  to 
strengthen  a  feeling  whk>h  was  very  gene* 
ral  in  the  country,  that  the  Government 
was  carried  on  by  one  individual  only,— 
an  indiridoal,  no  doubt,  of  surpassing 
talent  and  abilities,  but  who  did  not  think 
it  worth  his  while  to  consultShis  Colleagues 
on  great  and  important  subjects,  but  re- 
garded them  as  so  many  ciphers.  From 
the  ability  of  the  individual  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  he,  for  one,  bad  been 
inclined  to  expect  great  things.  Judging 
from  his  speeches,  no  man  conki  be  more 
liberal  in  his  sentiments,  but  when  his 
measures  were  looked  to,  he  feared  that, 
after  all,  very  little  could  be  expected.  As 
to  the  tariff,  he  could  not  help  regarding 
it  as  a  precious  piece  of  humbug.  Re 
hopedi  however,  thai  they  should  see 
other  measures  of  e  more  liberal  tendency 
emanate  from  one  whose  opinions  and 
speeches  were  of  so  liberal  a  caste,  and 
thai  at  least  one  good  effect  would  ensue, 
and  that  his  less  liberal  Colleaguea  would 
quietly  sncoumb  to  the  opinions  of  their 
chief.    He  cettainly  expected  to  see  thea 
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—he  would  not  say  eating  dirt  according 
to  the  common  phrase ;  but  eating  their 
own  words.  It  was,  howefer,  a  Tery  cu- 
rious thing  that  just  the  reverse  of  what 
happened  here  was  taking  place  in  Ire- 
land, for  there,  instead  of  the  head  of  the 
Government  being  everything,  he  was  no- 
thing, and  knew  nothing  of  what  was 
going  on.  The  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Irish  government  was  actually  in  ig- 
norance of  the  fact,  that  there  was  an 
individual  holding  the  office  of  magistrate 
in  Ireland  who  ought  not  to  have  held  it,  \ 
until  a  noble  Friend  of  his,  the  late  Lord-  ' 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (the  Marquess  of: 
Normanby),  called  their  Lordships'  atten- ; 
tion  to  the  fact  in  Parliament ;  and  then 
the  immediate  dismissal  of  that  individual 
ensued.  Here,  however,  the  head  of  the 
Government  knew  everything,  while  his 
Colleagues  in  office  were  kept  in  igno- 
rance. Without  venturing  to  make  any 
strictures  upon  all  this,  he  could  not  help 
saying,  that  he  thought  it  was  a  very 
curious  system  of  carrying  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country.  Perhaps  there  was 
no  great  evil  in  it,  and  the  system  might 
work  very  well ;  for,  after  all,  he  believed, 
there  was  not  much  mystery  in  conducting 
the  Government  of  a  country.  It  was  a 
much  more  simple  thing  than  people 
imagined.  With  one  man  at  the  head  of 
affiiirs*  having  a  certain  number  of  clever 
clerks  under  him,  the  whole  might  be  very 
well  managed.  And  if  this  were  the  case, 
no  such  letter  as  the  present  need  have 
been  issued,  for  the  difference  of  the  sala- 
ries now  paid,  and  those  that  would  have 
to  be  paid  to  the  clerks,  might  have  am- 
ply supplied  a  fund  to  meet  the  present 
distress.  The  letter  which  he  held  in  his 
band  directed  the  most  rev.  Prelate  at  the 
head  of  the  hierarchy  to  issue  letters  to 
the  several  suffragan  bishops  within  his 
province, 

**  Expressly  requiring  them  to  take  care  that 
publication  be  made  hereof  on  such  Sunday  in 
the  present  or  in  the  ensuing  month,  and  in 
such  places  within  their  respective  dioceses, 
as  the  said  bishops  shall  appoint ;  and  that, 
upon  this  occasion,  the  ministers  in  each  parish 
do  effectually  excite  the  parishioners  into  a 
liberal  contribution,  wbicH  shall  be  collected 
the  week  following,  at  their  respective  dwel- 
lingr,  by  the  churchwardens  or  overseers  of  the 
poor  in  each  parish." 

Acting  on  this  letter,  circulars  had  been 
forward^  to  all  the  clergy  in  the  country, 
exhorting  them  to  be  active  in  fulfil- 
ling the  intentions  of  her  most  gracious 


Majesty.  In  the  circular  issued  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  the  Bishop  of  London, 
were  the  following  directions : — 

<<  You  are  also  desired  to  cause  the  Queen's 
letter  to  be  read  in  like  manner  in  every  place 
of  worship  belonging  to  the  Established  Church 
in  your  parish  (if  there  be  any  besides  the 
parish  Church)  and  to  communicate  this  letter 
to  the  minister  or  ministers  thereof.  The 
accompanying  statement  will  supply  authentic 
information  in  regard  to  the  distress  whidi 
prevails  in  the  places  therein  mentioned,  and 
which  unhappily  extends  to  many  other  popu- 
lous districts  similarly  circumstanced.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  you  will  feel  it  your  duty,  as  a 
minister  of  Christ,  to  give  full  effect  to  her 
Majesty's  gracious  intentions  by  earnest  ex- 
hortations from  the  pulpit,  and  to  make  known 
and  enforce  as  widely  and  strongly  as  possible 
the  claims  of  the  sufferers  on  the  charity  of 
their  christian  brethren." 

He  would,  with  their  Lordships'  permis- 
sion, read  that  statement  of  authentic  in- 
formation to  the  House;  perhaps,  by 
doing  so,  he  should  be  enlightening  her 
Majesty's  Government  upon  the  subject  of 
the  distress  which  prevailed,  since  they 
appeared  to  be  so  uninformed  as  to  what 
had  been  done  with  regard  to  its  allevia- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  read  the  following 
statement : — 

''  Stockpari. 
**  Stockport,  in  Cheshire,  is  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal seats  of  the  cotton  manufacture,  and 
a  large  portion  of  its  population  is  depen- 
dent on  that  manufacture  for  support.  Du- 
ring the  last  three  years  many  failures  among 
the  mill-owners  have  occurred ;  but  distress 
among  the  working  people  did  not  assume  a 
very  aggravated  form  until  within  the  last  eight 
months;  since  that  time  a  large  number  of  the 
manufacturing  workmen,  accustomed  to  con- 
stant industry,  have  been  reduced  by  the  stop- 
Sage  of  mills  to  want  of  employment,  and  to  a 
ependence  on  legal  or  voluntary  alms.  Their 
privations  have  been  borne  by  a  population  not 
accustomed  to  such  dependence,  with  fortitude 
and  resignation,  and  the  virtues  which  they 
have  exhibited  under  such  severe  trials,  not 
less  than  the  sufferings  which  they  have  en- 
dured, and  are  still  enduring,  entitle  them  to 
the  sympathy  and  consideration  of  their  fellow* 
countrymen.  Mr.  Waddington,  the  secretary 
of  the  relief  fund  in  Stockport,  states  that  in 
the  official  report  upon  tne  distress  in  that 
town,  that  the  great  majority  of  the  distressed 
families  have  no  visible  means  of  support;  that 
for  some  weeks  they  had  subsisted  by  credit ; 
that  when  that  failed  their  next  resource  was 
to  sell  their  furniture,  their  wearing  apparel, 
their  bed  and  bedding,  and  in  many  instances 
women  had  been  compelled  even  to  part  with 
their  marriage  rings ;  and  that  their  dwellings 
were  found  literally  stripped  of  every  article  of 
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He  subsequently  proceeds  to  state,  in 
reference  to  the  district  of  which  he  acted 
as  visitor. 

''The  greater  proportion  of  the  inhabi- 
tants  of  that  district  were  in  as  lamentable 
a  state  of  destitution  as  it  is  possible  to  iroa- 

g'ne;  I  am  convinced  that  the  relief  fund  has 
sen  the  cause  of  saving  hundreds  in  the  bo- 
rough from  a  premature  grave." 

*'Burfdey. 
Severe  distress  prevails  likewise  exten- 
sively  at  Burnley,  in  Lancashire,  and  in  the 
neighbouring  district,  owing  to  the  same 
causes  as  the  distress  at  Stockport.  In  this 
district  less  efficient  assistance  appears  to  have 
been  afforded  to  the  settled  poor  from  the 
poor-rates,  and,  moreover,  many  destitute  per- 
sons who  bad  migrated  thither  from  other  parts 
of  the  country  have  been  deterred  from  apply- 
ing for  parochial  relief  by  the  fear  of  removal 
in  consequence  of  thus  becoming  chargeable* 
The  ftmds  provided  by  law  for  the  relief  of 
ordinary  destitution  in  England,  however  am- 
ple they  may  be,  can  scarcely  be  expected  to 
suffice  m  the  depressed  state  of  Stockport  aod 
Burnley,  inasmuch  as  the  resources  of  the  rate- 
payers themselves  are  diminished  in  nearly  the 
same  proportion  in  which  the  demands  of  the 
working  classes  upon  those  resources  are  in- 
creased." 

«  Pauley,  Mmf,  1842. 
''Since  the  month  of  July  in  last  year 
the  labouring  population  of  Paisley  has 
been  suffering  from  distress,  caused  by  the 
stagnation  of  trade,  and  the  consequent  failure 
of  a  large  number  of  firms  in  that  borough. 
This  distress  continued  with  great  severity 
throughout  the  winter,  and  the  spring  has  not 
brought  that  increased  demand  for  goods  which 
might  have  been  expected.  Some  of  the  more 
skilful  weavers  have  indeed  procured  employ- 
ment, but  a  large  portion  of  the  population 
still  remain  dependent  on  charity.  As  many 
as  12,000  persons  have  been  maintained  for 
several  months  from  the  contributions  collected 
in  England  and  Scotland,  and  even  in  India. 
The  Poor-law  of  Scotland  as  now  administered, 
confers  no  effectual  right  to  relief  upon  men 
who  are  able  to  work,  or  upon  their  families  ; 
at  present,  therefore,  the  legal  provision  for 
the  relief  of  the  destitute  in  Scotland  is  not 
applicable  to  this  class  of  persons,  and  even  if 
it  had  been  so  applicable,  the  pressure  of  so 
large  a  number  of  men  without  work  must 
soon  have  absorbed  a  considerable  proportion 
of  the  property  in  the  borough.  The  sub- 
scriptions  raised  in  this  country,  in  the  county 
of  Renfrew,  in  the  City  of  Edinburgh  and 
other  parts  of  Scotland,  are  all  expended. 
Thus  no  legal  mode  of  effectually  relieving 
this  mass  of  destitution  exists,  and  the  charitable 
feelings  of  those  connected  with  the  place 
have  been  taxed  to  the  utmost.  It  may  be 
added  that  these  sufferings  have  for  the  most 
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part  fallen  on  a  class  of  workmen  whose  ge« 
neral  earnings,  even  in  prosperous  times,  are 
insufficient  to  allow  of  any  provision  for  future 
difficulties,  and  that  they  have  been  borne 
with  patience  and  fortitude." 

He  had  letters  in  his  possession  from  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country  stating  the  dis- 
tress which  prevailed,  which  it  would  oc« 
copy  their  Lordships  a  considerable  time 
to  listen  to,  were  he  to  read  them.  They 
amply  corroborated  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  The  noble 
Duke  would  remember  that,  in  the  course 
of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  he  beg- 
ged their  Lordships  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  great  distress  which  prevailed  in 
the  country.  The  noble  Duke  on  that 
occasion  admitted  the  distress,  but  he  at 
the  same  time  considered  that  the  fears  he 
entertained  were  exaggerated.  The  noble 
Duke  seemed  to  treat  the  matter  lightly. 
[The  Duke  of  Wellington:  Not  lightly.] 
At  all  events,  neither  the  noble  Duke  nor 
any  of  the  noble  Lords  belonging  to  her 
Majesty's  Government  believed  in  the  very 
great  distress  that  existed,  but  they  all 
appeared  to  be  of  opinion  that  it  was 
merely  of  a  temporary  nature.  Now  he 
considered  that  the  very  issuing  of  the 
Queen's  letter  was,  in  itself,  a  sufficient 
proof  of  the  permanent  character  of  that 
distress.  If  the  Government  deemed  it 
right  to  proclaim  to  the  world  at  large  that 
the  people  of  this  country  were  in  such  a 
state  of  destitution  as  to  make  it  a  mat- 
ter of  necessity  to  appeal  to  the  voluntary 
contributions  of  the  wealthier  classes  for 
relief,  that  of  itself  he  considered  to  be 
ample  evidence  of  the  serious  nature  of 
the  distress  that  prevailed.  And  to  what 
was  this  to  be  attributed  ?  He  believed 
that  it  was  altogether  owing  to  bad  legisla- 
tion, to  the  restrictive  and  monopolizing 
laws  which  were  so  pertinaciously  main- 
tained. This,  he  conceived,  ought  to  in- 
duce their  Lordships  to  accede  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  committee,  for  which  he 
had  given  notice,  to  inquire  into  the  dis- 
tress of  the  country.  He  should  be  most 
happy  to  serve  on  that  committee  with  a 
majority  of  noble  Lords  from  the  Minis- 
terial benches,  or  even  with  a  committee 
entirely  composed  of  noble  Lords  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  because  he  would  ven- 
ture to  say,  that  if  he  had  the  power  of 
summoning  witnesses,  he  should  be  able 
to  prove  not  only  the  facts  contained  in 
the  statement  he  had  read  to  their  Lord- 
ships, but  facts  still  more  appalling,  and 
2C 


771  7At  Queen*$  Letter.         *  { LORDS}  Th  Qum'e  leitir.         lit 


to  which  their  Lordships'  attention  ought 
to  be  most  seriously  directed.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving,  that  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  her  Majesty, 
praying  that  a  copy  of  the  letter  addressed 
by  ner  Majesty  to  his  Grace  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  for  a  collection  in 
aid  of  the  subscriptions  entered  into  for 
the  relief  of  the  working  classes  in  £ng< 
land  and  Scotland,  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
their  Lordships'  House. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  the  production 
of  the  letter.  The  noble  Lord  had  said 
truly,  that  he  had  suggested  to  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  should  ascertain  that  such  a 
letter  had  been  written  before  he  mo?ed 
for  its  production.  He  ought  to  take  to 
himself  some  shame,  as  a  Member  of  her 
Majesty's  Privy  Council,  in  not  being 
aware  that  this  letter  had  been  written. 
But  he  begged  to  inform  the  noble  Lord 
that  he  was  present  when  the  subject  was 
discussed  in  the  Privy  Council,  but  he  had 
since  been  out  of  town,  and  when  he 
answered  the  noble  Lord  he  was  not  aware 
that  the  letter  had  been  sent  He  did  not 
happen  to  attend  Divine  service  last  Sun- 
day  in  his  own  church,  having  been  in  the 
Chapel  Royal,  or  he  should  have  known 
it.  He  had  passed  the  whole  of  Monday 
in  a  distant  part  of  the  metropolis,  and 
though  he  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
and  conversing  with  the  clergyman  of  the 
parish  in  that  part  of  the  metropolis,  he 
thought  that  if  that  clergyman  had  re- 
ceived any  such  letter  at  the  time,  he 
would  have  informed  him  of  it.  He  cer* 
tainly  did  not  know  yesterday  that  snch  a 
letter  had  been  sent,  and  possibly  he 
might  have  been  guilty  of  a  neglect  of 
duty  in  not  making  inquiry.  If  so,  he 
willing  admitted  that  he  was  liable  to  all 
the  observations  which  the  noble  Lord  who 
mov^d  for  the  letter  made  upon  the  sub- 
ject.  It  now  appeared,  however,  that  not 
only  had  such  a  letter  been  sent,  but  that 
the  noble  Lord  approved  of  the  letter. 
The  noble  Lord  approved  of  it  to-day,  al- 
though he  did  not  do  so  on  a  former  oc- 
casion ;  because  the  noble  Lord  stated  on 
that  occasion  that  he  could  not  eooceive 
any  reason  why  such  a  letter  had  been 
written  at  this  particular  time.  The  noble 
Lord  had  referred  to  what  bed  fallen  from 
him  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament. 
It  was  really  surprising  that  the  noble  Lord 
recollected  so  accurately  what  bad  taken 
place  in  a  debate  in  a  former  Session— 


that  he  recollected  not  only  what  was  uid» 
but  the  particular  expressions  thai  wer^ 
used,  ana  yet  forgot  the  expressions  which 
he  himself  had  used  the  day  before.  The 
noble  said,  that  he  knew  no  reason  why 
such  a  letter  had  been  written  at  the  pra- 
sent  time,  but  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
know  that  the  letter  was  dated  the  Utbof 
May,  and  the  funds  collected  for  the  relief 
of  the  distress  at  Paisley  were  exhausted 
on  the  9th.  Now,  in  reference  to  the  dis- 
tress, he  begged  to  say,  that  he  had  never 
spoken  of  it  lightly.  The  noble  Lord  at 
tne  close  of  the  last  Session,  urged  that 
Parliament  should  not  be  prorogued,  and 
stated  that  those  who  advised  her  Majesty 
to  prorogue  Parliament  at  (hat  particular 
time,  were  taking  on  themselves  a  serioul 
responsibility.  On  that  occasion,  and  in 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord  he  stated,  that 
he  did  not  think  there  was  any  reason  to 
believe  that  there  would  likely  be  any 
scarcity  of  grain  in  the  country  for  the 
subsistence  of  the  people— that  what  they 
wanted  was  the  means  of  purchasing  grain, 
and  that  there  was  a  want  of  employment,  of 
wages,  and  consequently  of  the  means  of 
purchasing  food.  At  that  time  be  had 
also  stated  his  belief,  that  if  Parliament 
were  kept  sitting  till  that  time  next  year, 
nothing  could  be  done  to  give  the  people 
any  increase  of  means  to  purchase  grain. 
That  was  nearly  the  substance  of  what  he 
had  said ;  be  had  never  talked  lightly  of 
the  distress,  and  he  rocommended  tht 
noble  Lord,  when  ha  chose  to  refer  to 
former  debates,  to  recollect  aecnrately 
what  really  took  place.  He  had  no  ol^- 
jection  to  the  production  of  the  letter 
moved  for.  He  admitted  that  he  felt 
ashamed  that  he  did  not  know  such  a 
letter  had  been  written  on  the  1 1th  May, 
but,  as  he  had  already  stated,  be  spent 
the  recess  out  of  town.  On  Sundav  he 
was  not  at  the  parish  church,  and  on 
Monday  he  was  engaged  in  a  distant  part 
of  the  metropolis. 

Lord  KinnairduM,  that  be  bad  not  yel 
made  up  bis  mind  to  approve  of  the  let- 
ter.  He  had  asked  why  such  a  letter  bad 
been  issued  at  this  particular  time,  beeaasa 
it  was  said  that  tne  manufacturers,  who 
were  greatlv  distressed  during  the  winter, 
had  experienced  some  mitigation  of  it 
since  the  spring  set  io»  He  was  aware 
that  the  funds  for  the  relief  at  Paisley 
were  nearly  exausted.  He  felt  glad  to  h«ar 
the  distress  admitted  by  her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters.   He  did  not,  however,  see  that 
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Ihey  proposed  any  measures  for  the  perma- 
iipnt  relief  of  that  distress. 

The  Maraaesa  of  Lansdowne  was  glad 
Ihst  (lis  noble  Friend  had  given  ^le  noble 
Q^1(A  an  ppportupity  pf  stating,  tha(  this 
^ry  iKQpprtant  and  v^ry  difficult  question 
bad  been  made  the  sift^ect  of  {discussion 
in  the  cabinet.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that 
statement,  becagse  it  might  otherwise  have 
beep  suspected  that  the  letter  had  been 
uisued  on  tl^e  authority  of  one  individual, 
^f  far  as  he  was  i^cquainted  with  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  felt  inclined  to  apprqve  of 
tj)^  issuing  pf  the  letter.  It  would  be 
very  unfortunate  however,  if  an  opinion 
should  prevail  that  letters  of  this  kind  were 
tp  be  issupd  as  piere  matters  of  form,  and 
witboijt  grave  deliberation .  )n  his  opinion 
Coy^rnment  oiigbt  not  (o  is^pe  tjisse 
loiters  ^OQ  ef^sily,  but  ought  to  reserve  them 
for  the  most  particular,  solemn,  and  urgent 
9i:casioi98,  thie  inevita))le  cpnseqpence  of 
making  them  mere  matters  of  form,  would 
tie  IP  deprive  them  of  their  virtue  and 
^ffic^py ;  and  it  wf(s  the  duty  pf  every  Gp. 
yierpment  to  copsider  well  before  advising 
li#r  Mfyesty  to  have  recourse  to  such  a 
9(ep,  bec^usf»  jt  inevitably  partook,  in  some 
degree,  of  the  ohjeptipns  whicl>  were  ap- 
plicabte  t9  P^rllaioentary  |[rents,  and  pre- 
sented that  species  of  individual  exertion 
Whiph  W49  the  l^st  remedy  for  a  distress 
mpselj  teipporiiry.  It  wm  witl^  gr^»t 
fa|iffpctipp,  therefore,  that  he  had  beard 
th(3  iH>bje  Dukp  state  that  tjie  mea? 
f  pre  hM  ^^  t^een  had  recourse  ^o,  till 
tbs  Qpvprnment  wefp  convinced  that  the 
me^ns  of  individual  exertipi^  werp  clearly 
e^b^if^d.  On  that  allegation,  therefore, 
^nd  OQ  the  pllegation  as  to  the  extent  of 
the  distress,  in  the  (existence  of  which  he 
had  always  believed,  and  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment now  believed,  hp  thought  a 
fbandatjpn  liad  been  laid  for  having  rer 
course  ^  a  step  which  he  would  again 
spy  ought  only  to  be  had  recourse  tp  when 
individual  exertion  bep^me  exhausted.  He 
begged  tp  remark,  that  be  trusted  the  col* 
leptjons  woqld  not  be  confined  to  places  of 
worship  of  the  Established  Church,  but 
thai  in  all  plapes  of  worship  the  people 
wpuld  be  invited  tp  come  forward  to  re« 
lieye  the  distress  of  i|  large,  suffering, 
and,  )#t  him  add,  pf  a  most  admirably 
conducted  body  of  their  fellow-cpuntry 
men,  On  these  grounds  ^e  thought  Gp. 
veromen^  did  wisely  ip  issuing  such  a 
letter. 

theEt^rl  ^f  Eifon  said,  that  nothing 
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could  be  more  correct  than  the  observa- 
tions which  his  noble  Friend  had  just  ad- 
dressed to  the  House.  He  truly  stated, 
that  the  issuing  of  such  letters  was  only 
justifiable  under  circumstances  of  a  pecu- 
liar and  pressing  nature.  As  might  be 
supposed,  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  received  during  the  course  of 
the  distress  numerous  representations  of 
its  pressure,  and  earnest  and  repeated  ap- 
plications for  assistance  in  whatever  way 
it  was  possible  to  afford  it ;  but  they  had 
felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  pause  and  hesitate 
a  little  before  issuing  the  letter  alluded  to, 
^nd  he  could  confirm  what  had  fallen  from 
the  poble  Duke,  that  the  subject  was  for 
a  considerable  time  matter  of  most  anxious 
and  frequent  deliberation  on  the  part  of 
Government ;  and  |that  it  was  not  until 
they  ware  satisfied,  not  only  of  the  state 
of  Paisley,  and  the  defalcation  of  the  local 
means  of  relief,  but  also  that  distress  of  a 
similar  though  not  of  so  intense  a  nature 
existed  in  other  parts  of  the  country ;  it 
was  not  till  they  were  satisfied  of  this  that 
they  felt  themselves  justified  in  advising 
her  Majesty  tp  make  that  appeal  to  the 
charitable  feeling  pf  her  subjects.  He  did 
not  think  that  his  not  knowing  that  such 
a  letter  had  been  written  was  matter  for 
serious  blame — nor  could  he  believe  that 
the  npble  Lprd  who  moved  for  the  pro* 
duction  of  the  letter,  thought  that  blame 
really  attached  to  him  fov  that  ignorance. 
All  that  the  individual  members  of  the 
Cabinet  had  tp  do  was,  to  determine  the 
point,  and  be  saw  no  reason  to  blame 
himself  for  not  knowing  that  the  letter 
had  been  actually  issued.  No  such 
letter  was  read  at  the  parish  church 
where  he  attended,  and  he  could  not, 
therefore,  speak  of  it  from  his  own  know- 
ledge. That  was  the  state  of  the  case. 
He  could  only  say,  that  although  it  was 
perfectly  true  that  letters  of  this  kind 
have  very  seldom  been  issued,  yet  there 
had  often  been  public  subscriptions  pro- 
moted by  the  Government,  and  recom- 
mended by  the  example  of  the  Sovereign. 
Although  the  form  of  this  mode  of  relief 
was  not  the  same  as  that  resulting  from  a 
Queen's  letter,  still  in  substance  they  were 
much  alike,  both  being  appeals  to  the 
charity  of  the  public.  He  felt  confident 
that  the  appeal  now  made  would  be  most 
honourably  responded  to. 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  that  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  a  similar  step  was  resorted 
tPy  the  Government  gf  the  day  released  a 
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considerable  quantity  of  corn  from  bond. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site whether  the  present  Government  bad 
any  such  intention  P 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  he 
had  no  knowledge  of  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  Government  to  release  any  quan- 
tity of  corn  out  of  bond.  It  would  be  an 
illeg:al  assumption  of  power  on  the  part 
of  Government  to  do  so. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  would  like  to 
know  what  good  (he  release  of  corn  out  of 
bond  would  do  ?  What  the  people  wanted 
was  money  not  corn.  It  was  want  of 
employment ;  and  any  release  of  corn  oat 
of  bond  would  only  throw  the  agricultu- 
rists into  the  same  state  of  distress  as  that 
in  which  the  manufacturers  now  were. 

Lord  Fitzgerald  said,  that  the  paper 
which  the  noble  Lord  who  made  this  mo- 
tion  read,  accompanying  the  letter  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  and  relating  to 
the  distress  which  existed  at  Stockport 
and  Paisley,  had  been  duly  considered  by 
her  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  had  been 
drawn  up  in  accordance  with  their  united 
counsel,  and  sent  to  the  right  rev.  Prelates. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  there  was 
o  want  of  information  on  the  part  of 

overnment. 

The  Earl  of  Minto  said,  that  when  he 
asked  the  question  relating  to  the  release 
of  corn  out  of  bond,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  Government  had  it  in  contempla- 
tion to  make  any  application  to  the  Par- 
liament in  order  to  effect  this  legally. 
Notwithstanding  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Doble  Duke  on  the  cross  benches,  he 
could  not  but  think  that  cheap  food  would 
be  a  very  material  part  of.any  relief  to  the 
distressed. 

Earl  FitzwUliam  believed  whatever 
exertions  were  made,  however  desirous 
the  clergy  might  be  to  exert  themselves 
in  their  respective  parishes,  he  thought 
the  sum  received  would  be  trifling  com- 
pared with  the  object  which  they  had  in 
view.  He  doubted  whether  the  issuing  of 
the  letter  was  an  act  of  prudence  and 
kindness,  because  it  must  be  prudent  as 
well  as  kind  in  order  to  work  the  good 
they  intended.  He  would  like  to  ask  any 
noble  Lord  what  he  thought  might  be  the 
proportion  between  the  amount  of  the 
weekly  wages  paid  in  a  larg;e  manufac- 
turing town,  and  the  sum  which  they  might 
calculate  to  receive  for  the  relief  of  the 
present  distress  ?  In  a  time  of  ordinary, 
not  to  say  extravagant  prosperity,    the 


weekly  wages  received  by  the  operatives  of 
a  large  manufacturing  town — of  one  con- 
taining from  50,000  to  100,000  workmen 
—would  give  an  annual  amount  of  not 
less  than  1,000,000Z.  He  doubted,  there- 
fore, whether  Government  had  well  consi- 
dered how  very  trifling  the  relief  must  be 
from  the  source  contemplated.  It  was 
all  very  well  and  very  praiseworthy  for 
persons  in  the  locality  to  exert  them* 
selves  for  the  relief  of  the  distressed  ;  but 
it  was  a  very  different  question  if  this 
relief  was  to  be  made  a  matter  for  the 
Government.  He  would  like  to  know 
whether  Government  believed  the  distress 
to  be  temporary  ?  He  wished  an  answer 
to  that  question,  because  he  believed  that 
it  sprung  from  one  of  those  fluctuations 
which  a  noble  Lord  at  present  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic  used  so  often  to  allude 
to.  Did  their  Lordships  believe,  that  the 
present  distress  was  a  wave  of  that  fluctu- 
ation? Were  they  convinced,  as  he  had 
long  been,  that  it  was  nothing  but  an 
exhibition  of  the  decline  of  the  manufac* 
turing  interest  of  the  country?  It  was 
important  to  know  the  views  of  Govern- 
ment on  this  point,  because  on  the  correct* 
ness  of  their  view  depended  the  wisdom* 
the  expediency,  and  even  the  kindness,  of 
issuing  this  letter.  If  the  distress  is  per- 
manent in  its  nature,  he  would  venture  to 
say  that  it  was  not  consistent  with  true 
kindness  to  adopt  a  proceeding  which 
could  only  be  justified  by  a  belief  that  the 
distress,  though  great  and  pressing,  was 
nevertheless  only  temporary.  In  that  case 
some  other  mode  of  remedving  the  distress 
ought  to  be  adopted,  and  in  his  opinion 
the  release  of  corn  out  of  bond  would  do  a 
great  deal  of  good  towards  relieving  the 
distress. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  said,  that  he  believed 
the  distress  arose  in  a  great  measure  from 
the  state  in  which  their  relations  had  been 
with  America  for  some  years  past.  He 
did  not  think  the  distress  was  of  a  perma. 
nent  nature.  On  the  contrary,  he  confi- 
dently looked  forward  for  a  revival  of 
trade,  and  a  better  state  of  things.  He 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  that 
no  great  relief  could  be  expected  from  the 
proposed  collections,  but  when  all  local 
means  of  relief  were  exhausted  he  thought 
the  last  course  they  could  pursue  was  to 
call  on  the  wealthier  classes  to  add  their 
mite.  When  the  funds  from  that  source 
failed  they  would  then  have  to  look  to 
other  sources.    They  could  not  expect  to 
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make  up  to  people  out  of  work  the  full 
amount  of  their  wages  when  in  work ;  but 
they  would  at  least  be  able  to  relie? e  them 
for  a  short  time.  He  should  be  sorry  to 
find  the  opinion  of  the  House  to  be  that 
the  distress  which  had  been  most  severe, 
but  which  at  the  same  time  had  been 
borne  with  a  patience  beyond  example, 
almost  beyond  praise,  was  of  a  permanent 
nature:  he  thought  the  lime  not  far  dis- 
tant when  a  better  state  of  things  and  a 
remal  of  trade  would  take  place. 

The  Bishop  of  London  said,  that  in  the 
year  1825  great  distress  existed  among  the 
manufacturers,  especially  among  those  in 
the  metropolis,  and  the  same  measure  as 
that  now  proposed,  in  conjunction  with  a 
public  subscription,  was  adopted  for  the 
relief  of  it.  The  result  of  the  step  was 
such  as  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
committee  a  large  sum  for  the  relief  of  the 
distressed,  and  suiBcient  to  mitigate  the 
distress  not  only  now  but  for  a  considera- 
ble time  afterwards.  One  great  advantage 
attendant  upon  such  relief  was,  that  it 
taught  the  lower  orders  that  those  above 
them  were  not  insensible  to  their  suflfer- 
ingt.  He  had  taken  an  active  part  in 
visiting  the  distressed  manufacturers  in 
Spitalfields  and  Bethnal*green,  and  no- 
thing could  be  more  praiseworthy  than  the 
Iuiet  resignation  of  those  sufferers.  He 
oabted  not  the  present  appeal  would  be 
moat  liberally  responded  to. 
Production  of  the  letter  was  ordered. 

CoPT&iGHT«3  On  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  going  into  Committee  on  the 
CcNpyright  Bill  being  read. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  on  the 
second  reading  of  this  bill,  it  was  under- 
stood, that  the  discussion  would  take  place 
00  the  present  step  of  the  measure.  He 
felt,  therefore,  called  on  to  state  shortly 
the  grounds  on  which  he  supported  this 
bill.  From  what  had  passed  in  another 
plaoe,  he  was  led  to  hope,  that  there  would 
be  DO  opposition  offered  by  any  of  their 
Lordships  to  the  passing  of  this  bill,  and 
he  was  confirmed  in  this  hope,  ^m  the 
petition  that  had  been  presented  on  the 
sabiect.  He  had  that  night  presented  a 
petitioa  from  several  persons  of  great  emi- 
DeDoe  in  the  literary  world,  calling  most 
ctTDeatly  on  their  Lordships  to  pass  this 
measure ;  another  petition  from  the  most 
enioeot  publishers  in  the  metropolis ;  and 
a  third  petition,  from  the  printers  and 
itatiooera  throughout   England,   all  in 


favour  of  this  measure.  From  this  con- 
currence  of  opinion,  he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  expecting  that  the  measure 
would  meet  with  no  opposition  in  that 
House.  He  confessed,  however,  that  he 
was  greatly  disappointed  on  finding,  that 
it  was  to  be  opposed  from  a  quarter  from 
which  he  shou'd  have  expected  support, 
and  from  which  all  opposition  was  formida- 
ble, even  on  ordinary  questions,  but  more 
particularly  when  it  was  directed  against 
a  question  of  this  nature.  However,  huv. 
ing  undertaken  the  charge  of  this  bill,  he 
felt  bound  to  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  it  It  would  be  idle  f«>r  him  to  do 
more  than  advert  to  the  copyright  of  this 
country  in  ancient  times.  Everybody 
knew,  that  after  the  art  of  printing  was 
introduced,  copyright  was  acknowledged 
and  recognized  in  various  ways,  not  cer- 
tainly by  legislative  provisions,  but  by  acts 
of  State,  passed  at  different  periods,  fur  the 
purpose  of  enforcing  the  right.  The  first, 
or  among  the  first,  legislative  acts  on  this 
subject  was  the  celebrated  ordinance  of 
1643;  and  every  one  knew,  that  it  was 
passed  by  a  House  of  Commons,  smartine 
under  the  attacks  of  a  press  which  had 
exposed  their  hypocrisy  and  their  arbitraiy 
principles  and  conduct.  It  was  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  an  end  to  this,  that  the 
licencing  bill  was  introduced  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  day.  To  soften  the 
opposition  to  that  measure,  clauses  were 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  confirming 
and  strengthening  the  right  of  authors. 
But  the  parties  who  introduced  them,  had 
other  objects  in  view,  and  every  one  knew, 
that  those  clauses  did  not  mitigate  the 
bitter  resentment  and  eloquent  indignation 
which  Milton>  in  his  celebrated  attack, 
poured  out  against  the  measure.  There- 
fore, the  object  attempted  to  be  accom- 
plished, in  that  case,  entirely  failed.  He 
passed  over  the  subsequent  history  of  the 
law  of  copyright,  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing their  Lordships*  attention  to  the  cele- 
brated act  of  1709,  commonly  called  the 
Copyright  Act,  because  it  was  upon  that 
act,  and  upon  the  circumstances  conse- 
quent upon  it,  that  this  question,  as  it 
appeared  to  him,  mainly  rested.  The 
bill  of  1709  was  introduced  into  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  by  Mr.  Wort- 
ley,  and  the  object  of  it  was  declared 
to  be  the  encouragement  of  learning. 
Everybody  who  looked  at  the  provisions 
of  that  bill,  at  its  recitals,  and  at  its  appa- 
rent objects,  must  see,  that  the  principal 
object  of   it    was    the  advancement  ^' 
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litetature.  It  was  intended,  for  a  litliited 
period,  to  impose  additional  penalties  for 
the  infringement  of  copyright.  No  one 
reading  the  bill,  and  littendibg  to  the  lan- 
guage and  to  the  prorisions  of  it,  could 
entertain  a  different  opinion.  Unfortu- 
nate! v,  bowever,  two  or  th^ee  expressions 
founa  their  way  itito  the  bill,  which  ulti- 
mately led  to  a  different  (ionstructioti.  But 
at  the  time  when  the  bill  was  passed,  no 
person  put  that  constHiction  upon  it;  tind 
It  was  not  till  manr  years  afterwards,  thut 
it  occurred  to  anybody  to  think»  that  it 
limited  the  rigbt  which  authors  had  by 
law  to  a  complete  property  in  their  publi- 
cations. Then  it  was,  that  an  action  was 
brought,  and  the  whole  question  cameunder 
the  condderation  of  the  courts  of  justice. 
He  thought  he  should  not  misemploy  their 
Lordships'  time,  by  directing  their  atten- 
tion in  a  few  wofds  to  the  history  of  the 
proceedings  wbicb  then  took  place.  Miller, 
th^  bookseller,  had  purchlts^d  the  copy- 
right of  *'  Thomson's  Settsons.  *'  The 
period  named  in  the  act  of  1709  expired, 
and  another  bookseller,  named  Taylor, 
published  an  edition  of  the  "  Seasons'* 
Miller  brought  an  action  in  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench,  for  the  piracy,  and  obtained 
a  Terdict.  The  subject  was  thought  of  so 
much  impdrtftnce,  that  a  special  rerdict 
was  giren.  The  question  wds  argUed 
most  elaborately  in  the  Court  of  King's 
Bencb,  and  the  judgment  of  the  cdiirt 
pronounced  by  Lord  Mansfield,  Who  was 
at  the  head  of  it,  was  this— thftt  by  the 
common  law  of  tbe  country,  an  author  had 
a  rested  and  a  perpetual  right  in  his  copy. 
Lord  Mansfiela  said  further : — 

''That  the  act  to  which  he  had  referred,  the 
statute  of  Anne,  did  not  take  away  that  right, 
and  that  th6  only  object  of  the  act  was,  for 
the  limited  period  'therein  mentic^tied,  to  im- 
pose additional  penalties  for  tbe  infringement 
of  the  righf." 

Thai  was  tbe  distinct  judgment  of  the 
court  as  pronounced  by  Lord  Mansfield. 
A  writ  of  error  was  brought  against  thtf 
judgment,  but  after  the  lapse  of  a  short 
time  was  abandoned.  He  knew  that  per- 
sons had  said,  '*  How  is  it  possible  that 
copyright  can  be  a  common  law  right, 
seeing  that  the  art  of  printing  was  not 
practised  until  the  statute  law  had  com- 
menced ?"  Persons  who  made  use  of  that 
argument  could  not  understand  the  com- 
mon law,  nor  the  grounds  upon  which  it 
was  founded.  The  common  law  applied 
itself  to  the  varying  circumstances  of  the 
timeS;  and  extended  to  any  new  apecies  of 


property  that  sprung  up,  the  tome  protec- 
tion that  it  had  affbrded  to  property  that 
had  prenously  existed.  Resting  herb,  h^ 
found  by  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  that  copyright  was  a  com- 
mon law  right,  of  in  other  words  that  by 
the  law  of  the  country,  unfettered  by  stil- 
tute,  an  author  had  a  perpetual  right  td 
hifii  publication.  Had  Uny  thing  occdrrdl 
since  to  call  that  judgment  tti  question  f 
A  second  action  ^as  brought  by  k  period 
named  Donaldson  i  against  another  petMti 
named  Beckett^  for  the  purpose  of  britig- 
ing  the  question  into  their  Lordahipft' 
House  for  an  ultimate  decisioiifc  That 
case  also  went  into  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  hut  went  there  only  for  form's 
sake,  in  order  that  it  might  ultimately 
come  before  their  Lordships.  It  did  come 
before  their  Lordsbipsi  and  the  judges 
were  summoned  to  consider  it.  It  was 
most  material  that  their  Lordships  should 
attend  to  the  course  of  the  proceediDgS 
that  took  place.  Eleven  judges  were  sum- 
moned. Lord  Mansfield,  being  a  peer« 
could  not  be  summoned,  and  he  tooK  no 
part  in  the  discussion  because  the  writ  of 
error  was  against  his  own  judgment.  This 
was  an  unfortunate  circumstancSf  because 
it  led  to  the  result  to  which  he  was  about 
to  advert  The  questions  put  by  their 
Lordships  to  the  judges  were  these :  first, 
whether  there  was  a  common  law  right 
vested  in  an  author  to  his  publication? 
That  question  was  decided  in  ttie  affirma- 
tive by  a  majority  of  eight  voices  to  three; 
so  that  that  point,  involving  the  main  quesk 
tion  which  had  been  previously  decid^  in 
the  settle  way  by  the  Court  of  Quel's 
Bench,  was  confirtned  by  tlic  ftA<s^  of  the 
judges  sUtamoned  to  their  Lordships* 
House,  by  a  minority  of  feight  to  three. 
The  other  question  wbieh  their  Lofdsbins 
pat  to  the  judges  was  this :  whether  th* 
statute  of  Anne  took  ai^ay  thd  commou- 
law  right,  or  whether  it  merely  prescribed 
for  tbe  period  mentioned,  additiotial  pennl- 
ties  for  the  infi^iogetnetit  of  copyright.  The 
judges  decided  that  it  took  away  the  cotn- 
mon-law  right — that  it  did  not  merelv  iiti- 
pose  additional  penalties.  But  that  judg- 
ment was  pronounced  bt  a  majority  of  onTv 
six  voices  to  five  ;  and  if  Lord  Maostida, 
who  still  retained  bis  opinion,  had  et- 
pressed  that  opinion  when  the  question 
was  brought  before  their  LordsbifM'  Houscf, 
the  num^r  of  voices  would  have  h^n  ba- 
lanced. So  that  tbe  result  of  tbe  whole 
of  tbe  legal  proceedings  upofi  Hit  8UbJ6c^ 
bad  been  to  establish  this;  tliat  by  tbe 
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iidiDdibti  kw  of  the  cmititrjr  every  authbr 
bad  a  right— an  exbltistve  right  io  th^ 
l^ttblicatiot]  of  his  works — that  they  w6re 
his  {iropeiiiy-^that  he  had  a  right  to  hold 
th^m  aigainst  ^11  the  woHd;  but  that  ad 
aci  of  rarliainenty  ibtebded,  according  to 
his  vibw^  and  he  beli^i^ed,  adbofdibg  to  the 
fiewof  e\rei*y  petsnn  who  had  looked  care- 
fiiUy  iiito  its  firovisions— ^fbr  adifllerentdb- 
}f^iy  had,  fVohi  the  iilere  accidental  cir- 
cu&st&hce  of  the  intrbductioh  of  obe  or 
two  ill-consiclefed  Words,  IM  b  hn  abridge 
i&etli  bf  the  kUthof  s  right,  and  reduced  it 
fi*bin  perpetuity  to  a  tetm  of  fourteen  years, 
ktid  wfr  a  second  period  bf  fourteen  ye^rs 
odbtingent  Upon  the  ciitubistance  bf  ihtA 
aUtboi^'s  living  beydud  the  Rm  }ieHbd  of 
ftmtteen  years.  Whfen  sobiebody  at  a  sub- 
sequent )^Y{&i  mentioned  this  act,  as  db 
iict  intended  for  the  ^ncburagement  of 
tearnibg,  Sit  SamUel  RoMilly  said^  it  ber- 
Uibly  mi^ht  be  intended  for  that  purpose, 
but  that  it  was  an  act  most  injuHous  to 
the  interests  bf  Uteratui^,  and  he  then 
^bt  on  to  point  bbt  some  of  thb  iHcon- 
MUteiicies  and  absurdities  of  the  act,  al- 
Ibdtng  particularly  to  this  fdct,  that  it 

faV6  a  greater  protection  to  the  chide  pro- 
uctions  of  youth,  than  to  the  more  mature 
and  ftbcomplished  wbrks  of  a  riper  age. 
Something  had  been  dobe  to  mitigate  the 
hdlrshnesd  of  the  act  of  Abne.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  observations  made  by  the 
aistingbished  and  learned  individual  to 
whom  he  had  referred— in  consequence  of 
Wh&t  hkd  ^llen  frotn  Sii:  Samuel  Romilly, 
the  54th  Geofge  3hi,  Was  introduced,  ex- 
tending copyright  to  the  life  of  the  au- 
thor, and  with  this  additional  provision, 
that  ib^tead  of  filing  a  first  petiod  of  four- 
teen  t^atk,  ktad  afterwards  contingent  Upon 
the  lire  bf  the  author,  extending  it  to  an- 
other fourteen  years,  it  gave  to  the  author, 
at  all  events,  *d  clear  and  unconditional 
right  bf  twenty-eight  years.  That  was 
l^ow  the  actual  slate  of  the  law  ;  and  the 

Sestion  was,  whether  that  state  of  the 
V  should  continue,  and  what  was  the 
object,  what  the  purpose,  what  the  scheme 
and  scope  of  the  ptes^nt  bill.  It  was  not 
tb  restore  the  common-laW  right.  The  bill 
did  not  ask  theit  Lordships  to  go  that 
tength.  It  merely  asked  them  to  miti- 
gate ib  some  degree  the  restrictions  which 
had  been  imposed  upon  the  Common-law 
Vight,  or,  in  othfer  words,  fo  mitigate  in 
sbibe  degrees  the  hafshn^ss  bf  the  conclu- 
s!bn  of  law  by  which  the  right  of  an  author 
to  the  exclusive  publication  of  his  works 
tiad,  to  a  certaio  bxtebt,  been  tdken  away. 


To  what  extent  did  the  bill  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  mitigate  the  existing  severity  of 
the  law  ?  It  asked  ibr  an  extension  of  the 
copyright  for  an  additional  period  of  four- 
teen jears ;  bbt  more  than  that  (and  this 
was  k  most  important  paK  of  the  pro- 
positibn),  it  asked  that  the  interest  of  the 
abthor  in  hi§  wotks  should  not  terminate 
with  the  author's  life.  What  could  be 
mm-e  biobstroU^  than  such  a  limitatidn?  A 
blab  possessing  a  revenue  arising  ftotti 
woi'ks  of  great  learbing,  of  which  he  Was 
the  kuthdi*,  and  in  the  prodbction  of  which 
he  had  expended  a  life  of  labour — such  a 
man  deriving  ikn  income  frdm  the  sale  of 
his  Works  by  Which  he  was  enabled  to  sap« 

goH  his  family  in  comfort  and  respecta- 
ility,  found  at  the  very  moment  of  deathj 
as  soon  as  his  eyes  were  closed,  that  the 
doors  bf  his  house  would  be  forced  open» 
his  family  driven  frobi  its  shelter,  and  his 
efflscts  seized  by  strangers  and  distributed 
amongst  the  public.  Did  he  express  him- 
self too  strongly,  then,  when  he  said  that 
he  appealed  on  that  occasion  with  cdnfi- 
debce  to  their  Lordships'  justice.  He  did 
not  talk  of  authors  as  public  l)enefectorS, 
as  pbblic  instructors,  as  a  class  of  men  to 
whom  the  public  owed  a  debt  of  grati- 
tude ;  he  did  not  upon  this  occasion  put 
their  case  upon  any  such  fbundation,  he 
bas^d  it  solely  upon  the  broad  plain  prin- 
ciple of  justice.  Here  was  property  of 
which  a  man  had  possessed  himself  by  his 
owb  individual  exertion — property  of  the 
most  ir&luable  and  ino6t  important  kind ; 
the  hour  of  death  approachea,  and  at  that 
moment  When  the  full  enjoyment  of  the 
property  was  most  important  to  him,  be- 
cause his  family  would  be  dependant  upon 
it;  at  that  moment  the  law  stepped  in, 
robbed  him  of  all  he  possessed,  scattered  it 
amongst  thb  public,  and  drove  his  family 
ferth  to  starve.  An  extension  of  seven 
years  beyoh^!  ih«  author's  death,  was  all 
that;  was  :dem^ded,  in  addition  to  the 
periM  prescribe  by  the  existing  law.  He 
wa^  quite  sure  he  should  not  make  the  ap- 
peal for  that  extension  to  their  Lordships 
m  vain.  Should  they  in  this  inspect  be 
outdone  bv  the  liberality  of  other  natioos^ 
Or,  should  they  not  take  a  lesson  from  the 
civilised  world  upon  a  subject  in  which  all 
the  civilis^  world  sympathised.  Let  them 
see  what  had  been  done  in  other  countries, 
and  whether,  if  instead  of  taking  the  lead 
as  she  ought  to  do  ib  liberality^  England 
was  not  lagging  far  behind  those  who  were 
running  the  same  race  with  herself.  What 
wlis  the  law  of  France?   France  gives  a 
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copyright  t()  the  author^  to  the  author's 
widow,  and  after  the  death  of  the  author 
and  the  widow,  a  further  period  of  twenty 
years'  free  and  exclusive  possession.  And 
80  far  from  this  being  thought  an  extrava- 
gant protection  in  that  country,  comoiis- 
flioners  had  been  appointed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reviewing  the  law,  and  of  con- 
sidering the  propriety  of  extending  the 
period  of  copyright.  Reports  fovourable 
to  the  extension  had  been  made,  and  no 
doubt  a  further  extension  would  at  no  dis- 
tant period  take  place.  Another  country 
distinguished  in  many  respects  for  its 
literary  productions,  and  for  the  intellec- 
tual attainments  of  its  people,  Prussia, 
was  still  more  liberal.  There  copyright 
extended  for  the  life  of  the  author  and  for 
thirty  years  afterwards.  The  present  bill 
asked  only  for  seven.  Russia,  not  pro- 
ducing many  literary  works,  but  having  a 
species  of  magnificence  In  its  political  cha- 
racter, gave  twenty-five  years  after  the 
death  of  the  author,  and  an  additional  ten 
years  under  particular  circumstances.  The 
only  country  of  Europe  where  the  law  was 
upon  the  same  footing  as  that  of  England, 
where  the  interest  terminated  with  the 
life  of  the  author,  was  Austria;  and  per- 
sons well  acquainted  with  this  subject — 
persons,  whose  interest  stimulated  their 
curiosity,  had  made  this  observation  with 
respect  to  Austria.  He  did  not  advance 
the  assertion  upon  his  own  authority,  be- 
cause he  was  not  sufficiently  informed 
upon  the  point  to  judge  of  its  correct- 
ness;— but  this  observation  had  been 
made — that  Austria,  in  proportion  to  its 
extent  and  population,  had  produced  fewer 
works  of  learning  and  of  original  genius 
than  any  other  country  in  Europe.  He 
did  not  say,  that  he  adopted  that  opinion ; 
but  if  it  were  true>  it  coincided  singularly 
with  the  account  which  Tacitus  gave  of 
the  ancient  Pannonians.  In  Spain,  whose 
literature  was  formerly  so  charming,  copy- 
right was  perpetual.  So  aUo  in  Denmark, 
so  in  Norway,  so  in  Sweden.  Indeed, 
throughout  the  whole  of  Europe,  with  the 
exception  of  Austria,  the  law  of  copyright 
was  more  favourable  than  in  this  country. 
Such  was  the  general  policy  of  the  civilised 
world,  founded  upon  observation,  expe- 
rience, and  justice.  Could  they,  then,  in 
England  do  wrong,  if,  though  only  at  an 
humble  distance  (which  was  all  this  bill 
asked),  they  followed  the  example  set  to 
them  by  their  European  competitors  in 
literature?  Having  made  these  observa- 
tions^ he  did  not  for  a  moment  deny  that 


whatever  might  be  the  right  which  at  ocnb- 
mon  law  a  party  possessed  to  the  prodoc« 
tions  of  his  eenius,  or  to  any  other  property 
that  he  might  possess,  it  might  be  shaped, 
moulded,  curtaded  by  the  authority  of  the 
law.  All  property  was,  in  that  respect, 
the  creature  of  the  law ;  but,  when  a  cer- 
tain right  existed — when  it  was  said  by 
the  law  that  a  certain  description  of  pro- 
perty should  not  be  placed  upon  the  same 
footing  as  any  other  description  of  pro- 
perty—the onus  was  then  thrown  upon 
those  who  wished  to  abridge  the  right  or 
alter  the  tenure  of  the  property— of  prov- 
ing that  there  was  a  necessity  for  the 
change  they  proposed.  Had  any  necessity 
for  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  present 
law  relating  to  copyright  ever  been  proved 
in  any  of  the  discussions  which  had  taken 
place?  Far  from  it  No  necessity  had 
been  proved,  but  directly  the  reverse.  The 
plain  principle  of  common  sense  applied  to 
the  question— the  common  sense  principle, 
that  the  more  encouragement  that  was 
given  to  literature  the  more  valuable  were 
rendered  the  productions  of  genius,  and 
the  greater  the  likelihood  of  extending 
their  number  and  increasing  their  import- 
ance. But  what  was  the  argument  by 
which  the  supporters  of  an  extensioo^f  the 
copyright  were  met  ?  He  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) did  not  like  to  anticipate  arguments 
that  might  be  urged  against  the  measure 
now  before  the  House ;  but  he  would  just 
touch  upon  one  or  two.  The  first  objec- 
tion commonly  urged  upon  this  question, 
was  the  monopoly  that  the  bill  would  give. 
*'  This  is  monopoly,"  it  was  said,  "  will 
you  encourage  monopoly?"  Why  every 
man  that  possessed  a  house  was  m  that 
sense  a  monopolist.  The  house  was  the 
property,  therefore  he  had  a  monopoly 
of  it.  So  with  the  man  who  possessed  a 
farm.  It  was  his— his  exclusively— he  had 
a  monopoly  of  it.  And  so  should  it  be  with 
respect  to  copyright.  Was  there  any  harm 
in  such  a  monopoly  ?  So  far  from  it,  copy- 
right was,  of  all  descriptions  of  property, 
the  very  last  from  which  any  public  harm 
could  result  from  the  possession  of  mono- 
poly, for  it  was  a  property  that  was  of  no 
value,  unless  it  were  communicated  to  the 
public,  and  the  extent  of  its  value  depended 
upon  the  extent  to  which  it  was  communi- 
cated. Copyright,  properly  and  justly 
protected,  had  all  the  advantage  of  pro- 
perty, and  none  of  the  evils  of  monopoly. 
But  there  was  a  clause  in  the  bill  now  be- 
fore the  House  to  which  his  attention  had 
been  directed  by  om^M  bP^  °*'«  *»* 
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learned  Friends,  to  which  he  understood 
great  ol^ection  was  to  be  raised.  He  con- 
sidered it,  however,  an  essential  part  of  the 
UlL  He  alluded  now  to  the  fourth  clause 
of  the  bill»  by  which  what  was  called  a  re- 
trospective  operation  was  ffiven  to  the  mea- 
sure. He  maintained  that  it  ought  to 
have  a  retrospectiye  operation  to  the  extent 
proposed.  Look  at  the  bill  which  was  passed 
two  or  three  years  ago  with  respect  to  dra- 
matic literature.  Look  at  the  bill  which  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  himself  sup- 
ported, namely,  the  54th  George  3rd. 
Both  of  those  bills  had  a  retrospective 
operation:  and  properly  so;  for  this  rea- 
son—what was  it  that  was  said  '*  Here 
is  a  property  which  has  been  abridged  and 
partially  taken  away  by  act  of  Parlia- 
ment. What  do  we  ask  ?  that  that  act  of 
Parliament  may  to  a  certain  extent  be  re- 
p^ed;  that  the  abridgment  maybe  les- 
sened." To  whom  should  a  bill  passed 
under  such  circumstances  and  for  such  an 
object  apply?  To  every  man  who  now 
enjoyed  the  property.  Why  should  it  not 
apply  to  property  under  these  circum- 
stances precisely  in  the  same  way  as  to 
property  which  should  hereafter  be  cre- 
ated ?  ''  Oh !"  it  was  said,  <'  there  is  an 
objection  to  that,  because  the  public  are 
upon  the  point  of  enjoying  this  property ; 
to-morrow  the  author  will  die,  and  the  day 
after  the  public  will  step  in  and  take  pos- 
session of  all  that  was  his  —  the  public 
have  a  vested  interest  in  the  creations  of 
his  brain  or  the  labours  of  his  pen."  Such, 
in  fact,  was  the  language  of  the  existing 
law.  It  said  to  the  author,  ^'your  pro- 
perty shall  not  be  touched  during  your 
life ;  but  the  moment  you  die  the  doors  of 
your  house  shall  be  opened;  the  rabble 
shall  be  let  in,  your  household  treasures  be 
seised  and  distributed  amongst  the  multi- 
tude." Then,  again,  it  was  said,  *'This 
bill  is  objectionable  because  it  will  enhance 
the  price  of  books."  Suppose  it  did.  He 
did  not  admit  that  that  would  be  a  valid 
reason  against  the  bill.  It  enhanced  the 
price  of  books ;  and  for  what  purpose  ?  For 
the  sake  of  the  authors.    For  the  sake  of 

Xying  the  author  for  his  labours — for  the 
of  repaying  the  man  who  had  created 
the  work,  and  laboured  to  complete  it. 
But  he  did  not  think  that  it  would  have 
any  such  effect.  He  had  listened  to  all  the 
reasons  and  arguments  that  had  been  urged 
upon  the  point,  and,  so  hr  from  coming  to 
the  conclusion,  that  the  probable  effect  of 
the  bill  would  be  to  enhance  the  price  of 
books,  he  was  inclined  to  think  that  its 


operation  would  be  directly  the  reverse. 
He  believed  that  the  effect  of  it  would  be 
to  produce  a  larger  investment  of  capital 
in  the  publication  of  works ;  and  wherever 
a  larger  amount  of  capital  was  invested, 
the  cheaper  was  the  price  of  the  works  nro« 
duced.  What  were  the  instances?  No- 
thing could  be  a  more  complete  monopoly 
than  the  publication  of  the  Bible.  Yet 
what  book,  in  every  variety  of  form,  was 
sold  so  cheap?  Take  other  works:  take 
any  of  the  standard  works  of  our  literature 
at  present  out  of  print,  and  selling  at  a 
high  price  in  the  market.  Why  selling  at 
a  high  price  ?  Because  nobody  would  ven« 
ture  to  republish  them.  Every  man  said, 
^<If  I  republish  these  works  to-morroWj 
somebody  else  will  bring  out  an  edition  the 
day  after,  and  so  my  capital  will  be  lost ; 
give  me  indemnity,  give  me  security, 
and  I  will  lay  out  my  capital  in  the  repub- 
lication of  these  works,  and  sell  them  at  a 
comparatively  cheap  price  to  the  public'^ 
In  thb  way  he  believed  that  the  effect  of 
a  bill  like  that  now  proposed,  instead  of 
enhancing  the  price  of  standard  and  valu. 
able  works,  would  be  to  reduce  it.  But, 
should  it  be  otherwise,  he  did  not  admit 
that  the  enhancement  of  the  price  would 
be  a  valid  argument  against  a  measure  of 
this  nature.  The  individual  who  had  cre- 
ated the  work  was  not  to  be  sacrificed  for 
the  sake  of  saving  small  sums  to  the  pub* 
lie.  Another  objection  to  the  bill  was  in- 
genious enough :  it  was  said  that  the  ex- 
tension of  the  right  was  of  no  importance 
— of  no  value  to  the  author,  as  he  would 
get  nothing  for  it.  Let  the  author  himself 
be  the  judge  of  that  But  to  say  that  an 
author  would  have  no  more  advantage  from 
a  copyright  of  forty  years  than  from  a 
copyright  of  twenty-eight  years,  was  as 
much  as  to  say,  that  there  was  no  distinc- 
tion in  the  value  of  a  property,  whether 
held  for  a  limited  or  an  unlimited  term. 
He  had  before  said,  that  he  did  not  like  to 
anticipate  arguments  against  the  bill.  He 
had  touched  slightly  upon  a  few ;  there 
were  others  that  he  might  remark  upon, 
but  he  abstained  from  doing  so.  He  had 
unfolded  to  their  Lordships  the  simple  out- 
line of  the  case.  The  appeal  he  made  was 
not  to  their  favour,  not  to  their  indulgence, 
but  to  their  justice.  The  bill  asked  for 
less  than  the  parties  were  entitled  to.  It 
was  a  compromise,  and  he  was  sure  that 
their  LordfiAiips  would  ratify  that  compro- 
mise without  departing  from  any  of  its 
provisions.  Considering  what  had  occurred 
in  another  place,  it  was  important  that  the 
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bill  sliouM  net  change  its  shape  or  charac- 
ter beneaththeir  Lordsliips*  hands.  Were 
that  the  cs^  it  would  haFe  the  effect  of 
throwing  tne  whole  subject  again  com- 

Sletelyr  open  2  a  consequence  much  to  be 
eprecated,  tor  the  difficulty  of  advancing 
tiie  measure  to  its  present  stage  could  only 
be  known  to  those  who  nad  been  a  little 
behind  tne  curtain^  and  who  were  ac- 
quainted witti  ttie  obstacles  which  were 
opposed  io  its  progress.  He  faacl  made  this 
statement  for  tlie  purpose  of  showing  their 
Lordstiips  the  history  of  ibe  law  upon  this 
subject)  the  position  in  which  the  parties 
stood,  and  what  he  considered  to  be  ttie 
right  of  the  claimants  under  this  bill— • 
liiuneiy,  a  riglit  to  haye  justice. 

Ldrd  Brougknm  entertained,  in  refcN 
eneb  to  this  question^  a  yery  unfeigned 
dillrust  of  the  opinion  to  which  he  had 
arrived,  after  the  tnost  anxious  deli- 
berktfon  tipon  the  whole  of  the  im- 
{>ortadt  measur^i  partly  because  he  eeme 
to  a  different  conclusion  fronl  that  df  his 
noble  and  learhed  FHend  upota  soine  im« 
pbrthnt  partieblarsi  but  dhiefly  because  his 
itbble  ftnd  Itaraed  Friend  represented  n 
great  and  most  Useful  class  of  persons— he 
iHeant  the  nuthors  and  generally  those 
edtitidetid  with  l{ti^rattfrfe«  He  need 
hatdly  My,  thAt  h^  ftlt  a  de«p  interest  in 
th^  iutcfess  of  this  bill,  or  some  measure 
of  the  sakne  nature,  fbr  he  went  to  the  fall 
letigtb  of  his  nobtfe  atid  learned  Friend 
in  M  hit  eipreiisidhi  of  respect,  etld  h^ 
Wttttid  Add  bf  dincet«  &d%ctibn  and  attach^ 
di«fat,  tbWafd^  thdie  pfertofali  both  ai 
ihditidilalS  and  a«  Metnb^t)  of  that  \U 
lu&tHdui  body  whieh  thsy  hdortied.  Ha 
#e»t  Iba  full  leH^th  with  his  nobia  and 
l^artied  Friidhd  in  all  the  setitimatita  hi 
had  bitprfess&d  In  th&ir  faVOUf,  and  hb 
hiig^ht  say,  that  in  some  respects  he  Weiit 
further,  m  he  regaifded  not  merely  their 
^laittl^  to  justice,  as  his  noble  and  l^atned 
Friend  had  put  it,  but  thalr  ju^t  clainis 
td  the  benevoletibe  of  the  House  as  the 
gr^at  behefabtors  of  their  coantry.  But 
what  increased  his  abxiety  Was  the  latter 
part  df  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
dbservations :  for  their  Lordships  stood 
Iti  this  predicament  by  the  dbmmuni- 
datidn  which  he  had  just  tnad^,  that 
they  were  called  upon  td  deliberate 
iipon  4  most  important  question,  hav- 
ing their  assent  demanded  to  a  great 
change  in  the  law,  as  he  should  pre- 
sently demonstrate  to  Uieir  Lordships  t 
they  were  sumdioned  to  give  their  assent 


to  a  measura,  which  Waft  not  only  prdspec- 
tively  to  alter  the  present  law,  but  Whibh 
was  retrospectively  to  alter  that  laW,  atid 
to  interfere  with  many,  if  bot  with  all 
acknowledged  existing  cdpVrights,  ind 
with  the  vested  interest  of  the  jSilbllti 
in  published  works.  I'he  Houle  Was 
called  upon,  then^  to  legislate  upon  a 
measure  admitted  to  be  one  of  great 
importance  ;  but  thay  were  told,  that 
while  they  were  seriously  to  deliberate 
before  eiving  their  consent,  yet,  because, 
forsooth,  something  had  passed  elsewhere 
—because  a  treaty  had  been  entered  into 
elsewhere — because  some  compromise  had 
been  agreed  upon— if  they  presumed  to 
alter  the  terms  of  that  treaty  or  compro- 
mise they  would  do  so  at  the  peril  of 
having  the  measure  rejected  elsewhere, 
NoW|  he  would  tell  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  hd  came  (here  upon  do  such 
bargaiui  and  was  a  party  to  Dt>  such  terms* 
He  came  there  to  exerdise  his  deliberate 
judgiheati  to  aiaant  if  he  approve,  and 
to  dissent  if  he  disapproved,  to  any  part 
of  the  measure.  He  Was  ndt  bound  to 
take  it  Or  (o  reject  it  eiltire^  as  if  it  were 
a  money-bill,  a  measure  of  taxation.  He 
was  (here  to  exercise  a  discrimtnattng 
judgment,  to  admit  one  part  of  the  billi 
if  sd  advised,  and  to  rqdct  any  other  that 
did  not  iatiify  him.  Now,  if  their  Lord- 
ships rejected  that  bill,  or  tather,  he  would 
day,  if  they  altered  it,  and  the  result  of 
that  alteratioti  should  be  the  rejeetioti  of 
It  elsewhere,  theit  they  Who  ao  rejedted  it 
Height  fntrodttte  atidthet  measure,  or  they 
Might  take  ahothet  measutiB  frdm  that 
Hdtiite,  and  so  proceid  Until  both  Itouset 
tiduld  agree  upon  that  Which  Wal  a  fit 
m^alute  to  be  addptad.  Lodkiflt^  at  the 
present  bill  as  a  whole,  looking  td  tha 
principle  df  it,  and  to  the  full  effect  and 
application  of  what,  its  his  judgment,  waa 
the  most  importabt  part  of  it— thdle  parts 
of  it  which  he  should  l>e  able  td  show 
Were  the  otily  parts  really  beneficial  to 
the  country,  to  llteratut^,  or  to  literary 
inen,  those  parts  of  the  bill  which  wefa 
most  important,  and  which  substantially 
tended  to  promote  all  the  ^eat  inteN 
ests  and  objects  of  literature,  includitig 
the  interests  of  literary  nieti  theiA- 
selved — to  thdse  parts  of  tha  bill  not 
only  did  he  not  object  bat  heatttW  aa- 
sented,  and  considered  thekn,  so  fdt  ia 
they  went,  salutary  improvediettta  in  the 
law.  Now,  before  proceeding  to  advert 
to  the  parts   on  which  he  entertained 
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grave  doubts,  which  doubts  he  felt  it 
his  bounden  duty  to  communicate  to  th^ 
riouse,  but  perfectly  wishing  to  have 
thietii  removed,  if  they  could  be  retnoved 
by  fair  argument — before  stating  those 
doubts,  he  would  hazard  a  few  prefatory 
remarks  bd  the  extraordiriary  course  of 
afgumebt  Which  his  nobte  Und  learned 
Friend  hdd  taken  in  respect  16  the  drigin 
of  the  eliiiting  laW.  He  had  said  that, 
ill  the  great  copyright  tas^  to  which 
hfe  alluded,  the  bpitiibds  of  the  judges 
of  the  Ring's  Bench  in  the  Ant  place, 
and  of  a  large  minority  of  the  whole  of  the 
judges  afterwards,  when  the  case  came 
to  that  Mouse  oh  appeal  —  held,  that, 
iddepetident  bf  the  statute  laW,  there 
existed  by  th^conimoti  law  bf  this  coun- 
tfy  a  copyright  in  the  author  in  his 
wdrkS.  No  doubt  it  was  the  fact  that  the 
law  had  been  so  laid  down,  first  by  the 
judges  ih  the  Kibg's  Bench,  and  after- 
wards b^  the  bpinibb  of  a  large  nrtinority 
of  the  judges  ih  that  tlousb— five  to  six. 
The  question  was  whether  the  statute  of 
Anne  had  limited  the  common  law  rigtit 
atid  their  Lordlhips,  a^t-eeing  with  the 
majority  df  the  judges,  held  that  it  did, 
aiia  decided  that  the  common  law  right  of 
property  hdd  ceased  in  1709,  on  the 
passing  of  the  act.  Th^y  had,  then, 
th6  decision  of  that  House  concurring 
with  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the 
judges,  that  for  the  last  century  and  a  half 
thii  comtnon  law  ih  respect  to  copyright 
had  ceafted  to  exist.  But  theil,  said 
his  noble  and  learned  t^riend,  sixty  years 
after  thd  statute  df  Ahhe,  this  doubt 
afolK— that  the  statute,  having  purported 
to  be  for  th^  encouragement  of  literature, 
tuthfed  but  by  the  decision  of  that  House, 
to  have  been  a  restraint  and  rather  a 
che(:k  ahd  A  discouragement  than  an  aid. 
He  Would  ndt  stop  to  contend  with  ttie 
opinion  ot  his  hoble  and  learned  Friend 
upon  the  decision  giveti  in  I7i2  in  the 
case  df ''  Donaldsoh  v.  Beckett,'^  or  upon 
his  opihion  on  the  case  of  "  Miller  v,  Tay- 
lor,*' three  ye^rs  before.  He  would  not 
stop  to  argue  whether  the  ultimate  deci- 
sion tetided  more  to  the  encouragement  of 
liter atuife  thati  the  common  law  right,  which 
was  supposed  to  have  existed,  but  not  to 
have  been  established  by  the  statute.  Of 
this,  hdwever,  he  would  take  notice,  that 
for  nearly  severity  years,  with  the  aufho- 
rltY  of  the  judges  of  that  House,  of  the 
judges  of  Westmihster-hall,  though  not 
samcieiltly   eait&blishbd    as   a   point   of 
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mere  law,  copyright  was  so  far  admitted 
as  to  justify  parties  in  reckoning  upon  that 
right  and  forming  their  calculations  ac- 
cordingly, in  investing  their  capital,  In 
ehgaging  in  their  speculations,  in  perform- 
ing all  the  operations  of  theit  several  eni- 
ployments,  and  in  taking  all  their  measures 
accordihgtotheview  laid  down  hy  the  high- 
est authority  in  the  land  df  the  law  with 
regard  to  literary  property.  Now,  such 
l>eing  the  case,  their  assumption  df  what 
their  right  was  under  the  law,  and  (he 
opihion  of  the  Legislature  itself  upon  that 
right,  being  uhimpeachable  and  indis- 
putable,— if  that  opinion  were  to  be  con- 
troverted, then  it  would  be  vain  to  talk  of 
rights  at  all,  to  talk  of  any  privileges 
which  a  portion  of  the  public  could  enjoy, 
because  upon  higher  ground  none  could 
rest,  none  could  be  more  indefeasible. 
The  history  df  the  matter,  then,  sug- 
gested no  doubt  whatever  as  to  what 
th^  law  of  copyright  was  now  ahd  had 
been  fornierly.  tlis  noble  ahd  learned 
Friend  hdd  said  that  a  relaxation  df  whftt 
he  was  pleased  to  call  the  old  common  law 
Was  exceedingly  fit,  and  was  therefore 
given  in  the  year  1814;  but  his  noble 
Friend  wdd  mistaken  with  regard  tb  the 
origin  of  the  measure  theh  introduced.  lie 
seemed  to  think  that  the  measure  was 
brought  forward  to  favour  authors,  ana  that 
its  origin  was  an  opinion  of  his  laihented 
Friend  the  late  Sir  S.  Rdmilly,  who  enter- 
tained a  strong  opinion  agaihst  the  con- 
struction of  the  comtnon  law.  But  the 
occaiioh  of  introducing  that  act  was 
this: — a  claim  had  been  made  by  the 
universities  for  a  certain  nuhnber  of  co- 
pies of  every  book  published  ;  by  the  old 
statute  of  Anne  eleven  dopies  were  to  be 
given  to  the  libraries  of  Oxford  ahd  Cam- 
bridge Universities,  and  it  was  complained 
that  those  copies  were  not  regularly  deli- 
vered, and  thai  there  was  a  defect  in  the 
statute  in  the  enforcement  of  the  deli- 
very :  it  wad  found  that  the  more  valua- 
ble description  of  books  were  not  re- 
ceived, and  that  those  books  which  com- 
paratively were  of  little  value,  were  alone 
sent  to  the  libraries.  A  bill  was  accordingly 
brought  in  td  enforce  the  delivery  of  Uie 
required  number  of  copies  of  all  books 
published,  and  as  a  sort  of  compensation 
to  the  author  and  the  bookseller  a  chanse 
was  made  in  the  term  of  the  copyright 
and  the  contingent  right  in  the  work^ 
should  the  author  survive  the  first  foui^ 
teen  years  was  made  certain,  — a  fur« 
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tber  term  of  foarteen  years  was  given, 
together  with  a  term  extending  to  the  life 
of  the  author  if  he  survived  the  twenty- 
eight  years.  That  addition  was  made  to 
compensate  booksellers  and  authors  for 
the  burden  cast  upon  them — a  burden 
which  they  considered  intolerable — that  of 
having  to  supply  eleven  copies  of  each 
new  work.  In  the  evidence  given  by  book- 
sellers before  the  Parliamentary  com- 
mittee, they  one  and  all  held  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  duration  of  copyright  from 
fourteen  to  twenty-eight  years  certain,  and 
beyond  that  for  life,  if  the  author  survived, 
was  DO  compensation  at  all  for  the  burden 
imposed  upon  them,  and  then  for  the  first 
time  effectually  imposed  upon  them,  of 
sending  eleven  copies  of  new  works  to 
public  libraries.  The  manner  in  which 
they  gave  their  evidence  was  worthy  of 
observation.  They  were  asked,  ''  Don't 
you  think,  that  now  you  are  called  upon 
to  do  that  which  you  never  have  been 
compelled  to  do  before,  we  are  giving  you 
a  great  boon,  by  this  increase  in  the  dura- 
tion of  copyright,  and  will  not  authors 
benefit  by  it  ?"  They  one  and  all  answered, 
'*  Oh!  no;  no  such  thing— it  is  of  no 
consequence  whatever ;  because,  in  ninety- 
nine  cases  out  of  100,''  said  one,  **  and  in 
199  cases  out  of  200/'  said  another,  '*  it 
is  perfectly  immaterial  what  becomes  of 
copyright,  for  we  do  not  look  forward  to 
fourteen  years,  but  endeavour  in  the  course 
of  five,  or  six,  or  seven  years  at  most,  to 
regain  what  we  have  spent.*'  "  But 
then,^'  it  was  asked,  *'  will  you  not  give 
more  to  an  author  who  brings  you  a  valua- 
ble manuscript  to  publish,  and  who  has  an 
interest  of  twenty-eight  years  certain  in  it, 
besides  the  contingent  interest  of  his  whole 
life,  if  he  assign  you  his  present  and  fu- 
ture interest  —  will  you  not  give  more* 
than  you  would  if  he  had  no  such  in- 
terest?" They  one  and  all  answered,  *'  No, 
we  should  give  just  as  much  in  the  one 
case  as  in  the  other;  at  most  there  would 
be  a  very  trifling  difference.^'  Well,  then, 
when  they  came  to  consider  the  difference 
between  twenty-eight  and  forty-two  years, 
which  was  the  term  proposed  by  the  pre- 
sent bill,  it  would  be  found  d  fortiori  that 
there  was  a  very  slight  difference,  if  any 
at  all,  between  the  value  of  the  longer 
period  and  that  of  the  shorter.  Before 
touching  upon  this  point,  however,  he 
would  state  his  views  upon  what  he  consi- 
dered the  most  important  and  most  bene- 
^cial  parts  of  the  measarei  and  in  respect 


of  which  he  entertained  no  doubt  what* 
ever ;  and  to  those  parts — the  great  bulk 
of  the  bill — he  should  give  his  most  cordial 
support.  The  great  evil  under  which  pub- 
lishers and  authors  now  laboured  was  not 
the  limited  extent  of  the  copyright— not 
the  inadequacy  of  the  twenty-eight  years 
which  the  law  now  secured  to  the  author, 
with  a  further  term  during  his  life  if  he 
lived  beyond  the  twenty-eight  years^bot 
the  great  evil  under  which  both  publisher 
and  author  now  laboured  was — first,  the 
defective  state  of  the  law  in  respect  to 
works  of  great  value,  great  and  generd 
usefulness,  and  of  great  importance  to  the 
public ;  and  next,  the  piracies  committed 
both  by  printers  at  home,  and  more  exten- 
sively by  printers  and  publishers  iu  foreign 
countries.  First,  then,  with  regard  to 
that  important  class  of  works  called  Ency- 
clopsedias,  what  was  the  present  state  of 
the  law  ?  A  work,  let  it  be  supposed,  is 
published,  and  has  been  in  course  of  pub- 
lication for  twenty  or  twenty-five  years,— 
he  would  take  as  an  example,  although 
there  were  many  others,  but  because  he 
happened  to  know  something  about  it, 
from  having  just  read  the  history  of  it,  that 
great  work  published  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  a  learned  and  able  professor  in 
the  Edinburgh  University,  (Professor  Na- 
pier) which  had  been  in  course  of  compi- 
lation and  publication  for,  he  believed 
he  might  say,  thirty- five  or  forty  years, 
and  was  now  happily  brought  to  a  close, 
forming,  without  any  exception  what* 
ever — without  even  excepting  the  cele- 
brated French  Encyclopsedia,  edited  by 
D'Alembert — a  compilation  than  which 
none  had  ever  been  prepared  by  the 
union  of  the  most  celebrated  literary 
names  of  the  age  they  adorned,  more 
complete,  or  more  excellent  than  the  great 
compilation  he  referred  to— a  compilation 
in  which  it  would  not  be  easy  to  find 
a  single  illustrious  name  in  science  or 
literature,  of  this  country  or  of  France, 
which  was  not  enrolled  among  its  ac- 
tive contributors,  —  a  work,  too,  upon 
which  vast  sums  of  money  had  been 
expended  in  its  printing,— engraving,— 
and  publishing  departments,  and  large 
amounts,  never  larger,  perhaps,  in  pur- 
chasing a  copyright  of  the  several  ar- 
ticles which  It  contained,  —  even  that 
work  than  which  none  more  deserved  the 
encouragement  of  Parliament,  under  the 
existing  law,  was  not  protected;  neither 
the  authors  themselves  bad  any  right  of 
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copy,  nor  had  the  owner  of  the  work^  nor 
the  publisher,  nor  the  editor,  a  legal  right 
in  that  copy — a  right  which  he  could 
maintain  by  action  against  any  party 
who  might  choose  to  pirate  it.  It  was 
needless  to  add,  that  the  particular  work 
he  had  mentioned,  in  fact,  protected  itself, 
for  on  account  of  its  great  size  and  price, 
no  person  would  take  upon  himself  to 
print  and  publish  the  entire  compilation, 
but  the  papers  of  every  one  of  the  eminent 
contributors,  including  the  names  of  Pro- 
fessors Stewart,  Playfair,  Arago,  and  all 
the  other  literary  and  scientific  names 
which  adorned  that  publication,  might  be 
absolutely  pirated,  and  dishonestly  appro- 
priated by  other  persons  with  perfect  im- 
punity, for  there  was  no  assignment  of 
copyright  to  the  publisher  by  any  legal 
instrument.  The  author  sent  in  his  paper 
and  received  payment  for  it,  and  so  far 
the  right  of  property  must  pass  from  one 
to  another,  and  it  undoubtedly  became 
inyested  in  the  publisher,  but  not  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  protect  him  from  pirates, 
or  enable  him  to  support  his  right  by 
an  action  at  law.  He  felt  that  he  need 
only  state  so  much  to  show,  that  maga- 
zines, that  reviews,  and  that  dictionaries 
had  been  left  by  the  law  in  a  state  wholly 
defenceless;  but  now  the  measure  be- 
fore their  Lordships  would,  he  sincerely 
hoped,  afford  to  these  classes  of  publica- 
tions all  the  protection  which  such  a  mea- 
sure could  be  expected  to  impart.  The 
professed  object  of  the  bill  was  one  which 
be  hoped  its  provisions  might  be  found 
eventually  to  realise.  His  object  was  to 
protect  publishers  and  authors  against 
piracy.  He  hoped  he  might  be  allowed 
to  claim  some  small  portion  of  their  Lord- 
ships' attention,  while  he  attempted  to 
examine  the  provisions  by  which  these  ob- 
jects were  to  be  attained.  The  majority  of 
worksof  imagination  were  usually  published 
at  a  retail  price  of  a  guinea,  or  a  guinea  and 
a  half ;  and  when  he  spoke  of  works  of 
imagination,  he  wished  not  to  be  under- 
stock as  expressing  himself  in  any  terms 
of  disparagement,  or  as  wanting  in  any 
feeling  of  respect  for  such  works  or  their 
authors.  It  was  not  because  a  book  might 
be  the  work  of  imagination  that  it  was 
therefore  less  meritorious  or  less  useful 
than  one  which  came  forth  with  loftier 
pretensions  or  more  high  sounding  desig- 
nation*. Works  of  imagination,  as  he 
need  not  remind  their  Lordships,  tended 
as  much  as  any  other  production  of  the 


human  mind,  to  expand  the  views,  im« 
prove  the  sentiments,  harmonise  the  feel« 
ings,  and  even  exalt  the  morals  of  a 
nation,  softening  our  stubborn  nature, 
nor  suffering  it  to  be  fierce  and  wild. 
But  yet  the  poets  and  the  novelists  of 
Great  Britain  enjoyed  not  that  protec- 
tion, to  which  they  possessed  a  just 
claim,  and  which  he  hoped,  however 
tardily,  and  however  imperfectly,  the 
bill  then  before  their  Lordships  might 
be  expected  to  give  them.  What  was 
the  position  of  those  men  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  literary  piracy  of  the  con- 
tinent ?  It  was  just  this:  the  moment  a 
popular  work  appeared  in  this  country,  one 
which  was  at  all  likely  to  yield  a  harvest 
to  the  continental  publisher,  it  was  in- 
stantly brought  out  in  the  cheapest  pos- 
sible form,  to  the  manifest  injury  of  tnose 
who  could  alone  be  considered  as  having 
any  property  in  its  contents.  A  work 
that  in  this  country  sold  for  a  guinea  and 
a-half  was  immediately  reprinted  on  the 
continent  and  sold  at  prices,  varying  from 
3s.  or  4s.  to  Is.  6d.  He  need  scarcely  re- 
mind their  Lordships,  that  practices  such 
as  these  at  once  ran  away  with  the  profits 
of  the  bookseller,  and  precluded  the  pos- 
sibility of  a  fair  remuneration  to  the  author. 
What  was  the  natural  consequence  of  such 
a  state  of  things  ?  The  next  time  the  book, 
seller  had  a  bargain  to  drive  for  any  lite- 
rary production,  he  recollected  the  manner 
in  which  his  rights  had  been  infringed 
by  the  continental  publisher;  he  took 
the  circumstances  of  his  former  losses 
into  full  consideration;  calculated  with 
as  much  exactness  as  he  could  the  pro- 
bable effect  of  a  repetition  of  the  encroach- 
ment; made  due  allowance  for  the  absence 
of  protection  under  which  literary  property 
in  this  country  laboured;  and  paid  the  au- 
thor little  in  proportion.  By  the  existing 
state  of  the  law,  no  one  in  this  country 
gained  a  farthing.  The  author  and  the 
publisher  were  victims  to  a  dishonest  prac- 
tice. He  did  not  like  to  use  harsh  terms, 
but  he  protested  his  inability  to  apply  to  it 
any  other  than  that  of  dishonesty,  and  he 
was  sure  their  Lordships  would  agree  with 
him  in  thinking  that  it  was  the  appro- 
priate term,  when  they  recollected  the  un- 
doubted rights  of  individuals,  and  the  in- 
jury which  those  practices  inflicted  on 
them.  Now,  whatever  he  might  think  of 
other  portions  of  the  measure,  he  wished 
before  he  proceeded  further  to  declare, 
that  he  heartily  approved  of   ' 
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Qf  jt  whkh  W9B  frfimed  for  the  pprpose  of 
throwiQf  impediments  ip  the  way  of  those 
coQtin^fiUl  publiBbere  y/\\o  paid  to  little 
rf^gurd  tp  the  just  rigbtft  of  the  £;ng|ish 
9l)tboff  pr  bookseller.  He  fully  assented 
to  tb9  posttipp,  that  it  w^s  pecesspry  to 
prodqqe  a  strong  mef^ure  for  the  purpose 
of  putting;  9  ?top  to  these  infringements 
upon  the  uodoubted  rights  of  property, 
and  he  entertained  %  qonBdent  belief,  tbet 
the  protection  tQ  be  derived  from  thip  bill 
WQMid  be  a  reftl  benefit  both  to  literary 
men  and  to  publishisrs  of  all  qlasses.  To 
the  other  parts  of  the  bill  he  was  not  pre- 
pared tQ  give  such  unqualified  apprpb^< 
tion.  The  great  feature  of  the  measure, 
lipurt  from  those  to  whiph  be  bad  just 
been  adverting^  w^s  this — that  whereas 
heretofore  the  righU  of  anthers  were 
lini^ited  to  twepty-eight  years,  (be  bill 
proposed  to  e;itend  copyrights  to  fortv-^ 
two  yeers.  Now,  he  begged  to  claim  the 
tttentioD  of  the  House  while  he  directed 
bis  obsefYAtioDS  to  this  portiop  of  the  bill. 
Suppose  he  desired  to  i^potrast  the  ex- 
Uling  stet^  pf  the  law  with  that  which 
it  was  propoied  by  tb^  bill  (q  introduce ; 
iin  apthor  wopld  pome  to  a  publisher, 
offer  him  n,  valuable  manuseript,  and  in* 
()uire  upon  what  Urms  he  would  piirohaai? 
it,  aasuming  that  the  author  possessed  by 
law  tba  ppwer  of  assigning  9  vested  interest 
therein  for  n  pari^d  of  twenty-^ight  yeart» 
Id  bQw  many  canaa  would  the  bpokseiler 
say  that  v^as  pot  enough  ?  In  how  many 
ca^ei  wpuld  h«  nay  that  he  reqifired 
C^nrtaen  year*  morp,  and  ^eveft  yeers 
beypnd  those  fourteen,  in  c^se  \hp  ^^r 
thor  should  ao  Ipog  purvi?e  ?  From  the 
efidenca  laid  before  the  Perliaaientary 
committeei,  he  believed  there  was  no 
publisher  would  ever  think  pf  iittech- 
ipg  the  smalieet  apprepiabje  value  to  any 
period  ^xtendjpg  beyond  fourteea  years, 
still  less  beyond  twenty-eight,  apd,  least 
of  ally  beyppd  su^h  a  period  as  forty- two 
veari.  In  order  to  i|liistrete  this  position 
h(^  would  put  e  case  to  their  Lordships*— 
he  would  suppose  that  a  book  was  pub- 
lished which  yielded  yearly  and  every 
feer  a  cliear,  free,  net,  certain  profit  of 
00/^1  after  paying  all  expenses,  and  that 
the  owoer  of  the  copyright  of  such  a  book 
cpiild  reekpn  upon  his  foo/.  per  year  with 
III  rofich  certainty  as  if  it  W9re  a  Govero- 
q^nt  aoDuity,  Now,  he  wi«hed  to  put 
this  ease  es  strongly  aa  possible,  and  he 
thpugbt  he  had  succeeded  in  putting  a 
pretty  atioag  caaoa  one  that  hardly  ever 


could  happen,  apd  therefore  the  less  fa* 
voqrable  to  hia  argument.  The  House,  be 
hoped,  would  rt^collect  that  io  imtUng  this 
case  he  bad  said  not  one  wofd  abqiit  the 
numerous  risks  to  whiph  every  specif  of 
literary  publication  wa*  necessarily  px* 
poped.  He  si^id  nothing  of  pompetitioff, 
nothing  about  changes  of  fashion,  nothing 
about  the  new  subjects  which  n^ight  presa 
upon  the  attention  of  the  reading  portioii 
pf  the  public,  nothing  as  to  the  glose  of 
novelty,  which  while  it  lasted  had  great 
power,  bu|  which  departed  with  rapulity 
proportioned  to  its  temporary  influence. 
He  need  hardly,  then,  remind  the  House 
that  he  had  put  ^  c^se  the  least  favoura- 
ble to  the  position  fpr  which  he  w^s  con- 
tending— that,  in  short,  nothing  was  less 
like  the  fact  than  the  case  which  he  had 
put^nothing  could  be  mere  improbable, 
than  that  any  modern  publication  should 
yi^|d  a  steady  and  iinvarying  profit  for 
lucb  a  period  as  forty-two  years  ;  it  wa^ 
H  sprt  of  thhtg  which  could  not  hap* 
pen  except  in  those  rare  instances  for 
which  np  law  giver  could  be  reasonably 
expected  tp  provide.  Bat  fpr  argv- 
ment*s  sake»  he  was  prepared  to  adnit 
^s  fully  as  any  one  could  possibly  de- 
sivai  the  position  of  ^n  ataored  pro^i 
of  100/.  e-year  with  all  the  certainty  of 
I  Qoyernment  annuitjj  ^nd  now  the 
qpentjon  resply^  itnelf  ^)to  this,— whal 
wa9  the  diferenc^  between  tba  F^>^( 
val(ie  qf  the  \OQl,  ipcoqfie  for  tventy<i 
eight  years  and  its  present  vplue  for 
forty-two  years?  It  wat  a  qoastipn  for 
an  actufir^ ;  be  had  taken  the  tFOttbla 
of  having  It  solved,  apd  the  answer  to  hia 

?uestion  was  this,.— that  the  valoe  of  the 
00/.  a-yeer  for  twentv-eight  yeari  waa 
730/.,  apd  the  value  of  the  same  income 
for  (brty^two  yeare  was  781L,  leaving  a 
difference  of  6W.  Qow  much  would  a 
bookseller  give  for  that  51/.,  which  waf 
the  value  at  IQ  per  cent?  But  why 
should  ha  talk  pf  10  per  cept.  wheq 
np  bookseller  was  eontept  with  that ; 
15  per  cent,  was  not  too  great  a  profit 
to  be  t^ken  as  poe  of  the  elemepts  of 
such  a  calculation ;  what  then  would  a 
bookseller  give  for  a  chance  of  a  profit  to 
be  enbyed  after  a  lapse  of  twenty-eight 
years?  WouU  he  give  51/.7  No,  not  61 
farthings ;  no,  nor  the  smallest  fraction  of 
a  farthing.  He  would  say,  '*  I  will  give 
nothing  for  such  a  cootingeaoy.  1  shall 
be  content  with  moderate  profile,  provided 
I  can  aecure  good  retaroaj  I  want  to  get 
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bick  my  Qi^peqie  within  a  short  tinoQ }  I 
%m  A  bookaeiltr,  and  not  a  dealer  io  r^r 
feitteoai  and  the  faet  is,  that  wbate?er  I 
oigbt  gm  for  the  asiigomept  for  twentyr 
0% hi  years'  interest,  (  should  not  give 
one-halfpenny  mort  for  forty-two  y^ars/' 
Such,  be  maiQtaioed,  would  be  the  Ian- 
foage  of  a  bookseller  on  a  question  of  re« 
lative  taluo  between  the  period  of  copy- 
r^ht  enjoyed  under  the  existing  law  and 
thai  which  it  was  proposed  to  give  under 
Iht  new  measure.  But  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  might  sa^  that  this  was  a 
mere  matter  of  calculation ;  to  that  his 
ftply  would  be,  that  it  rested  not  merely 
OP  oUeulatton,  but  that  it  was  supported 
by  etideoee.  Such  an  observation  from 
him  would  probably  be  met  en  the  other 
side  by  the  statement  that  the  forty- two 
years  was  part  of  the  eompromise.  aod 
that  il  was  also  a  part  of  the  ponpromise 
thai  no  witnesses  should  be  examined.  It 
was  resolved  tbal  they  should  not  get  into 
a  committee.  It  was  resolved  that  there 
should  be  no  inquiry,  for  if  they  were  to 
have  an  inquiry  for  everythiug  to  eomo 
out,  it  would  then  appear  that  publishere 
bad  for  some  time  past  been  making  large 
pfeparations,  aod  bad  been  incurring  great 
UfNkUf  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  out 
wmts  tha  oopyrights  of  whioh  were  just 
00  Ibe  point  of  expiriag ;  and  as  the  re- 
Iroapeatiira  measure  then  before  their 
Lordsbipe  would  prealude  the  publicatiou 
of  such  works,  it  was  thought  the  moH 
pradam  coarse  to  avoid  any  investigation, 
as  they  were  resolved  to  fruetralo  tba 
hopes  of  those  publishers  by  th^  comproi* 
misa  to  which  he  had  beeu  reforripg ;  the 
natural  ory,  therefore,  was,  '*  Don't  lei 
there  be  any  examination  of  witnesses/' 
It  was  not  so  in  1814.    On  that  occasion 

KUishete,  and  others  concerned  io  pubi- 
ilion,  gave  evidence  before  a  cpm- 
mitloey  and  a  worthy  Baronet,  a  Member 
af  the  other  House,  who  was  himself 
aa  amatouf  of  letters,  took  ao  active 
pan  19  the  proaeediags  and  professed 
bimaelf  eoatant  with  the  lesser  period  of 
fourteen  years.  Tba  works  of  that  worthy 
Baional  biasaelf,  which  enjoyed  a  coo- 
sidarabb   popularity    for   Utree  or  four 

Cm,  ware  now  believed  Io  be  as  un- 
era  as  if  they  never  existed.  That 
waithy  Baronei,  be  meant  Sir  %ertoo 
Bryd^,  who  (md  eontributed  io  bis 
day  to  tba  literalura  of  the  country,  was 
etoteiit  with  foortaen  years,  and  might 
bate  baasi  ^^tdai^  mkk  a  atiU  shorter  pe- 
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riod,  for  the  oopyright  of  hil  voiks  wa« 
of  no  value  in  a  v^ry  few  yaar^  after 
their  puWicatiou,    When  Sir  £,  Brydgea 
introduce  his  bill  iu  I8}8,  it  wa«  aaid, 
fairly  enough,  that  if  they  theu  proceeded 
with  the  meaaure  ih?7  would  be  l^la|« 
log  in  the  dark;  a  Qpmmitt(?e  w^  therer 
fore  appointed,  evidence  was  taken,  and 
the  result  of  that  evidence  being  unfavour* 
able  to  the  bijl,  it  wa9  droppeid,    Jp  ar« 
guing,  however,  against  the  extension  of 
the  period  of  forty^two  yeaw,  hp  was  not 
adverse  to  axtending  a  popyrigh^  to  a 
period  pf  (leven  year^  aft^r  the  death  of 
the  author.    The  ppsitipn  which  he  maiqr 
tained  was  this,-r-that  the  forty-two  years' 
copyright  might  prove  disadvantageous  to 
the  public,  while  the  difference  b^twi^o 
it  and  twenty-fight  years  wae  of  pp  valua 
to  the  author,  baoauie  he  hald  it  to  be 
demonftrable  that  ^  bookseller  would  give 
just  as  mucb  for  one  as  for  the  other. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  might,  per* 
haps,  as  he  had  already  observed*  9UPP0ea 
thai  these  statements  were  more  asf  ump^ 
(ions.     What  if  the  evideqpe  proceeded 
from  Mr.  I^ongmap  ?  What  if  Mr,  Murray 
was  ooa  of  the  witpeipes  f  And  yet  at  tho 
same  time  what  would  tha  House  say  if 
tho#e  two  gentlemen  were  preseoted  to 
them  as  iudiv|duat9  having  p^titiou^d  for 
tha  prepont  bill  ?  What  would  ha  9aid  if 
tbair  name9  atood  H  tbo  very  he^  of 
the  petition  for  wcb  0  ipoaaur^?  Tbey 
were  aaid  to  b^  in  favour  of  this  bill. 
becAuso,  ae  hia  pobla  anl  learned  Frieod 
bad  said,  it  wa9  an  encouragamant  to 
authors,  hecauae  the  additional  term  taoded 
to  encourage  learoed  mania  ihaaaaouiion 
of  thair  workf  t  opt,  aaid  hia  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  as  a  favour  to  author^, 
the  benafactoTf  of  their  ra<^,  but  aa  an  ae| 
of  pure,  strict  justiQf  to  them ;  ralaipng 
the  bad  law  of  the  8th  of  Aona»  and  tha 
worse  coostrpctipo  put  upon  it  by  the 
deaisipn  of  their  Lerdsbips'  House,  and 
reetoring  the  law  tp  wha|  it  ought  to  ba ; 
not  for  the  enoouragemani  of  bookieUera 
aod   publisb^ry,   but  of    litarary   men. 
Thoae  were  tha  perpon^  who  atatad  in 
1814  and  1818,  that  tha  ioarease  from 
fourteen  to  twentvi-aight  yaari  could,  by 
no  possibility,  add  the  fracliop  pf  a  far« 
thing  to  the  mm  thay  would  give  an 
author  for  bis   copyright,   and,   90naa^ 
(|ueatly,  such  extension  could  not  operate 
io  the  sljghteal  degree,  aa  an  ancourago* 
moot  to  literary  meo.    From  the  evidanoa 
of  ihesa  Iwo  respa^lad   iodividoal*  ^ 
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€ODtraited  with  the  petition  presented  on 
the  subject  of  this  bill,  he  was  drawn 
to  the  ineyitable  conclusion ,  that  the 
part  of  the  bill  which  they  petitioned 
tbr^  was  not  that  which  increased  the 
term  of  copyright  from  twenty-eight  to 
forty-two  years,  and  of  the  propriety  of 
which  he  entertained  grave  doubts;  but 
those  other  parts  of  the  measure  to  which 
he  had  before  alluded,  in  regard  to  ency- 
clopedias and  the  preventing  of  piracies, 
and  particularly  of  foreign  piracies.  Those 
were  great  and  salutary  improvements, 
affecting  not  only  the  owners  of  copyright 
but  authors  themselves.  The  petition, 
indeed,  was  generally  in  favour  of  the  bill, 
but  the  part  of  the  bill  which  they  really 
approved  of,  must  needs  be  the  part  to 
which  he  had  now  adverted,  and  to  which 
he  gave  with  all  his  heart  a  ready  and 
cheerful  support.  He  had  already  adverted 
to  the  compromise  which  was  come  to 
in  1814,  touching  the  claims  of  the  uni- 
versities and  public  libraries  to  eleven 
copies.  By  the  54th  of  George  3rd, 
passed  in  that  year,  the  eleven  copies 
were,  as  the  House  knew^  reduced  in 
number  ;  but  it  was  not  merely  in 
1814,  that  an  important  change  took 
place  in  the  law  of  copyright.  The 
41  St  of  Qeorge  drd,  passed  in  the  year 
1801,  had  for  its  object  to  prevent  Irish 
piracy.  The  moment  a  popular  production 
made  its  appearance  in  England,  it  was, 
before  the  beginning  of  the  present  cen- 
tury, immediatley  printed  in  Ireland.  They 
were,  certainly,  very  incorrect  editions,  full 
of  blunders ;  and  though  no  other  blun- 
derings  might  be  found  in  that  country,  it 
must  be  acknowledged,  that  the  pirated 
editions  of  English  works  were  full  of 
blunders.  That,  however,  was  put  an  end 
to  by  the  act  of  1801 ;  that  was  a  great 
boon ;  it  was  a  great  act  of  justice  to  put 
an  end  to  Irish  piracy.  There  was  a 
further  change  in  the  year  1836 ;  the 
eleven  copies  were  reduced  to  five.  Sion 
College,  the  four  Scottish  universities,  and 
the  society  of  King's  Inns,  Dublin^  were 
no  longer  to  receive  copies  of  newly- 
published  works.  That  was  a  great  relief 
given  to  publishers  and  authors,  and  it 
was  a  relief  granted  to  them  without  de- 
manding any  compensation  on  their  part 
and  without  any  consideration  from  them« 
In  1814,  on  account  of  the  burden  of 
these  eleven  copies,  they  received  an  ex- 
tended term  of  copyright ;  but  afterwards 
when  more  than  half  that  burden  was 


removed,  no  diminution  of  the  term  look 
place.  Yet  the  transaction  was  not  ef- 
fected without  compensation  somewhere, 
for  those  six  libraries  received  compensa* 
tion  from  the  public — not  at  the  expense 
of  authors  or  publishers,  but  out  of  the 
consolidated  fund — for  the  loss  of  their 
copies,  the  burden  of  which  was,  by  that 
measure,  taken  from  the  shoulders  of  the 
publishers  and  authors.  He  had  already 
stated  he  had  grave  doubts  of  the  pro- 
priety of  extending  the  term.  He  should 
have  less  objection  to  continue  a  term  of 
seven  years  after  the  author's  death  than 
he  had  to  its  continuation  for  the  extended 
period  of  fourteen  years.  He  had  stated 
his  reasons  for  that  objection,  and  he  was 
now  about  to  ask  whether  or  not  injury 
was  likely  to  arise  to  the  public  from  thus 
extending  the  period.  He  certainly  could 
not  affect  to  say  that  he  considered  that 
question  as  free  from  doubt.  According 
to  reasonable  calculation,  it  might  be 
said  that  somewhere  about  499  out  of 
every  500  works  were  wholly  unconcerned 
in  and  unaffected  by  the  question  whether 
the  term  should  be  twenty- eight  or  forty- 
two  years.  Not  above  one  or  two  in  500 
works  survived  to  a  period  at  which  they 
could  be  affected  by  it  Then,  it  might 
be  said^  why  should  yon  legislate  with 
respect  to  the  whole  500,  for  the  sake  of 
the  one  excepted  instance — why  extend 
the  term  in  all  cases,  because  it  did 
happen,  in  some  rare  instances,  that 
the  extension  of  the  term  would  affect 
a  work  of  celebrity?  It  might,  also, 
be  asked,  on  the  other  hand,  what 
harm  could  be  done  by  so  legislating, 
because  if  499  works  out  of  every  500 
were  positively  dead  at  the  end  of  that 
period,  or  long  before,  it  did  not  signify, 
with  respect  to  them,  whether  the  mono- 
poly be  continued  or  taken  away  ?  But, 
then,  there  came  this  consideration;  many 
works  might  not  be  of  sufficient  value  to 
command  a  sale  at  the  copyright  price 
though, if  printed  and  sold  in  a  cheap  form, 
they  might  form  useful  publications.  Now, 
if  the  copyright  was  to  continue  for  forty- 
two  years,  and  a  person  desirous  of  pub- 
lishing a  cheap  edition  of  a  work  which 
had  no  sale  at  a  high  price,  was  to  go  to 
the  owner  of  the  copyright,  and  ask  per- 
mission to  do  so,  the  almost  inevitable 
answer  would  be  a  refusal,  or  the  demand 
of  such  a  consideration  as  would  leave  no 
chance  of  a  profit  on  the  undertaking.  If 
a  book  was  extremely  popular^  there  would 
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be  no  want  of  cheap  editions  even  under 
the  monopoly ;  that  he  was  ready  to  ad- 
mit, though  he  could  not  go  so  far  as  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend ,  who  said,  that 
there  would  be  cheaper  editions  under  the 
monopoly,  than  if  the  monopoly  was  done 
away  with.    He  used  the  word  *'  mono- 
poly,'' though  he  objected  to  it  as  inap- 
plicable, but  it  was  the  term  the  law  gave 
to  it,  and  all  the  leaning  s  ofthe  law,  and 
all  the  decisions  of  the  courts   treated  the 
copyright  of  a  book  as  a  monopoly.     But 
that  it  was  only  necessary  to  secure  the 
monopoly,  according  to  his  noble    and 
learned  Friend,  in  order  to  secure  the 
abundance  of  cheap   editions,  was    the 
most  extraordinary    argument,    that    he 
(Lord  Brougham)  ever  heard  adduced  in 
support  of  a  desperate  case.    The  Bible 
had  been  quoted  as  an  instance  in  sup- 
port of  the  argument;  but  the  instance 
did  not  apply,  for  in  the  publication  of 
the  Bible,  profit  was  not  the  object  kept 
in  Tiew;  extreme  correctness  was  the  main 
object.    Whole  bodies  of  the  community, 
too,  were  interested  in  the  dissemination  of 
the  sacred  Scriptures^  and  there  was  a 
material  difference  between  a  book  that 
was  or  ought  to  be  in  every  man's  hands 
—a  book,  of  which  the  readers  were  not 
counted  by  thousands,  or  by  hundreds  of 
thousands,  but  by  millions^  there  was  all 
the  iiifference  in  the  world  between  the 
rules  that  governed  such  a   book,  and 
those  which  applied  to  any  other  work, 
that  could  be  mentioned.    The  price  of 
bibles,  too,  had  fallen  exceedingly  in  Eng- 
land, ever  since  the  Scotch  monopoly  had 
ceased.     Of  ordinary  works,  the  circula- 
tion must  be  diminished,  and  the  price 
increased,  by  an  extension  of  copyright 
from  twenty-eight  to  forty-two  years,  and 
the  publication  of  a  considerable  number 
of  useful  works  at  a  cheap  rate,  would 
be  inevitably  prevented.    The  person  pos- 
sessed of  a  copyright  would  seldom  be 
disposed  to  publish  at  a  cheap  rate,  and 
publishers  had  repeatedly  been  asked  to 
allow  the  printing  of  cheap  editions  of 
books  of  which  they  held  the  copyright, 
and  had  always  refused,  or  had  required 
such  a  consideration  as  was  tantamount 
to  a  refusal,  and  that  even  when  they 
had  not  themselves  any  sale  for  the  books 
in  question,  and   would    not  themselves 
publish  cheap  editions.    The   last  point 
to  which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  adverted,  was  the  retrospective  clause. 
VOL.  LXIII.    {222} 


There  were  several  cop3rrights  now  about 
to  expire>  and  the  public,  as  the  law 
now  stood,  was  about  to  become  pos- 
sessed of  them.     As  the  law  now  stood » 
every  man  had  a  right  to  make  prepara- 
tions for  the  publication  of  those  works, 
and  to  expend  large  sums  in  making  those 
preparations  upon  the  faith  of  the  existing 
law ;  but  now,  at  the  eleventh  hour.  Par- 
liament stepped  in  and  said  fourteen  years 
shall  at  once  be  added  to  the  term  of  the 
monopoly.    Was  that  fair  ?     Was  that 
the    usage    which   Parliament   generally 
adopted  in  such  cases  }     Had  such  a  sys- 
tem ever  been  acted  upon  before  ?    That 
the  54th  of  George  4th  was  no  instance 
in  point,  he  had   already  shown.    That 
statute  was  passed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public,  and  in  consideration  of  the  burden 
imposed  upon  publishers,  an  extension  of 
copyright  was  given.     It  could  hardly, 
however,  be  called  an  extension,  since  it 
only  converted  a  contingency  into  a  cer- 
tainty.    In  the  present  instance,  it  was 
proposed  to  effect  a  change  in  the  rights 
of  the  people,  without  any  corresponding 
advantage.     It  was  proposed  to  abstract 
one  man's  rights,  and  to  give  them  to 
another — to  make  them  over  to  one  who 
had  given  no  consideration  for  them,  and 
to  take  them  from  one  who  was  in  pos- 
session of  what  Parliament  had  no  right 
to  deprive  him  of.    There  were  several 
copyrights  now  about   to  expire.    One 
copyright  was  so  near  its  end,  that  it 
would    probably    expire    the    day    after 
this  bill  became  law.     Suppose  a  man 
had  expended   600/.  or   800/.,  and  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  could  show  that  as  much 
as  5,000/.  had  been  expended  in  the  expect- 
ation of  the  expiration  of  copyrights.    A 
man  was  perfectly  justified  in  making  such 
preparations,  and  might  already  have  filled 
his  warehouses  with  the  intended  publica* 
tions.    He  (Lord  Brougham)  knew  that 
to  a  certain  degree  the  fact  was  as  he 
stated,  but  the  bare  possibility  ought  to 
deter  their  Lordships  from  taking  the  pro* 
posed  course.    The  law  had  encouraged 
men  to  enter  upon  certain  speculations, 
had  encouraged  them  to  invest  their  ca- 
pital in  those  speculations,  and  was  it  for 
their  Lordships  to  step  in  and  ruin  those 
men  by  a  sudden  change  of  the  law  ?  Was 
the  House  prepared  to  tell  such  publish-* 
ers,  that  they  had  reckoned  without  their 
host,  and  that  it  was  all  their  own  fault  ? 
He  could  not  allow  himself  ;o  b^liAT^ 
2D 


"oJSt(^^^^^ 


S03 


CopifHghL 


{LORDS} 


CopifTight. 


804 


Parliament  would  bold  such  lanfipiage  to 
parties  so  circumstanced.  He  knew  he 
might  be  told,  that  there  were  four  or  five 
illustrious  men,  great  poets,  still  living, 
whose  works  had  been  for  many  years 
before  the  public,  to  the  copyright  of 
which  continued  protection  ought  to  be 
extended,  and  who  would  derive  great  ad- 
vantage from  the  present  bill.  Without 
admitting  the  argument,  he  could  not 
abstain  from  expressing  his  admiration 
of  their  genius,  and  his  gratitude  for 
the  benefits  they  had  conferred  upon 
mankind.  For  their  sakes  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  wished  that  instead  of  this  il- 
legitimate advantage,  it  were  in  his  power 
to  give  them  a  more  lawful  protection ;  it 
gave  him  pain  to  say  anything  that  looked 
like  grudging  them  any  portion  of  the  be« 
Befit  that  this  bill  would  give  them ;  he 
looked  on  those  poets  not  merely  as 
authors  of  works  which  amused,  and  de- 
lighted the  imagination,  as  promoters  of 
the  innocent  indulgencies  of  life,  but 
rather  as  the  great  encouragers  of  the  vir. 
tuea,  and  the  guides  of  the  best  feelings 
of  the  human  heart ;  they  were  worthy  of 
all  acceptation ;  he  only  abstained  from 
naming  them,  lest  it  should  seem,  that 
daizled  by  the  lustre  of  the  present  day, 
he  was  blind  to  the  glories  that  had  passed 
away.  These  are  among  the  greatest  of 
our  race,— >the  pii  vatet  tt  Phtxho  digna 
locutif — to  them  be  offered  all  honour, 
their  just  due.  But  there  are  other 
benefactors,  and  how  do  we  treat  them  ? 
Men  whose  services  to  their  country  and 
their  kind,  cannot  well  be  overrated,  and 
never  can  be  repaid  —  the  masters  of 
science  and  of  science  made  practically 
Qseful-*- 

''  Inventas  aut  qui  vitam  excolaere  per  artes  ;*' 

those  who  have  both  adorned  human  life, 
and  made  ft  yield  that  rich  harvest  of 
all  that  exalts  our  nature,  and  all  that  is 
valuable  to  our  use,  which  meets  the  eye 
whithersoever  it  points.  Turn  for  a 
moment  from  the  great  master  of  song, 
him  who  passed  the  bounds  of  time  and 
BpB,CB '^flammurUia  tiuniia  tRtifHft  — to- 
wards him  who  has  enabled  us  to  over- 
leap the  obstacles  which  time  and  space 
interpose  to  our  promts,  increasing  our 
'  power  far  more  than  if  cubits  had  been 
added  to  our  stature,  stemming  the  tides, 
scorning  the  currents,  if  not  chaining  the 
winds  yet  defying  their  changes,  trans- 


porting as  by  magic  the  most  fleeting 
products  of  distant  plains  to  the  heart  o( 
crowded  cities — approaching  the  inner- 
most recesses  of  a  vast  continent  to  its 
coasts,  and  making  it  no  longer  a  mere 
figure  of  speech,  but  almost  a  literal  fact, 
that  the  stroke  of  the  axe  which  for  the 
first  time  breaks  the  silence  of  the  Indian 
forest  is  echoed  by  the  anvils  it  makes  to 
ring,  and  the  shuttles  it  sets  in  motion 
all  over  the  crowded  surfiace  of  Warwick, 
and  Lancaster,  and  York.  These  every 
day  miracles  of  human  skill  and  power, 
how  were  they  first  wrought  and  how 
rewarded?  It  was  not  chance — not  a 
happy  thought  successfully  pursued — but 
the  long-continued  effort  of  original 
genius,  profound  science,  unwearied  in- 
dustry, perseverance  which  no  difiicultiet, 
no  disappointments  could  subdue  or  relax, 
crowned  with  triumphant  and  deserved 
success,  that  enabled  him  to  effect  the 
greatest  moral  revolution  to  which  our 
globe  has  been  subject  since  the  invention 
of  printing.  But  how  have  such  men 
been  rewarded?  Honours  they  achieve 
for  themselves.  They  gain  an  imperiah. 
able  renown,  the  lustre  of  which  the  smiles 
of  a  prince  can  no  more  brighten  than 
his  frowns  can  dim,  — honours  which  a 
court  could  no  more  confer  than  it  conU 
improve  their  inventiona.  But  how  are 
they  recompensed?  What  reward  bad 
the  country  given  to  such  men  ?  To 
Newcomen  and  Worcester,  and  greatest 
of  them  all,  to  Watt  ?  What  reward 
did  the  law  as  it  now  stood,  hold  out  for 
the  encouragement  of  such  inventors;  and 
no  one  thought,  no  one  dreamt,  no  one 
dared  to  alter  that  law.  Even  their  ho- 
nours were  all  of  their  own  achievement. 
In  one  instance,  that  of  Watt,  by  a  rare 
union  of  the  sovereign  and  of  the  prin- 
cipal Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  statue  was  erected,  and  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  could  never  be  sofiiciently 
grateful  to  those  who  on  that  oceasion 
had  deputed  him  to  give  expiesaion  In 
their  feelings  upon  the  marble  which 
the  genius  of  Chantry  had  aoAened  into 
life.  But  no  honours  were  decreed  Co 
others  whose  claims  ought  not  to  have 
been  disregarded.  Their  dust  had  been 
allowed  to  mingle  with  the  ashes  of  fa- 
mous men ;  but  less  illuatrioua  tbaa 
themselves,  the  kings  who  had  ruled, 
the  warriors  who  bad  defended,  and 
the   statesmen   who  bad  goven»ed    the 
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Mftlm.  But  what  reward  had  theae  men 
received  in  their  lifetime — and  reward' 
was  the  qaestioa  now  under  consider- , 
ation  ?  The  House  was  eogaged  upon 
the  matter  of  profit  and  loss.  They  were  ! 
about  to  make  literary  men  indepen- 
dent  in  their  worldly  circumstances.  But 
being  concerned  in  that  task  could  he 
shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  were  it  not 
fer  that  wonderful  machine,  to  the  in- 
ventors of  which  he  had  just  been  render- 
ing homage,  the  property  of  literary  men 
tbemseWes  would  not  be  of  the  value 
which  it  was  acknowledged  to  possess — 
that  wonderful  engine  which  had  effected 
an  almost  physical  revolution  in  the 
world?  And  yet  fourteen  years'  patent 
right  was  all  the  benefit  which  their 
aotbors  derived  from  tliese  great  dis- 
ooveries— discoveries  which  were  hardly 
surpassed  b^  that  of  printing  iuelf,  in- 
ventions which  rivalled  that  of  Qottem- 
befg,  of  Faust,  or  of  Schoeffer.  Nay,  if 
they,  as  well  as  Watt,  were  now  for  the 
first  time  to  unfold  their  divine  ait,  four- 
teen years  of  patent  right  would  be  the 
ntmoet  extent  of  their  protection.  Moved 
by  these  considerations,  he  had  some 
years  ago,  with  the  utmost  diffidence, 
proposed  to  Parliament  a  law  extending 
tho  period,  and  vesting  in  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  a  dis- 
cretioogry  power  to  enlarge  the  protec 
tion  of  psttenl  right  according  to  cir- 
cmnatances,  provided  a  case  wem  made 
ont  to  satisfy  them  as  judges.  But  the 
bill  now  before  their  Lordships  was  a  very 
diieieot  sort  of  oseasore  from  that  which 
he  bad  proposed  for  the  benefit  of  inven- 
tors. He  proposed  n  discretionary  ex- 
tension of  seven  years  beyond  the  original 
fourteen,  bnt  the  bill  now  before  their  Lord- 
skips  vras  not  an  extension  from  fourteen 
years  to  twenty-one,  hot  an  extension 
from  twenty-eight  to  forty-two  years,  and 
to  seven  years  after  the  forty-two,  pro- 
vided the  author  lived  so  long.  At  all 
•veota,  he  would  say^  let  there  be  some 
sort  of  equality  between  men  of  science 
and  men  of  letters.  He  would  say,  let 
the  rights  of  the  two  classes  be  equal,  al- 
tkongh  he  might  not  be  prepared  to  main- 
tain that  there  ought  to  be  a  general 
patent  right  for  a  term  so  long  as  forty- 
Iwo  years.  He  must  apologtze  for  having 
atated  these  opinions,  which,  he  much 
foared,  ran  counter  to  the  sentiments  of 
I  whom  be  then  addressed.   Many  had 
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been  led  away  by  a  generous  and  natural 
and  praiseworthy  feeling ;  they  had  leaned 
to  the  side  towards  which  they  must  all 
wish  to  lean,  and  towards  which  all  their 
prejudices  and  partialities  must  naturally 
bear  them.  They  had,  however,  listened 
too  much  to  those  feelings,  and  had  at- 
tended but  too  little  to  the  strict  duties  of 
their  legislative  office. 

Lord  Ly Helton  said,  he  should  have 
preferred  a  bill  on  the  basis  of  the  present 
bill  as  it  was  first  introduced  into  the  House 
of  Commons,  though  he  thought  the  term 
now  proposed  was  too  short,  as  he  also 
thought  the  term  proposed  by  the  eloquent 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  first  brought 
forward  the  measure  too  long.  He  cer- 
tainly thought  that  the  argument  of  copy- 
right being  an  absolute  right  was  not  a 
question  to  be  easily  considered  in  the 
abstract.  Mr.  M'Culloch,  in  his  article 
on  this  subject,  spoke  of  the  inconve- 
nience  of  that  absolute  right,  and  he  did 
not  know  that  amongst  those  who  were 
for  a  limited  term  of  copyright,  that  that 
question  had  been  met  except  by  Mr. 
Justice  Blackstone,  who  said  only  a  few 
words  on  the  subject.  That  learned  com- 
mentator seemed  to  consider  the  right  of 
property  in  books  as  something  so  subtile 
and  unsubstantial,  that  it  could  not  be 
dealt  with  as  other  kinds  of  property.  Mr. 
Serjeant  Talfourd  seemed  to  say,  that  a 
book  was  as  much  property  as  land,  or 
any  other  kind  of  property.  But  the  only 
way  in  which  the  argument  was  met,  was 
by  the  opinion  come  to  upon  that  other 
class  of  property  which  seemed  to  him 
more  nearly  in  analogy  to  this  subject, 
and  one  which  he  would  wish  to  see  sup- 
ported if  this  perpetual  copyright  comes  to 
be  dealt  with,  and  that  was  the  analogy  to 
common  patent  rights.  Heentirely  agreed 
with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  his  po- 
sition on  that  point.  He  could  not  see 
any  difference  of  principle  between  the 
two  in  kind.  He  could  not  see  in  what 
way  the  inventor  of  a  discovery  had  not 
the  same  interest  in  it  as  the  composer  of 
a  book  ,  and  authors  who  had  supported 
that  principle  had  somewhat  omitted  to 
deal  with  that  analogy  of  patent  rights. 
Mr.  Christie,  in  his  pamphlet,  omitted  it 
altogether.  In  one  of  the  speedies  of 
Mr.  Serjeant  Talfourd  on  this  subject, 
that  learned  Gentleman,  in  the  first  place, 
merely  argued  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  deal  in  the  same  way  with  J^ienta  as 
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inrith  copyrights — his  words  were,  that  it 
would  be  highly  inconvenient— but  the 
learned  Gentlemen  further  said,  the  fal- 
lacy consisted  in  this,  that  while  there  was 
a  patent  of  fourteen  years  for  the  benefit 
of  a  discovery,  the  copyright  was  not  the 
same,  for  when  it  was  published,  it  was 
free  for  ever.  Now,  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  a  patent  for  a  discovery  could 
be  said  to  secure  the  entire  benefit  to  the 
inventor,  while  the  copyright  did  not. 
The  former  did  not  secure  the  entire  be. 
nefit,  for  improvements  might  be  learnt 
from  it,  which  would  depreciate  its  value. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  see  the  difference 
in  kind.  In  the  debates  in  Parliament  on 
this  subject,  he  did  not  know  that  any 
person  had  touched  upon  this  argument. 
His  noble  Friend,  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  said  he  should  like  to 
know  where  the  analogy  was  between  the 
two  ;  but  in  his  opinion,  the  argument 
ought  to  have  been  to  show  where  the 
analogy  was  not.  The  difference  of  de- 
gree seemed  to  be  perfectly  obvious,  and 
one  single  argument  was  sufficient  for  the 
purpose, — namely,  that  in  most  cases,  the 
benefit  of  merbanical  discoveries  would 
almost  certainly  be  immediately  found, 
whilst  in— he  would  not  say  many — but 
▼ery  important  cases,  the  value  of  a  book 
was  not  discovered  for  many  years  after- 
wards. He  would  only  add,  that  there 
were  cases  in  which  great  hardship  and 
injustice  lay  on  authors  at  the  present 
time,  and  he  was  satisfied,  that  a  consi- 
derable prolongation  was  desirable ;  but 
he  was  not  altogether  contented  with  the 
present  bill.  Upon  these  grounds,  how- 
ever, he  should  vote  for  the  main  provi- 
sions of  it. 

The  Bishop  of  London  said,  that  one  or 
two  of  the  arguments  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  appeared  to  him  to 
be  fallacious.  With  respect  to  one  he 
most  candidly  acknowledged  that  it  had 
produced  some  effect  on  his  own  mind, 
and  that  he  was  somewliat  perplexed  to 
know  how  it  could  be  answered.  The  first 
point  was  with  respect  to  the  analogy  that 
was  conceived  to  exisi  between  the  patent 
right  of  inventions  and  the  copyright  of 
literary  works.  At  first,  he  must  admit, 
that  he  was  somewhat  staggered,  but  on 
a  little  consideration,  he  saw  the  difference 
between  them  in  its  true  light.  The  period 
for  which  a  person  who  took  out  a  patent, 
secured  to  himself  the  undivided  sale  of 
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the  invention  for  fourteen  years,  he  con* 
ceived  to  be  fixed  on  this  ground— that 
that  invention  related  to  the  ordinary  uie 
of  human  life,  and  that  whatever  related 
to  the  ordinary  use  of  human  life,  if  it 
would  answer  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended,  was  sure  to  find  such  saccess 
that  in  less  than  fourteen  years  the  in- 
ventor would  be  amply  remunerated.  In 
some  cases,  however,  an  extension  had 
been  applied  for.  Sir  R.  Arkwright  went 
to  Parliament  for  an  extension  of  the  term 
of  fourteen  years,  and  in  consideration  of 
the  circumstances  it  was  granted,  but  long 
before  the  expiration  of  that  time,  be 
was  amply  remunerated.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  when  he  adverted  to  the 
case  of  the  steam-engine,  the  effects  of 
which  he  had  enlarged  upon  with  such 
glowing  eulogism,  said,  that  the  term  of 
fourteen  years  after  such  invention  was 
completed,  would  be  sufficient.  But  it 
was  not  so  with  respect  to  the  productions 
of  the  intellectual  world,  for  such  was  the 
constitution  of  the  human  mind,  that  it 
was  eager  to  grasp  at  those  things  which 
related  to  the  ordinary  comforts  of  life, 
but  was  slow  to  comprehend  those  which 
related  to  intellectual  improvement.  It 
frequently  happened,  that  the  deepest 
philosophy  was  clothed  in  the  beaaties 
of  poetry,  and  the  very  circumstance  of 
the  attention  of  mind  that  was  requisite  to 
pierce  through  the  apparent  gloom  which 
overhung  those  beauties,  was  one  of  the 
reasons  which  prevented  the  due  apprecia- 
tion of  the  author.  The  effort  must  be, 
that  of  an  educated  mind,  and  years  might 
elapse  before  the  public  mind  became 
alive  to  the  intrinsic  merits  of  such  works. 
There  was  one  such  poet  to  whom  he 
would  not  allude  further  ;  but  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would  recollect  other 
instances.  A  quarter  of  a  century  might 
pass  away  before  the  productions  of  such 
persons  might  be  duly  appreciated.  Now, 
then,  he  came  to  another  argument  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  an  argument 
which  he  founded  on  the  facts,  that  cer- 
tain parties  having  already  invested  ca- 
pital for  the  printing  of  new  editions  of 
works,  the  copyright  of  which  was  about 
to  expire.  But  it  was  that  very  time  that 
persons  had  expended  2,000/.  or  3,000/. 
for  such  purpose  that  afforded  a  proof  of 
the  necessity  of  interposing  some  protec- 
tion to  authors.  It  might  often  happen, 
that  the  real  value  of  a  work  was  denied 
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al  first,  and  that  it  was  not  until  the  copy- 
right was  aboQt  to  expire  that  its  value 
was  appreciated  ;  and  how  hard  it  was, 
that  then  the  publisher  should  step  in, 
when  the  work  was  becoming  valuable  to 
the  author,  or  his  heirs  and  executors,  and 
take  away  the  profits  it  produced.  This 
led  him  to  touch  upon  what  he  considered 
the  fallacy  of  another  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  arguments,  with  respect  to 
the  great  difference  between  the  present 
copyright  of  twenty-eight  years,  and  one 
extending  to  forty-two  years.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  argued,  as  though  the 
work  that  was  now  worth  lOOZ.,  would  be 
worth  no  more  twenty  years  hence— as 
though  the  value  was  always  the  same. 
But  the  essence  of  the  argument  was,  that 
the  value  of  standard  works  was  slow  to 
be  appreciated,  and  that  the  time  when 
it  was  appreciated,  was  the  time  when 
protection  was  required  by  the  author. 
Would  not  the  publisher,  who  was  now 
disposed  to  purchase  the  copyright  of 
twenty«eight  years,  be  more  pleased  after 
the  lapse  of  some  years,  when  the  work 
began  to  return  a  profit,  to  possess  it  for  a 
longer  than  a  shorter  period  ?  With  re- 
spect to  cheap  works  that  were  published, 
and  which  contained  a  great  deal  of  what 
was  useless,  or  worse  than  useless,  he 
would  leave  them  to  their  fate  ;  if  they 
contained  anything  useful,  their  value 
would  be  properly  appreciated,  but  it  was 
with  respect  to  works  of  a  deeper  cha- 
racter, that  he  was  anxious  to  protect 
authors.  It  was  with  respect  to  these 
works,  the  merits  of  which  gradually  stole 
upon  the  public  mind,  and  arose,  as  it 
were  from  the  clouds  of  ignorance  that  en- 
veloped them  to  shine  in  their  meridian 
splendour,  so  that  at  last,  perhaps,  an  au- 
thor might  see  his  merits  recognised  by  a 
reluctant  public,  and  find  himself  in  the 
enjoyment  of  that  compensation  of  which 
he  had  been  at  first  deprived.  Unless  their 
Lordships  passed  some  such  measure  as 
this,  an  author  would  have  no  security  to 
enjoy  in  his  own  person,  or  that  his  family 
would  enjoy  after  him,  that  compensation, 
and  he  would  be  driven  to  the  hasty  com- 
pilation of  inferior  works  or  reviews,  which 
would  produce  a  speedy  return  of  money, 
whilst  the  return  in  reputation  would  be 
little  or  nothing.  It  mattered  little 
whether  the  term  was  for  fourteen  or 
twenty-eight  years,  but  it  was  for  those 
authors  whose  works  were,  as  the  noble 
and  learned  >Lord  saidi  the  benefactors 


of  mankind,  that  this  measure  was  sought, 
and  which  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
agree  to. 

Lord  Cottenham  thought  this  question 
ought  to  be  discussed,  like  all  other  ques- 
tions, simply  with  respect  to  the  public 
interest  The  rights  of  authors  hao,  for 
more  than  a  century,  been  protected ;  but 
the  interests  of  the  public,  which  comprised 
the  interests  of  literature,  and  in  that 
the  interests  of  authors,  was  undoubtedly 
a  subject  that  ought  to  occupy  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  before  they  came  to  a  deci- 
sion on  the  present  bill.  He  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  addition  of  fourteen 
years  to  twenty-ei^ht  would  materially 
increase  the  pecuniary  emoluments  of  the 
author.  As  the  author,  however,  ima- 
gined that  his  interest  was  deeply  con- 
cerned in  this  measure  he  was  willing  to 
concede  to  his  wishes,  feeling  convinced 
that  the  interest  of  the  author  and  the 
interest  of  the  public  were  closely  con- 
nected. In  considering  this  bill  they  were 
bound  not  only  to  look  at  the  principle 
upon  which  it  was  based,  but  also  to  exa- 
mine the  different  clauses  of  which  it  was 
composed.  He  would  direct  their  Lord- 
ships* attention  for  a  few  moments  to  the 
4th  clause,  which  proposed  to  extend  the 
term  of  copyright  to  works  published  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  act.  He  thought  this 
clause  would  operate  most  injuriously  to 
the  public.  Previous  acts  of  Parliament 
had  prescribed  what  the  authors,  as  well 
as  the  public,  were  entitled  to.  Works 
were  written  and  published  with  a  full 
knowledge  of  the  law  relating  to  copyright. 
The  author  certainly  could  not  complain 
of  being  treated  unfairly;  but  by  the  4tb 
clause  it  was  proposed  to  take  away  from 
the  public  an  interest  in  which  they  had  a 
legal  right,  and  it  gave  the  author  an  ex- 
tended term  of  copyright  in  books  pub- 
lished before  this  act  was  proposed  for  the 
adoption  of  Parliament.  He  hoped  their 
I/Ordshipe  would  see  the  necessity  of  alter- 
ing this  clause.  He  did  not  see  the  justice 
of  deviation  from  an  act  of  Parliament  a 
century  old,  the  principle  of  which  had  for 
so  many  years  been  recognised  and  acted 
upon.  He  would  refer  their  Lordships  to 
another  clause  in  the  bill  which  had  a  rela. 
tion  to  pirated  copies  of  English  works.  If 
any  work  in  which  there  existed  a  copy- 
right in  this  country  should  be  printed 
abroad,  and  afterwaras  exposed  for  sale 
here  —  it  was  immaterial  when  it  was 
printed  in  this  countrv— if  any  such  work 
was  found  in  a  bookseller's  shop,  what  was 
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the  penalty  ?  He  was  sure  their  Lord- 
ships who  had  Dot  read  the  clause  would  be 
astonished  to  hear  the  striogent  nature  of 
the  peoahy.  Supposing  an  edition  of 
Shakspeare  published  in  New  York,  and 
afterwards  found  in  any  bookseller's  shop  in 
this  country,  what  course  was  to  be  pur- 
sued ?  An  exciseman  was  allowed  to  enter 
the  shop  and  destroy  the  work,  for  doing  of 
which  he  was  to  be  rewarded  with  5/. 
First,  he  was  at  liberty  to  destroy  the 
work,  and  then  was  to  receiFO  5/.  for  his 
trouble.  This  clause  was  in  a  bill  which 
was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  protect- 
ing the  copyright  of  works  ?  He  would 
direct  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to 
the  25th  clause.  He  thought  their  Lord- 
ships were  personally  interested  in  the 
clause  to  which  he  was  about  to  refer.  It 
related  to  the  penalty  to  be  enforced  in 
case  any  English  work  printed  abroad 
should  be  found  in  the  possession  of  any 
person  in  this  country.  Should  any  of 
their  Lordships  have  any  such  work  in  his 
library,  application  might  be  made  to  a 
justice  of  the  peace,  and  any  Member  of 
their  Lordship's  House  was  liable  to  be 
summoned  before  them.  On  its  being 
proved  that  the  book  was  entered  upon  the 
registry,  the  justice  of  the  peace  was  em- 
powered to  issue  a  warrant  for  the  seizure 
of  such  copies,  and  they  then  ceased  to  be 
the  properly  of  the  owner,  and  became  the 
property  of  the  registered  copyright 
owner,  who  after  all,  might  not  nave  a 
claim  to  it.  He  trusted  that  this  clause 
would  not  be  allowed  to  remaim  He  was 
prepared  to  give  his  sanction  to  the  gene- 
ral principle  of  the  bill,  but  he  hoped  that 
before  it  was  allowed  to  pass,  it  would 
underffo  material  alterations. 

Lora  Campbell  said,  that  their  Lord- 
ships should  recollect,  that  they  were  now 
only  discussing  the  principle,  and  not  the 
details  of  the  bill ;  and  to  that  principle, 
he  was  prepared  to  give  his  cordial  ooncur- 
rence.  Notwithstanding  the  eloquent 
speech  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham)  he  had  not  heard  any 
answer  given  to  what  bad  been  urged  in 
support  of  this  measure  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack.  What 
he  regarded  as  the  principle  of  this  bill 
was,  the  extension  to  authors  of  the  term 
of  their  copyright,  and,  above  all,  giving 
to  their  families  a  period  after  their  death, 
during  which  they  might  reap  the  reward 
of  the  genius  and  the  labours  of  those 
whom  they  had  lost.  It  was  his  belief, 
that  the  author  had  a  dear  right  to  the 


copyright  of  the  works  he  wrote.  That 
was  undeniable  \  it  was  a  principle  which 
ought  to  be  kept  in  view  in  legislating  on 
the  subject.  It  appeared  to  him,  after 
having  given  the  subject  a  good  deal  of 
consideration,  that,  independently  of  any 
act  of  Parliament,  the  author  haa  a  natu- 
ral and  equitable  right  in  the  productions 
of  his  intellect.  He  admitted,  that  a  per- 
petuity of  coppight  would  be  a  monopoly, 
but,  when  legislating  on  the  subject,  what 
they  had  to  consider,  was  to  what  extent 
could  they  allow  the  property  of  an  author 
in  his  works  to  be  continued,  without  pre- 
judice to  the  public'  All  other  nations 
had  given  a  longer  term  of  copyright  to 
authors  than  that  proposed  by  this  bill. 
We  were  pre-eminent  in  literature  and 
science,  but  we  were  not  pre-eminent 
above  France  and  Germany,  in  our  know- 
ledge of  what  was  the  proper  encourage- 
ment which  it  was  wise  to  allow  to  authors 
and  those  whose  labours  were  beneficial  to 
mankind.  Looking  to  the  legislation  that 
had  taken  place  on  this  subject,  they  had 
gone  on  extending  the  term  of  copyright 
from  time  to  time,  and  this  measure  pro- 
posed a  still  further  extension.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary,  as  a  protection  to  the 
ikmilies  of  authors,  that  tne  existing  term 
of  copyright  should  be  somewhat  farther 
eztenaed.  An  additional  term  of  seven 
years  was  all  that  was  asked,  and  he  cer- 
tainly thought  that  a  most  moderate  de- 
mand. He  did  not  think  this  could  be 
considered  a  measure  of  favour  or  indol. 
gence,  but  a  measure  of  justice  to  authon. 
Many  of  those  distinguished  men  who  had 
been  alluded  to— Wordsworth,  and  Camp- 
bell, and  other  illustrious  meti<— who  were 
the  ornament  of  their  times,  were  relieved 
by  the  present  law  to  a  certain  extent,  but 
why  not  give  them  the  full  benefit  of  the 
measure  now  proposed  ?  It  was  pretty 
well  known,  that  bookselleiv  would  specu* 
late  on  the  termination  of  the  oopynghta 
of  these  men,  and  he  was  sure,  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  execrate 
any  such  specuhtion  asthat>  and  would  do 
nothing  to  encourage  it.  He  believed^ 
that  the  copyright  of  some  of  the  works 
of  the  great  author  of  the  Waverley  novels 
was  about  to  terminate,  and,  without  the 
assistance  of  this  bill,  it  was  doubtful 
whether  the  desoeodants  of  that  illustrious 
man  could  continue  to  inhabit  Abbotsford 
— that  abode  which  had  been  created  and 
consecrated  by  his  genius.  However»  if 
this  bill  passed,  as  he  trusted  it  would« 
there  was  every  reason  to  expect,  that  they 
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would  cootinue  to  reside  on  that  spot 
which  the  great  author  had  adorned*  and 
he  trusted,  they  and  their  descendants 
would  continue  to  do  so  for  many  genera- 
tions. The  great  principle  of  this  bill 
wouldt  he  trusted*  meet  with  the  sanction 
of  their  Lordships*  and  he  was  glad  that 
this  controversy  had  been  at  length  brought 
to  an  end<  The  public  were  greatly  in- 
debted to  the  nobl^  Lord  who  had  intro* 
duced  this  bill  into  the  other  House  of 
Parliament*  and  still  more  to  his  learned 
Friend*  Mr.  Sergeant  Talfourd*  who  had 
first  introduced  the  subject  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliainentt  and  who,  Session 
after  Session*  against  so  many  difficulties 
and  so  much  discouragement,  had  perse- 
Tered  in  pressing  forward  this  question« 
To  him*  the  authors  of  this  country*  as 
well  as  the  public*  would  be  indebted  for 
the  improvement  in  the  law  of  copyright* 
which  was*  he  trusted*  now  about  to  uke 
place,  and  the  consciousness  of  the  result 
of  his  labours  would  be  to  his  learned 
Friend*  a  more  glorious  reward  than  the 
attainment  of  professional  honours*  or  of 
any  other  of  the  objects  of  a  less  elevated 
ambition. 

Bill  then  went  through  committee. 

House  resumed.— Report  to  be  received. 

Adjourned  at  ten  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS* 

Thufiday,  May  26*  1842. 
Ilurmt.1    ntLU.     Pkhuc^V'   HewtantuSUaiAi  tltm 


T-   Wltniiw  ladaamity. 
Prkmii^l*'  Oafx^  Natutalladon. 

Reptrtedf^Um/ktft  HulMtMiga  «id  BlMSptoo  ROidt 
Binnli«faan  aid  Liwpool  Jvattixm  Canal  (Nd.  9)  i 
Aoifeoii  Harbour  (Na  3);  Toxteth  l^k  Paving,  and 
BmmgBt  Dundalk  and  fiattnbrldge  Road ;  Camlnutftqg 
•Bd  MiiltkMi  RMrfat  Okgg^  Divorce. 
9"'  andpaiMd:— TynaFUMriast  HotyweU  Roali* 
^amioiii  PsMBNTao.  By  Mr.  O^ouneU,  tnm  RomaB 
CiSllOlMitif  Staflbrd,  and  Coveotiv,  for  Bquallty  «i  avO 
RlgHts^-i^  Mb  OiU*  and  UnA  Hoivtek,  ftom  Bwm. 
pott,  Plymoath,  and  Sanderland,  i^iainat  Reduetkm  of 
die  Duty  on  Fonlfn  Rope  and  Caxdag^.^-Bf  Mr.  CCod- 
Ben,  tnm  DuSan,  for  Repeal  of  Cbe  Conk-]awi.-.By  Mr. 
WaOMT,  tnm  AUandm  at  Bury*  for  tlie  Raped  of  the 
Duty  on  ttieir  CertUleatei.— By  Mr.  Makiniion,  ftom 
Britbh  ReiideBtt  at  Brugei.  a&d  other  perti  of  Belgium, 
fof  pladiw  the  Pottege  and  Coramunieation  on  the  leme 
footkig  at  tbat  of  rmee^-^y  Mr.  T.  Dunoecnto,  Oram 
Sndburyi  a&d  BalMngdoa.  for  a  meaeuxe  to  pievcot  Bri- 
bery, Cocrdon,  and  IntimidatioD  at  the  Gleetioni  for  that 
BtNMeb.— By  Mr.  Plvnnplte,  ftom  Malpot,  Iillngtoa, 
■eBScld,  Cdlon,  Lenrinftdii,  W*ttan*  OorMli,  BxIob, 
St  Rnoekt,  St.  aeoige*!,  Benton,  Tewkeibury,  and 
oOlet  plaeM,  for  the  Prevention  of  Railway  Travelling 
Ml  the  SabbSlht  and  torn  PeMhmn,  tat  the  Caeluilao 
of  ReoMn  rtholtoifleM  ParSaaiittU— Vtom  Chnkilty, 
iVdMt  fhe  Fiaheriei  (Ireland)  BlOt  and  from  Rihnurry, 
nd  Gtfbsvei,  In  flivonr  of  flie  aatne.— By  Mf.  Fentnd, 
flBBS  a*  KeigUty*  Otodey*  DtifMMfy*  as 


Uniooi.  for  the  Alteration  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Aet— From  Ckmbio&ey,  RUleevan,  and  Clonet,  for  Alter- 
ation of  the  pnient  System  of  Edudation  ilitiand).— 
From  Irvine,  egainit  Altesation  of  the  Timber  Duties. — 
From  South  Petherton,  Nantwich,  Fowey,  Manton 
TniMell,  Great  Chesterfield,  WIgan,  Leicester,  end  other 
plboes,  agiinst  any  forther  Grant  to  Maynooth  CoUeg*.— 
From  the  Bakers  of  Newry,  for  the  Regulation  of  their 
Working  Hours.— By  Viscount  Duncan,  ttam  Bath,  and 
Rildare,  for  meesures  to  prevent  Bribery  at  Elections.— 
From  Plymouth,  against  the  Poor-hiw  Aroendmsnt  BUI. 
•^By  Mr.  O'ConneU,  fhm  St.  Helen's  (Lancashire),  for 
the  Repeal  of  the  Union  (lre]and).--From  Ayr,  against 
the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  fiooti,  Shoes,  and  Lea- 
ther.—From  Captain  Manby,  for  oonsidecation  of  his 
Pkn  for  saving  the  Loss  of  Lives  and  Property  by  Ship- 
wreck.—From  the  Chaixtnan  of  the  Glasgow  Church  De- 
ftnee  and  Anti-Patronage  Electoral  Association^  for  the 
Abolition  of  Churoh  Patronage  (Scotland).— From  Chas. 
Bradley,  praying  that  the  present  Parliament  may  be 
Dissolved,  and  a  new  one  elicfted  aooording  to  the  CoAsti- 
tutkm.— From  Richard  M*Cormick,  for  Inquiry  into 
alleged  Abosei  In  the  Army. 

Nrwfoi;ndlani>  aud  New  South 
Walks.]  Lord  Stanley,  as  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  Qovernment  would  not  in- 
terpose any  business  to  prevent  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  matters  of  the  Ipswich 
and  Southampton  election  petitions*  al- 
though they  were  not  matters  of  privilege* 
wished  to  state  that  he  had  two  notices 
on  the  paper  for  leave  to  bring  in  two 
bills*  to  make  further  provision  for  the  go- 
vernment of  New  South  Wales  and  New- 
foundland ;  and  he  trusted  that*  as  these 
were  matters  of  importance,  he  would  be 
allowed  to  bring  them  on  at  a  later  period 
of  the  evening. 

Mr.  (yConnetl  hoped*  that  full  oppor- 
tunity would  be  given  to  the  people  of 
Newfoundland  to  know  the  nature  of  the 
noble  Lord's  measure*  and  to  state  their 
views. 

Lord  Sfaniiy  said,  that  in  point  of  fact* 
the  constitution  of  Newfoundland  was 
now  suspended*  and  it  was  necessary  to 
carry  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  Government 
there 

Controverted  Elections.]  Mr, 
(yConnell  asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  a 
question  relative  to  the  act  for  the  trial  of 
controverted  elections*  That  act  would 
expire  at  the  end  of  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament*  and  he  would  ask  whether 
it  was  io  the  contemplation  of  her  Majes* 
ty's  Government  to  bring  in  a  bill  during 
the  present  Session  to  continue  it  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  replied*  that  it  was  assuredly 
bis  ioteDtion  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  continue 
the  present  act  for  a  certain  time  longer* 
and  when  he  saw  the  number  of  com- 
promises* alleged  to  have  taken  place*  it 
certainly  gave  him  the  impression  that 
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there  was  a  more  searching  inquiry  insti- 
tated  under  the  new,  than  under  the  old 
act.  He  hoped  that  the  House  would 
never  consent  to  part  with  its  jurisdiction 
in  election  matters.  Whether  it  would 
be  right  to  make  any  modification  in  the 
existing  act  he  would  not  now  state ;  but 
it  was  his  intention,  by  renewing  the 
act,  to  ask  the  House  whether  they  would 
retain  the  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  O'Connell  would  say,  that  whatever 
change  might  be  made,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  trial  of  controverted  elections 
could  be  in  worse  hands  than  in  those  of 
Members  of  that  House. 

Prosecutions     for    Bribery.]      Mr. 
Williams  Wynn  was  glad  that  the  House 
thought  that  the  issuing  of  two  writs  for 
the  two  places  whose  representation  was 
now  vacant  ought  to  have  precedence^  and 
preference  over  any  other  business,  inas- 
much as  it  was  amongst  the  first  duties  of 
the  House  to  decide  upon  them.     He  was 
glad  also  that,  in  consequence  of  the  sug- 
gestions made  by  an  hon.  Member  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  he  was  able  to 
make  a  proposal  to  the  House  which  would 
apply  to  two  cases  affecting  opposite  sides 
of  the  House,  so  that  it  could  not  be 
thought  that  what  he  proposed  was  in  the 
slightest  degree  connected  with  political 
feeling,  or  that  be  wished  to  give  any  ad- 
vantage to  one  side  or  the  other.     All 
parties  were    equally    concerned  in  this 
matter,  and  it  was  equally  the  duty  of  all 
to  use  every  means  in  their  power  to  enforce 
the  law  already  enacted,  or  if  their  was  any 
deficiency  in  the  law  as  at  present  estab- 
lished, they  should  frame  a  better  one  for 
the  punishment  of  bribery  and  corruption. 
Since  the  subject  had  been  last  mentioned, 
he  had  again  read  over  the  evidence  in  the 
Ipswich  and  Southampton   cases,  and  he 
was  confirmed  in  the  opinion  that  there 
was  not  in  the  evidence  a  suf&dently  ex- 
tensive measure  of  corruption  to  call  upon 
the  House  to  take  any  steps  for  destroying 
suspending,  or  altering  the  elective  fran- 
chise in  either  of  the  two  cases.    There 
might  be  evidence  of  suspicion,  but  there 
was  no  evidence  of  a  sufficiently  extensive 
corruption  to  justify  the  bringing  in  of  any 
measure  to  afiect  the  rights  of  those  who 
were  not  mixed  up  or  concerned  in  these 
transactions.     He  had  ever  been  ready  to 
support  such  measures  when  it  was  clear 
that  the  corrupt  on  was  general,  or  that 
the  proportion    of  the  constituency  con- 
nected with  the  corruption  was  so  great  as 
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to  deprive  those  unconcerned  of  the  efficient 
exercise  of  their  rights.     He  did  not  think 
that  in  the  present  cases  there  were  any 
grounds  for  a  legislative  measure  3  but  the 
question  was,    whether  in   the  instances 
which  had  come  before  them  in  the  reports 
of  their  committees,  showing  it  was  their 
impression  that  extensive  bribery  did  exist, 
an  impression  clearly  supported  bv  the  evi- 
dence, the  House  would  allow  the  matter 
to  be  passed  over  in  silence — whether  they 
would  allow  the  individuals,  whoever  thef 
might  be,  the  bribers  or  the  bribed,  to  go 
to  other  elections  to  repeat  their  crime,  and 
whether  such  disclosures  should  be  attended 
with  no  evil  consequence  whatever  to  the 
parties,  but  serve  rather  as  an  encourage- 
ment to  them  to  pursue  the  same  acts.     In 
dealing  with  these  cases  he  would  take  the 
two  separately.     On  reading  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Ipswich  committee,  he 
certainly  found  there  was  sufficient  grounds 
for  the  opinion  of  the   committee,  that 
''extreme  bribery    prevailed  at  the  last 
election  for  the  borough  of  Ipswich."    Of 
the  existence  of  that  bribery  there  could  be 
little  doubt ;  at  the  same  time  he  was  free 
to  acknowledge,  and  before  he  proposed  to 
the  House  that  they  should  direct  the  At- 
torney-General  to  prosecute,  he    would 
state  that  he  did  see  a  difficulty  which 
arose  from  the  peculiarity  of  the  evidence. 
That  evidence  was  such   as  to  leave  00 
doubt  of  the  practice  of  extensive  bribery. 
Still  it  might  be  very  difficult  to  esf^ftUish 
individual  cases.     He  would  not,  therefore, 
propose  to  take  the  same  course  as  had  been 
taken  in  other  cases,  and  direct  the  At- 
torney-general to  prosecute   certain  indi- 
viduals, because  it  was  impossible  to  say 
which  it  would  be  necessary  to  make  use 
of  as  evidence,  and  also  because  there  might 
be  considerable  reason  to  believe  that  this 
bribery  prevailed  upon  one  side  as  much 
as  the  other  3    and  he  did  not  wish  to 
shut     out    the     consideration    of    those 
cases.     The  committee  had,  of  necessity 
stopped  the    hearing   of  this    evidence: 
they  had  acted  perfectly  right;  they  could 
not  enter  upon  the  evidence  raoduoed  to 
prove  recriminatory  charges.    They  must, 
therefore,  have  further  inquiry  and  further 
investigation  before  the  individuak  to  be 
prosecuted  could    be  selected.     He  was 
quite  aware  of  the  difficulty  which  must 
attend  any  further  investigation,  because 
the  motives  to  furnish  the  evidence  must 
be  slight ;  the  desure  must  mainly  proceed 
from  party  hostility,  and  not  from  a  desire 
to  further  the  ends  of  JQ8tioe«  r^T4kf^ 
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the  great  difficulty  in  all  these  cases,  and 
had  probably  led  to  some  of  those  com- 
promises which  the;^    heard   had   taken 
place.    The  parties  in  the  election  cases 
must  look  to  what  would  be  the  probable 
result  of  the  inquiry.     It   might   prove 
bribery  to  such  an  extent  as  would  lead  to 
the  disfranchisement  of  the  borough,  by 
which  all  would  equally  suffer ;  and,  at  any 
rate,  it  might  injure  neighbours  and  draw 
down  public  feeling  against  themselves, 
ibr  the  public  feeling  was  such  as  not  to 
give  any  countenance  to  these  inquiries; 
on  the  contrary,  they  generally  found  that 
the  feeling  of  the  jury  and  of  the  populace 
was  not  with  those  who  prosecutea,  but 
wiUi  those  who  were  guilty  of  bribery. 
He  thought,   therefore,   he   might  fairly 
state  there  were  great  difficulties  in  the 
case.    It  was  said  why  had  not  the  House 
shown  itself  more  careful  to  put  down 
bribery?    The    House   had    never  been 
wanting  in  a  desire  to  put  it  down  during 
the  last  150  years.     It  had  been  stated 
that  bribefy  at  the  last  election  had  existed 
to  an  extent  never  before  known.    The 
House  however  had  frequently  brought 
forward  measures  to  prevent  it,  some  of 
which  had  met  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  other    House,    and    he  knew  of  no 
measure  that  could  be  devised  more  strin- 
gent than   these    measures   which   had 
already  been  passed.    The  bribery  bill  of 
1729contained  enactments  imposing  penal- 
ties on  those  who  gave,  or  who  promised  a 
reward,  and  on  the  voter  who  asked  for  a 
bribe,  or  consented  to  be  bribed.     These 
penidties  that  House  had  fixed  at  70/., 
and  these  penalties  the  House  of  Lords, 
not  choosing  to  negative  the  bill  altogether, 
had  altered,  intenering  with  what  were 
considered  the  peculiar  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  the  other  House  had 
raised  the  penalty  to  500/.    The  House 
had  wisely     determined    that    its    own 
privileges,  though  interfered  with,  should 
not  be  turned  against  itself,  and  instead  of 
avoiding  the  penalty  of  500/.  it  had  acceded 
to  it.    Now,  this  act  was  read  publicly 
before  the  commencement  of  every  election, 
and  no  one  could  say,  therefore,  that  there 
was  not  sufficient  notice  of  its  existence. 
But  although  by  the  provbions  which  this 
statute  contained  an  indemnity  was  granted 
to  any  persons  who  should  prosecute  to 
conviction  in  a  court  of  law   any  other 
persons  for  the  offence  of  bribery,  against 
any  of  the  consequences  of  any  act   of 
bnberv  in  which  he  was  himself  concerned, 
a  simdar  indemnity  was  not  granted  to 


those  who  should  give  evidence  of  bribery 
before  that  House,  or  before  a  committee 
of  that  House.     This,  he  believed,  had 
proved  a  most  efficient  protection  to  cor- 
ruption, and  he  sincerely*  hoped  that  a 
difficulty  so  striking  might  be  removed ; 
and  as,  for  the  first  time,  a  bill  had  been 
sent  down  to  that  House  from  the  House 
of   Lords — a   bill    of  protection    of   the 
privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons — ^he 
for  one  was  most  willing  to  welcome  that 
bill  and  to  agree  to  it,  so  far  as  he  ap- 
proved of  its  principle  ;  and  he  did  agree 
with  its  main  provisions,  although  in  some 
particulars  it  did  not  receive  nis  appro- 
bation.     He    for  one    was    willing    to 
render   it  applicable  so  &r  as    was  pos« 
sible  to  the  particular  circumstances   of 
this  case.    But  he  wished  to  ask,  whe- 
ther  the  House,   looking   at   the    cases 
of  bribery   which    appeared   from   their 
proceedings  to   have  occurred,  and   the 
system  of  bribery  which  had  been  carried 
on,  would  not  institute  a  further  inquiry 
into  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  the  prose- 
cution of  those  who  were  ^ilty  ?  He  did 
not  wish  that  any  strict  directions  should 
be  given  to  the    Attorney-general,   but 
looking  only  at  these  particular  cases,  he 
must  certainly  say  that  he  thought  they 
were  instances  in  which  it  was  highly  pro- 
bable that,    on    investigation,    witnesses 
might  be  found  such  as  to  induce  the  At- 
torney-general to  enter  into  proceedings 
against  some  individuals  of  a  criminal  na- 
ture.   The  evidence  of  the  witnesses  who 
had  been  already  examined  before  the  com- 
mittee might  require  to  be  strengthened 
on  particular  points,  and,  therefore,  while 
he  proposed  that   the    Attorney-general 
should  be  directed  to  prosecute  the  persons 
concerned  in  the  bribery  which  haa  taken 
place  at  the  late  election  at  Ipswich,  he 
should  propose  to  leave  a  discretionary 
power  with  that  learned  individual,  to  be 
exercised  by  him  after  the  inquiries  which 
he  should  have  made,  in  order  that  he 
might  proceed  in  those  cases  only  where 
the  evidence  should  appear  to  be  suffi- 
ciently strong  to  warrant  such  a  step.  For 
his  own  part  he  entertained  feelings  of  the 
most  sincere  pain  at  the  perjury  and  pre- 
varication which  appeared  on  the  part  of 
many  of  the  persons  who  had  been  exa- 
mined in  these  cases.    Taking  the  case  of 
Ipswich,  two  of  the  witnesses  had  admitted 
that  there  was  evidence  against  the  two 
late  Members  for  that  borough,  and  they 
said  that  a  public  speech  had  been  made, 
in  which  it  had  been  declai^  du^^i^ul4 
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BOt  be  1,000/.,  9,000/.,  or  3.000/.,  which 
should  prevent  their  having  their  teats. 
The  oommittee  had  not  in  this  case  stated 
on  their  finding  that  the  sitting  Members 
knew  of  the  Mbery  which  had  lieen  car^ 
ried  on,  but  from  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  to  that  House,  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  not  have  the  least  reason  to  doubt 
that  that  omission  had  arisen  from  the  fact 
of  the  oommittee  not  being  aware  of  the 
direction  oontained  in  the  late  act  of  Par* 
liament  that  they  should  do  so»  and  if  they 
had  made  a  report  upon  the  subject,  there 
was  little  doubt  that  they  would  have  de- 
dared  that  the  practices  to  which  he  had 
referred  were  known  to  those  Gentlemen. 
The  speech  to  which  he  had  alluded  had 
been  deposed  to  only  by  two  witnesses,  and 
others  were  called  who  had  denied  that 
anything  of  the  sort  had  occurred,  and  if 
such  a  soeech  had  been  made,  there  was 
very  little  doubt  that  it  could  have  been 
proved^  as  it  must  have  been  heard  by  a 
mat  number  of  persons.    The  committee, 
therefore,  he  thouffht,  were  right  in  not 
taking  this  as  evidence  that  tbete  Gen* 
tlemen  were  connected  with  the  bribery 
proved.    Other  witnesses  were  called  whom 
It  was  perfectly  impossible  to  believe— -who 
were  determined  not  to  tell  the  truth ;  who 
said  that  the  occurrence  had  taken  plaoe 
nearly  twelve  months  ago,  and  whether 
they  had  received  money  or  papers  from 
any  individual  tiiey  were  unable  to  say. 
Now  this  was  what  convinced  him  of  the 
necessity  of  having  such  cases  repeated  to 
the  House,  and  Which  also  convinced  him 
of  the  necessity  of  continuing  the  detention 
of  witnesses  who  were  taken  into  custody 
for  perjury  or  prevarication  for  a  longer 
Pjeriod  than  they  were  accustomed  to  sanc- 
tion such  detention.    In  the  present  case, 
he  Uiought  that  they  had  no  option  but  to 
institute  an  additional  inquiry  through 
the  medium  of  the  Attorney-general,  sup* 
plementary  to  the  inquiry  of  this  House 
before  the  election  committee^  because  that 
committee  had  had  no  prosecutor  before 
them«  and  had  had  no  one  before  them  in- 
terested in  conducting  the  evidence  and  in 
endeavouring  to  establish  a  case.    He  ap* 
prehended  that  on  subjects  of  this  nature 
the  Attorney-general  was  the  servant,  not 
merely  of  the  Grown,  but  of  the  House; 
the  House  might  instruct  him  to  institute 
proceedings,  and  he  therefore  moved  that 
the  Attorney-general  be  directed  to  prose- 
cute such  persons  as  shall  appear  to  him 
to  have  been  ffuilty  of  bribery  in  respect  of 
the  last  elecbOB  for  the  borough  of  Ipe. 


wich.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  his  motion,  as  he  had  given  notice  of 
it,  included  also  the  case  of  Southampton  ; 
but  he  should  move  that  hereafter. 

Sir  Thomas  Wilde  felt  considerable  dif- 
ficulty, as  he  always  must  feel,  in  rising 
to  address  the  House,  in  opposition  to  any- 
thing which  had  been  urged  by  so  distin* 
guished  a  Member  of  that  House  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down ;  but  he  folt  so  strongly  the  difficul* 
ties  which  were  in  the  way  of  the  raotioo 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made» 
that  notwithstanding  the  diflidenoe  under 
which  he  had  sUted  that  he  laboured,  he 
was  induced  to  intrude  himself  upon  the 
notice  of  the  House.    He  thought,  that 
the  House  stood   at  this  moment  before 
the  public^  in  rather  a  peculiar  position, 
and  that  it  would  be  very  inexpedient  that 
they  should  aggravate  the  peculiarity  of 
those  circumstances  by  taking  any  atepe 
such  as  those  which  were  propooed     He 
was  not  aware,  that  any  directions  had 
been  ever  given  to  the  Attomey«general> 
in  the  general  form  which  was  now  pro* 
posed,  and  he  was  fortified  in  this  bdief, 
by  the  view  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  had  himself  stated^  that 
he  believed  that  this  proceeding  was  at 
variance  with  the  course  usually  adopted* 
He  had  heard  it  said  in  that  House,  and 
he  agreed  in  the  opinion  that  it  should  be 
only  on  very  strong  occasions  that  the 
House  should  direct  any  prosecution  to  be 
instituted.    Generally  speaking,  such  a 
direction  would  operate  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  defondaat,  but  he  must  say,  that  in 
the  present  case  he  did  not  (eel  that  any 
such  disadvantage  would  arise,  for,  on  the 
contrary,  he  firmly  believed,  that  the  very 
fact  of  the  prosecution  being  ordered  by 
that  House,  would  rather  induce  an  ac 
quittal  of  the  person  chaiged.    He  had 
had    some    experience    in    refiirence    to 
what  had  occulted,  even  before  those  dis* 
cussions  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session  of  Parlia* 
ment,  for  the  House  had  in  a  former  See* 
sion   directed  him  to  prosecute   several 
persons  in  the  St.  Alban*s  case.    Whoever 
had  read  the  evidence  in  that  cas^  tqge^ 
ther  with  the  speeches  from  counsel,  and 
the  summing  up  of  the  learned  judge, 
would,  he  was  satisfied*  feel  convinoea,that 
some  peculiar  circumstances,  not  arising  out 
of  the  evidence,  must  have  led  to  the  gotcIu- 
sion  which  had  been  arrived.    There  was 
uo  doubt  in  his  mind,  that  there  was  at 
present  so  strong  an  impression  v^diff: 
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coutitry  i^(ardtiig  the  ezisteooe  of  bribery 
in  the  conduct  of  the  Members  of  that 
Hou9e»  that  anj  proeecutioo  ordered  to  be 
nndertakeD,  unattended  by  lonie  general 
BUeadure  directed  to  the  suppression  of  the 
evilf  would  be  riewed  as  a  persecution, 
and  aa  being  directed  in  a  spirit  of  hypoc* 
rlsy»  and  with  the  object  of  bolsteriog  up 
the  system  now  so  universally  decriedi 
rather  than  with  a  view  to  putting  it  down. 
'He  was  convinced,  that  no  one  felt  more 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
brought  forward  this  motion,  how  desira- 
ble it  was  to  sustain  the  honour  and  integ* 
rity  of  the  House,  and  that  it  was  with 
such  an  object,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  induced  to  suggest  this  prou 
secution,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  would 
beg  to  ask,  did  any  one  expect  that  any 
public  good  would  result  from  the  prose- 
cution proposed  ?  So  long  as  those  pro- 
ceedings were  confined  to  a  few  cases 
— ^were  confined  to  individuals  of  little 
influence-^ to  the  conviction  of  one  or 
two  miserable  individuals,  no  other  efl^t 
would  be  produced,  than  to  excite  sym- 
pathy for  the  persons  charged,  and  disap- 
probation for  the  conduct  of  those  who  had 
selected  a  few  individuals,  in  order  to  make 
a  pretended  show  of  hostility  to  the  system 
of  which  they  were  the  supporters.  It 
woald  naturally  occur  to  the  public  to  in- 
quire "if  bribes  be  receivea,  who  give 
tnem  ?  **  and  when  they  looked  at  the 
quarter  firom  which  the  money  proceeded, 
by  which  guilt  was  induced,  and  found, 
that  that  Houae  had  produced  funds  to 
seduce  the  people  whom  they  afterwards 
prosecuted,  he  thought  that  such  an  in- 
quiry might  well  &  made.  But,  first 
of  all,  he  thought  that  great  practical 
difficulties  stood  in  the  way  of  the  propo- 
sition now  before  the  House.  The  com- 
mittee who  had  inquired  into  this  case  had 
presented  no  individuals  to  the  House  by 
name  as  having  been  guilty  of  bribery, 
with  such  evidence  as  enabled  the  House 
to  appreciate  the  probability  of  conviction ; 
and  they  were  unable,  therefore,  to  point 
out  any  individual  who  should  be  made 
the  object  of  any  direction  which  they 
riiould  give.  What  means  had  the  At- 
torney-general to  ascertain  the  proba- 
bilities of  the  case-^to  call  witnesses  before 
him  and  to  examine  them  ?  What  agents 
must  he  employ  to  effect  such  an  object  ? 
What  means  had  he  of  going  or  sending 
into  those  quarters  where  inquiries  should 
be  made,  and  of  making  such  an  investi^- 
tion  as  could  enable  him  to  obtain  that  in« 


formation  whidi  he  required?  He  con- 
csived  that  it  was  not  the  duty  of  the 
Attorney-general  to  persecute  individuals 
—to  institute  prosecutions  without  the 
probability  of  success.  In  the  case  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  he  stood  in  this  po« 
sition,  in  consequence  of  the  orders  of  the 
House.  When  he  examined  into  the  evi- 
dence, upon  the  directions  which  were 
given  to  him  to  institute  a  prosecution, 
he  was  satisfied  that  there  was  no  evi- 
dence upon  which  a  conviction  could 
be  looked  for.  The  orders  of  the  House, 
however,  had  been  given^  and  he  had 
thought  it  right  to  say  that  the  prosecu- 
tion should  be  suspended  until  he  oould 
make  a  communication  to  the  House  upon 
the  subject,  for  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
House  had  issued  the  orders  which  they 
had  given,  and  that  they  wished  thoas 
orders  to  be  carried  out  without  a  reason- 
able ground  to  expect  a  conviction.  When 
the  House  sat  again  he  was  out  of  office, 
but  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  prosecution 
subsequently  instituted  was  not  undertaken 
without  some  good  reason  — •  upon  the 
ground  of  some  new  evidence  having  been 
obtained,  or  of  some  other  circumstancea 
which  induced  a  belief  that  a  conviction 
would  be  obtained.  The  House,  befons 
they  directed  a  prosecution,  must  be  con- 
vinced that  there  were  reasonable  means  to 
induce  a  belief  that  the  prosecution  oould 
be  supported.  But  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  Attorney-general  would  not  have  the 
means  in  this  caas  of  getting  at  the  evidence 
which  was  requisite.  But  supposing  that 
he  did  possess  such  means^that  he  should 
devote  six  or  nine  months  to  the  caae^ 
sending  down  a^nts  to  make  ioouiries, 
and  receiving  their  report,  it  was  after  all 
upon  that  mere  report  that  he  must  act 
The  last  thing  which  a  consul  could  do 
was  to  see  any  witnesses  himself  before 
they  came  into  court;  it  was  considered 
to  be  matter  of  the  greatest  consequence 
that  this  rule  should  oe  strictly  attended 
to,  because  it  was  natural  to  suppose  that 
the  course  of  his  inquiries  would  aflford  the 
witness  the  means  of  knowing  the  particu- 
lar part  of  his  evidence  which  was  im- 
portant, in  reference  to  which,  therefore, 
ne  might  shape  his  testimony  In  court 
either  favourably  or  unfitvourably  to  the 
prosecuting  party,  as  he  might  feel  dis- 
posed ;  and  Uierefore  it  was  that  this  rule, 
which  applied  to  all  except  witnesses 
whose  testimony  was  of  a  scientific  charac** 
ter,  in  respect  of  which,  therefore,  it 
might  be  desirable  that  the  counsel  diould 
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obtain  some  information  from  him,  was 
strictly  adhered  to.  The  Attomey-gene- 
ral|  therefore,  must  act  entirely  upon  re- 
port— he  would  not  have  any  personal 
means  of  information.  But  if,  after  all, 
he  could  do  that,  which  he  said  the  Attor- 
ney-general could  not,  he  begged  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House,  most  respectfully,  that 
considering  the  reference  to  a  committee 
which  they  were  about  to  make  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiry,  considering  the  extent 
of  tne  system  of  bribery  which  had  been 
carried  on,  this  was  haxdly  a  fit  moment 
for  them  to  direct  such  proceedings  as 
were  proposed,  if  they  did  not  also  mani- 
fest their  desire  to  put  down  the  general 
system  by  some  legislati?e  measure.  The 
coarse  of  defence  in  the  St.  Alban's  case 
bad  been  that  bribery  was  so  common  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  that  nothing  but 
party  motires  could  hare  induced  that 
prosecution  to  be  directed  to  be  undertaken. 
Whether  the  jury  adopted  that  view  he 
would  not  say ;  but  he  must  say  that  no- 
thing could  more  disparage  that  House 
than  such  a  prosecution  being  ordered. 
Speeches  deliyered  in  that  House  might 
be  Quoted  before  the  jury,  which  would 
would  rather  excite  disgust,  than  any  de. 
sire  to  conyict ;  and  he  Uiought  that  what 
had  passed  in  the  present  Session  eyen 
rendered  such  a  prosecution  highly  inex- 
pedient. Any  one  sitting  in  that  House 
during  the  present  Session  must  have  been 
yery  much  struck  with  the  exhibition  of 
feelings  and  views — which,  if  quoted, 
would  tend  very  little  to  show  a  good 
feeling  to  be  entertained  by  that  House. 
What  had  happened  ?  Every  committee 
which  had  taxen  any  steps  with  regard  to 
this  question  had  been  charged  with  a  vin- 
dictive spirit,  and  had  been  held  up  as 
consisting  of  persons  of  illiberal  riews ; 
while  every  witness  who  was  made  to  suf- 
fer the  displeasure  of  the  House  had  been 
regarded  as  an  object  of  sympathy.  If 
any  hon.  Member,  influenced  by  the  best 
feelings,  deemed  himself  bound  to  bring 
forweord  the  question  of  bribery,  what  was 
the  consequence  ?  He  was  charged  with 
ruininff  the  character  of  the  House,  and 
everytning  which  had  tended  to  impede 
or  to  prevent  inquiry  into  the  sjrstem 
which  had  been  carried  on  had  been  viewed 
as  matter  of  satisfaction,  rather  than  any- 
thing else.  If  an  indiridual  rendered 
himself  obnoxious  to  the  censure  of  the 
House,  the  greatest  degree  of  anxiety  was 
exhibited  until  he  was  delivered  from 
thraldom;  and  a  few  days'  or  hours'  con. 


finement  were  abundantly  sufficient  punish- 
ment—nay, too  much  for  his  offence ;  and 
yet  the  House  was  to  put  individuals  to 
great  expense,  and  to  the  disgrace  and 
harassment  of  an  indictment,  although  it 
could  not  but  be  seen  that  the  orders  by 
which  proceedings  were  directed  could  not 
be  the  result  of  a  sincere  desire  that  such 
prosecution  should  be  carried  out.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  the  House  would 
forbear  directing  any  proceedings  to  be 
taken  in  the  general  terms  of  this  motion, 
and  would  forbear  to  proceed  to  the  cases 
pointed  out,  for  until  it  had  taken  some 
measures  to  set  itself  right  in  the  public 
mind,  by  showing  that  it  was  sincere,  and 
by  punishing,  not  those  who  had  been 
guilty  of  receiving  bribes,  but  those  who 
had  furnished  the  means  of  bribing,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  no  practical  good  could 
arise  from  such  a  proposition  as  the  pre* 
sent,  and  that  every  circumstance  connec- 
ted with  the  subject  rendered  such  a  pro- 
position inexpedient.  Undoubtedly  this 
was  an  awful  moment  for  the  country— 
the  extent  of  bribery  carried  on  rendered 
it  fearful,  for  the  House  would  remember 
the  expression— the  prediction  of  an  emi- 
nent constitutional  writer.  He  had  said 
that  the  sign  of  the  ruin  of  this  country 
would  be  when  the  constituency  was  more 
corrupt  than  its  representatives.  H« 
feared  that  that  was  the  state  of  the  con- 
stituency  at  the  present  time,  and  though 
he  would  hold  up  t)  censure  thote  who 
furnished  the  means  of  corrupting  the 
people,  the  disposition  to  reoeire  bribes 
was  so  univernl  as  to  leave  the  con- 
stituency in  a  state  very  little  likely  to 
discharge  its  duty  to  the  country.  In 
such  a  case,  the  prosecution  of  a  few  cases 
would  operate  with  no  practical  good 
effect— it  would  disparage  the  House  ra- 
ther than  raise  it  in  the  public  estimation, 
and  public  justice  woula  not  be  advanced 
by  the  proposition  being  carried  out. 

The  Solicitor 'Oeneral  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  greater  part  of  the  observations 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had 
just  spoken,  although  be  was  not  sure 
that  he  should  resist  the  present  motion 
upon  the  same  grounds  upon  which  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  hsd  opposed  it. 
It  appeared  to  him  to  be  somewhat  eitra* 
ordinary  that  this  House  should  say  that 
they  would  not  institute  a  prosecution, 
because  they  thought  that  a  prosecution 
by  the  House  would  have  the  effect  of  in- 
ducing the  jury  to  acquit  the  person 
charged.    He  was  not  disposed  to  agree 


8S5 


Proiecuihni 


{Mat  26} 


for  Bribery. 


826 


in  tbiB  propositioo,  nor  io  that  which  had 
been  held  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
that  because  bribery  was,  unfortunately, 
very  general  and  very  extensive  at  the  last 
election  —  because  they  had  seen  many 
cases  of  this  nature  in  that  House,  there- 
fore that  House  should  take  no  steps  to 
put  down  the  system  until  they  brought 
forward  some  measure  for  that  purpose. 
And  he  thought  that  it  would  be  a  very  bad 
thing  to  hold  out  impunity  to  those  who 
might  take  bribes  at  an  election,  and  to 
say  that,  in  the  present  state  of  the  law, 
the  House  was  not  prepared  to  direct  the 
Attorney-general  to  prosecute.     He  did 
not  think,  therefore,  that  he  could  agree 
to  resist  this  motion  on  these  grounds. 
There  was  one  thing  in  which  they  must 
all  agree  — in    lamenting  the  extensive 
nature  of  the  bribery  which  had  existed  at 
the  late  election ;  and  when  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  said  that  this  House 
had  shown  no  desire  to  put  down  this 
system,  he  hoped  that  that  was  not  a  true 
representation  of  the  feelings  of  the  House, 
for  he  was  sure  that  there  was  no  hon. 
Member  who  was  not  deeply  interested  in 
attaining  that  object ;  for  he  was  satisfied 
that  nothing  was  more  likely  to  injure  the 
constituency  and  every  institution  of  this 
country  than  the  general  prevalence  of 
bribery.    And  therefore  he  did  not  agree 
that  it  was  the  feeling  of  that  House  not 
to  take  steps  for  the  prevention  of  that 
offence,  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  was  sure 
that  as  it  was  the  interest,  so  it  was  the 
wish  of  every  hon.  Member  to  adopt  some 
measure  to  put  an  end  to  the  continuance 
of  the  system  which  unfortunately  pre- 
vailed.    Now,  what  was  the  best  course 
to  be  taken  ?    With  regard  to  this  motion 
he  entertained  very  serious  objections  to 
it.   There  had  been  many  cases  of  bribery, 
and  the  course  had  been  this.     If  the  case 
was  made  out  before  the  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  there  was  evi- 
dence offered,  fixing   the  guilt  of  that 
bribery  on  any  one,  the  invariable  practice 
had  been  for  the  committee  to  make  a 
report,  and  for  the  House  then  to  direct 
the  Attorney-general  to  institute  proceed- 
ingi  against  that  person.     But  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  this  that  in  reading  over  this  evi- 
dence with  regard  to  Ipswich,  which  was 
now  before  the  House,  a  great  deal  of  evi- 
dence appeared  to  have  been  offered  of 
acts  of  bribery  committed  by  particular 
individuals,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


could  not  state  himself  that  the  witnesses 
were  worthy  of  credit,  or  that  the  parties 
had  been  shown  to  have  been  guilty  of 
any  offence.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ^said,  ^*  Let  the  Attorney-general  be 
directed  by  the  House  to  take  this  report, 
and  to  investigate  these  cases,  and  that 
the  Attorney-general    shall    exercise  his 
own  judgment  whether  these  persons  should 
be  prosecuted."    But  the  answer  to  this 
was,  that  the  Attorney-General  had  no 
means  of  doing  that.    He  could  take  the 
report  as  it  stood,  and  the  evidence  which 
appeared  upon   the    face  of  it,  and   he 
could  form  a  judgment  upon  it  whether  it 
was  sufficient  to  make  out  the  charge; 
but  if  he  was  to  examine  witnesses — to  in- 
vestigate the  matter— to  make  inquiries — 
by  what  means  was  he  to  do  so  ?     He  had 
no  means  of  compelling  witnesses  to  come 
before  him,  or  of  making  a  proper  investi- 
gation.    It  was  true  that  if  the  House 
should  direct  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury 
to  proceed  to  the  spot,  and  to  make  in- 
quiries, it  might  be  done^  and  some  good 
result  might  be  expected  to  be  produced. 
But  that  was  not  the  motion,  and  besides 
it  was  not  usual  for  the  House  to  adopt 
that  course.    The  usual  course  for  the 
House  to  take  was  to  find  whether  thera 
was  a  case  against  any  individual  in  the 
report  which  was  made  by  the  committee, 
and  if  it  was  so,  to  direct  a  prosecution ; 
and  the  consequence  of  proceeding  in  any 
other  way  might  be,  that  the  Attorney- 
General  must  altogether  get  rid  of  the 
order  of  the  House,  or  might  institute  a 
prosecution  which,  according  to  his  own 
views  was  improper.    He  agreed  with  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  it  was  an  in- 
judicious course  for  the  House  to  take  to 
direct  a  prosecution  to  be  instituted  on 
light  grounds,  or  in  cases  where  there 
might  be  a  doubt  as  to  the  conviction  of 
the  parties  charged,  and  that  cases  ought 
to  be  brought  home  to  the  parties  charged 
to  induce  the  House  to  interfere.     He  ob- 
jected, therefore,  to  the  motion  that  it  was 
contrary  to  precedent — that  it  was  not  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  course — that  it 
supposed  a  power  to  exist  in  the  Attorney- 
general  which  he  did  not   possess;  and 
he  hoped,  therefore,  that  on  these  grounds 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  consent  to 
withdraw  his  proposition.     But  he  wished 
again  to  guard  himself  against  the  suppo- 
sition of  his  offering  an  opposition  to  this 
motion  on  the  grounds  taken  by  his  hon. 
land  learned  Frie^d,,.^^C^r<a|i^^gHouae 
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should  take  every  opportunity  not  only  of 
expreasing,  but  of  abowing  a  determination 
to  do  what  they  could  to  put  down  this 

aateoi,  and  he,  aa  an  humble  Member  of 
at  Houae,  ahould  be  moat  happy  to  give 
hia  aaaiatance  to  any  meaaure  brought 
forward  on  either  aide  of  the  House— either 
a  general  legislative  measure  or  otherwise, 
which  might  have  the  effect  of  putting 
down  or  checking  this  evil.  He  believed 
that  any  meaaure  likely  to  be  attended 
with  any  good  result  would  receive  the 
aopport  of  his  hon.  Friends  around  him, 
and  of  the  majority  of  the  House.  With 
this  feeling,  at  the  same  time,  he  could 
not  support  the  motion  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  nor  oould  he  believe  that  it  would 
be  attended  with  any  good  practical  re- 
anlts. 

Lord  John  RusneU  felt  very  much  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  if  the  Houae  was  in- 
clined to  adopt  the  motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Attorney-general 
muat  take  one  of  the  two  courses  which 
bad  been  pointed  out.  The  one  would  be 
to  find  such  cases  aa  might  appear  from 
the  report  of  the  election  committee,  and 
from  the  evidence,  which  in  the  preaent 
instance  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
think  was  auffioieotly  strong  to  induce 
him  to  move  that  the  Attomey-geoeral 
abouU  proceed  agasnat  any  particular  in- 
divtdnaJa,  to  be  likely  to  be  austained. 
The  Hooee  must  suppose,  however,  after 
what  the  right  boa.  Gentleman  had  aaid, 
wbidi  he  believed  to  be  well  founded,  that 
the  Attomey^general  would  not  be  likely 
to  aucceed  in  any  prosecution  which  he 
might  undertake.  It  would  be  a  great 
misfortune  if  pcosecutkma,  directed  by  the 
autbocity  of  that  House,  should  be  found 
to  rest  on  such  grounds,  that  the  Judge 
should  say  that  there  was  not  sufficient 
evidence  to  support  them,  or  that  the  jury 
should  arrive  at  the  same  condosion,  and 
be  was  sore  that  the  House  would  not 
wilhegly  order  such  prosecutk>ns.  But 
there  was  another  course  which  the  Attor- 
ney-general might  take.  He  might  ap- 
Cy  to  the  Treasury,  and  might  say  that 
\  had  not  sufficient  means  himself  to  di- 
rect the  investigation,  and  he  might  deeire 
that,  aa  in  some  cases  of  some  prosecu- 
tioi»a  for  crimes^  such  as  riots  and  so  on, 
the  solicitor  of  the  Treasury  should  be 
difceted  to  ioi|uire  what  evidence  could 
be  prodaoed  agatost  whatever  parties  there 


might  be  who  were  supposed  to  be  guilty 
of  bribery.  Now,  he  did  not  say  that 
the  House  might  not,  on  consideration 
and  deliberation,  think  that  such  a  coarae 
was  expedient,  but  on  the  first  view  of  the 
matter,  he  was  not  prepared  to  adopt  sucb 
a  line  of  proceeding ;  because  they  mast 
of  course  suppose  that  the  Government, 
and  the  Attorney-general,  acting  under 
the  direction  of  the  Government,  could 
not  be  without  some  bias  with  respect  to 
the  great  party  struggles  in  boroughs  in 
political  elections,  and  it  would  be  rather 
a  dangeroua  precedent  for  the  House  to 
adopt,  to  say  that  an  officer  appointed  by 
the  Grown  should  determine  that  with 
respect  to  certain  individuala  there  ahould 
be  a  prosecution,  and  that  with  respect  to 
others,  both  being  charged  with  the  aama 
offence,  there  should  not  be  a  proaeco* 
tion,  even  without  saying  that  there 
wouki  be  partiality  in  the  execution  of 
that  power.  Yet,  if  it  should  be  found 
that  a  prosecution  waa  directed  against  a 
Liberal  attorney,  or  tradesman,  and  the 
Tory  attorney,  or  tradesman,  was  not  pro* 
secuted,  it  was  obvious  that  there  might 
be  oonclusbns  drawn,  although  there  were 
no  grounds  for  soppoeing  that  it  had  been 
done  from  feelings  of  political  partieanshipi 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  it  was  inaip^ 
dient  to  take  the  oourae  prop6sed.  Ue 
certainly  could  not  agree  with  all  that  bad 
fallen  from  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Worcceler,  for  ha  eodd 
not  agree  that  that  House  should  at  once 
admit  that  there  wera  any  vtewa  in  that 
House  fiivoiirable  to  bribery,  and  that 
therefore  they  were  unfit  to  direct  a  proao- 
cution  to  be  instituted.  Hitherto,  when 
any  persons  had  been  found  in  be  guilty 
of  bribery,  he  had  always  bean  te&Ay  to 
concur  in  a  vote  that  dirsctfens  should  be 
given  for  a  prosecution  to  be  instituted ; 
and  there  was  great  danger  in  the  adaaia- 
aion  that  they  were  not  aa  competent  aa 
ever  to  direct  prosecutions  in  such  cases. 
But  there  were  some  grounds  for  saying 
that  there  had  been  occasions  on  which 
the  House  had  abown  aome  favour  to  par- 
tiea  who  bad  been  examined  before  coo^ 
mittees  of  the  House,  and  he  must  refer  to 
what  had  occurred  in  one  case,  beeauae 
the  course  which  had  been  taken  in  that 
case  had  aomewhat  snrpriaed  him.  He 
had  been  in  the  Houae  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Woodatock  had  given 
notice  of  a  particular  motion.  There  bad 
been  a  caae  with  respect  to  aj 
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witness,  wbo  was  supposed  to  ha?e  re- 
ftiMd  to  SBSwer  qoestioDSy  and  the  chair* 
Bwo  of  tho  committee  bad  stated  to  the 
House  that  the  committee  thought  it 
would  be  advisable  that  he  should  be  re- 
tained in  custody  until  the  Monday  fol- 
lowing. He  had  concluded  that  the 
House  would  agree  in  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  the  committee,  as  they  usually 
nad  done,  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  that  at  the  next  meeting  of 
the  House  he  should  move  the  liberation 
of  the  person  referred  to.  It  had  occurred 
to  him  at  the  moment  to  ask  whether,  by 
the  term  <'the  next  meeting,*'  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  meant  the  Mon- 
day following,  this  having  occurred  on 
Satttidayi  but  he  thought  that  to  put  such 
a  question  would  look  so  much  as  if  be 
suspected  the  hon.  Gentleman  of  unfair 
dealing,  that  he  resolved  to  abstain  from 
potting  it,  upon  the  supposition  that  he 
ooold  not  mean  any  other  day.  He  sub- 
sequently learned,  however,  that  late  in 
the  night,  and  towards  one  o^clock  in  the 
morning,  a  motion  was  made  that  the 
House,  instead  of  adjourning  until  Mon« 
day,  should  adjourn  only  to  Saturday,  and 
on  Saturday,  at  two  o'clock  in  the  day, 
the  witness,  whom  the  committee  had  de- 
cided should  be  kept  in  custody  until  the 
following  Monday,  was  liberated.  No* 
thing,  be  thought,  could  be  more  gross 
and  partial  than  this  conduct.  Many 
hon.  Members  might  have  left  town  very 
early  on  the  Satnrning  mornin?,  under  the 
impression  that  the  House  had  adjourned 
to  Monday,  and  thus  surreptitiously,  and 
whhoot  any  notice,  it  had  been  resolved 
that  the  House  should  meet  on  the  Satur- 
day, and  when  the  House  did  meet,  that 
this  witness  shouM  be  discharged.  If  he 
had  been  on  that  committee,  be  confessed 
that  he  should  have  felt  that  the  House 
was  not  prepared  to  support  any  witness 
who  gave  evidence  of  acts  of  briberv — that 
in  this  case  the  House  had  favoured  oribery, 
and  that  wherever  a  witness  refused  to 
give  evidence  with  regard  to  that  offence, 
he  might  look  to  be  screened  from  punish^ 
ment  by  that  House.  If  there  had  been 
the  intention  of  acting  fairly,  due  notice 
should  have  been  given,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  have  distinctly 
stated  that  he  intended  to  move  that  the 
House  should  meet  on  Saturday.  This 
would  have  been  the  course  consistently 
with  common  fsirness;  he,  therefore, 
tboiiglil  that  btt  hott«  and  learned  Friend 


was  justified  in  saying  that  there  was  a 
disposition  in  that  House  to  screen  wit* 
nesses  in  particular  eases.  He  agreed 
with  the  Solicitor-general  as  to  the  inex« 
pediency  of  adopting  the  motbn  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  T%eriger  was  perfeetlv  astonished 
at  the  course  the  noble  Lord  had  thought 
proper  to  pursue,  upon  a  totally  diflerent 
subject,  without  the  slightest  notice  to 
him  (Mr.  Thesiger)— without  giving  him 
the  least  intimation.  The  noble  Lo^  had 
thought  proper  to  advert  to  the  circum- 
stances that  had  occurred  in  a  former 
debate — a  most  irregular  course  ;  and, 
above  all,  a  debate  in  which  he  had  taken 
occasion  to  explain,  as  he  thought,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House,  his  conduct 
with  regard  to  the  motion  for  the  release 
of  the  witness.  The  noble  Lord  not  being 
in  his  place  at  the  time,  and  not  having 
heard  the  explanation  he  had  given,  chose 
to  bring  forward  a  charge  again,  when,  as 
he  understood,  the  whole  matter  had  been 
satisfactorily  explained  and  settled.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  necessary  for  him  to 
explain  again,  rather  for  the  satisfaction 
of  the  noUe  Lord  than  that  of  the  House, 
what  was  the  course  he  had  proposed  with 
regard  to  the  release  of  that  witness.  The 
nMe  Lord  was  mistaken  in  supposing, 
that  the  witness  had  been  orderea  to  be 
imprisoned  till  Monday.  The  committee 
directed,  that  he  should  be  committed  to 
the  custody  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms ;  and 
they  then  reported  to  the  House,  that  he 
had  suppressed  certain  documents,  which 
he  had  been  served  with  an  order  to  pro- 
duce, and  which  he  did  not  bring  before 
the  committee.  The  matter  was  adjourned 
on  the  suggestion  that  the  warrant  was 
illegal.  He  entertained  a  very  strong 
notion  on  the  subject,  and  he  thotight  it 
his  duty,  therefore,  to  come  down  to  the 
House  prepared  with  a  notice  for  the. 
release  of  the  witness,  who  had  been,  in 
his  opinion,  illegally  detained.  He  In- 
quired who  was  to  move  the  usual  ad- 
journment of  the  House  from  Friday  till 
Monday,  and  was  informed  by  the  fight 
hoD.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  he  should  make  the  motion.  He 
immediately  gave  him  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  oppose  that  motion,  and  to  move, 
that  the  House  do  meet  on  Saturday,  and 
at  the  time,  he  believed,  that  the  motkm 
would  be  made  at  an  early  period  of  the 
evening,  when  the  House  would  be  ftill, 
;  and  that  he  should  have  an  oppoftvntty  of 
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bringing  before  the  House  thequestion  whe- 
ther they  would  detain  a  witness  for  a  length 
of  time  illegally,  or  whether  they  would 
meet  for  his  discharge  the  following  day. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  told  him,  that  he 
should  not  mo?e  the  adjournment  at  the 
usual  time,  because  it  would  interfere  with 
a  question  which  he  was  anxious  to  bring 
before    the    House.      It  was,  therefore, 
merely  by  an  accident,  that  the  subject, 
and,  of  course,  his  motion  to  meet  on 
Saturday^  had  been  thrown  back  to  a  later 
period.     He  had  given  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  every  hon.  Member  on  his  side  of 
the   House.    [Cheers.]    Hon.    Members 
should  not  cheer  so   soon>  for  he  was 
about  to  add,  that  he  had  given  notice  to 
hon.  Members  also  on  the   other  side. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Cirencester,  could  inform  the  noble 
Lord,  that  he  had  communicated  the  fact 
to  several  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
that  it  was  bis  intention  to  oppose  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  to  Monday 
The  Chairman  of  committees  had  said, 
that  he  was  aware  of  his  intention  to  do 
so,  and,  therefore,   he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  saving  that  he  had  given  every 
public  notice  in  his  power,  and  that  every 
one  was  prepared  for  an  opposition  to  the 
usual  motion.    He  thought  it  was  rather 
hard  that  the  noble  Lord  should,  at  that 
late  period,  come  forward  to  charge  him 
with  having  been  guilty  of  bringing  for- 
ward the  motion  surreptitiously,  and  with 
unfair  conduct  in  moving  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  to  Saturday.     He  thought 
he  had  justified  the  course  he  had  pursued, 
and  he  had  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  been  generous  enough,  not  to  have 
taken    that  opportunity    of  bringing    a 
charge  against  him,  as  he  might  have 
alluaed  to  the  explanation  of  his  conduct 
which  he  had  given,  or  he  might  have 
received  it  from  hon.  Members  on  his  side 
of  the  House.    That  being  wholly  beside 
the  subject  matter  of  the  present  debate, 
he  certainly  did  not  intend  to  have  said  a 
word  on  the  present  occasion,  but  having 
been  so  pointedly  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord,  he  could  not  avoid  giving  this  ex- 
planation.   With  reference  to  the  present 
question,  he  would  observe,  that  it  struck 
him,  that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient, 
if  the  House  were  to  direct  prosecutions 
to  be  instituted  for  bribery  on  the  grounds 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  had  a  great  objection  to  the  House 
directing  proceedings  in  such  cases.    He 


did  not  think  it  correct,  and  he  doubted 
whether  it  were  a  constitutional  mode  of 
proceeding.  He  did  not  think  any  pro- 
secution should  be  instituted  on  light  and 
trifling  grounds.  There  should  be  the 
clearest  evidence^  that  the  parties,  if  they 
were  placed  at  the  bar  of  a  court  of  justice 
would  be  convicted  by  a  jury.  In  all 
cases  where  a  jury  looked  upon  a  prosecu- 
tion as  being  instituted  from  political 
motives,  it  became  most  objectionable. 
He  thought,  also,  that  it  was  derogatory 
to  the  dignity  of  the  House  to  delegate 
its  authority  to  another  individual,  by 
directing  the  Solicitor  of  [the  Treasury,  or 
any  party,  to  procure  evidence  against  the 
parties  concerned. 

Lord  J.  Russell,  in  explanation,  said  he 
was  not  aware,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  communicated  his  inten- 
tion to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
or  any  other  Member  of  the  House.  What 
he  complained  of  was,  that  it  had  not 
been  openly  announced  to  the  House,  be- 
cause  he  should  have  opposed  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  to  Saturday,  and  in« 
stead  of  leaving  the  House  at  12  o'clock, 
he  should  have  remained,  and  he  believed 
many  other  hon.  Members  left  the  House, 
without  being  aware  of  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  intentions. 

Sir  C.  Napier  was  one  of  the  majority 
who  supported  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  to  Saturday,  and  his  reason  was 
not  to  protect  or  favour  a  man  who  had 
been  guilty  of  bribery,  but  because  he  had 
heard  the  Attorney-general  declare,  that 
the  warrant  was  illegal.  He  thought  it 
his  duty,  therefore,  to  support  the  motion. 
Nay,  he  had  done  more,  for  he  had  moved 
the  immediate  discharge  of  the  witness; 
and  in  doing  that  he  had  been  charged 
with  having  made  the  most  unjustifiable 
motion,  that  had  ever  been  submitted  to 
that  House. 

The  Atiamey' General  was  anxious  to 
say  a  word  with  regard  to  the  interlocutory 
debate  that  had  been  introduced.  He 
begged  to  say,  that  on  the  Friday  night, 
when  the  motion  was  made  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Woodstock,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  given  an  explanation,  which  he  con- 
sidered, so  far  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  concerned,  perfectly  satisfac- 
tory. But  inasmuch  as  the  House  was 
then  very  thin,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  repeated  his  explanation  the  fol- 
lowing  day,  and  ^efi^^^^^g^jgflto 
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be  satisfactory.  He  had  certainly  differed 
from  his  hOD.  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
motion  for  adjournment  till  Saturday,  bat 
with  regard  to  the  course  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  adopted,  be  thought 
the  explanation  then  for  the  third  time 
given  was  perfectly  satisfactory.  He  was 
satisfied,  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  given  all  the  notice  in  his  power. 
With  regard  to  juries  being  influenced 
by  the  fact  of  the  prosecutions  having 
been  instituted  by  order  of  that  House, 
he  doubted  it  very  much,  and  he  did 
not  think  they  were  influenced  by  any 
such  feeling.  As  to  the  case  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  the  House 
should  bear  in  mind  that  one  of  the 
witnesses  had  been  recently  confined  in 
a  lunatic  asylum,  and  that  the  other  was 
familiarly  called  by  a  name  intimating 
an  utter  want  of  veracity.  The  House  had 
no  more  right,  in  his  opinion,  to  call  in 
cjuestion  the  verdict  of  a  jury,  than  to  call 
in  question  the  conduct  of  a  judge,  except 
in  the  regular  and  constitutional  way.  The 
present  motion  was  one  which  called  upon 
the  Attorney-general  to  use  the  discretion, 
and  exercise  the  judgment  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;  it  was  placing  him  in  a  posi- 
tion to  do  what  was  the  duty  of  the  House 
itself;  and,  although  he  should  not  shrink 
from  the  honest  discharge  of  whatever  duty 
might  be  cast  upon  him,  he  should  pro- 
test against  being  placed  in  so  delicate 
and  responsible  a  position,  unless  there 
was  some  very  strong  case  calling  for  it. 
Nothing  but  respect  for  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Wor- 
cester, had  induced  him  to  go  on  with 
the  prosecution  of  Swan.  That  prosecu- 
tion had  been  instituted  from  the  report  of 
the  committee  laid  before  the  House ;  but 
it  had  been  carried  on  from  information 
derived  from  other  quarters.  The  House 
was  not  sitting  at  the  time  ;  but  he  was 
not  sure  whether,  had  the  House  been 
then  sitting,  he  should  not  have  felt  it  his 
duty  to  have  come  down  and  made  a  com- 
munication to  it  on  the  subject.  He  be- 
lieved great  inconvenience  would  arise 
from  the  House  directing  prosecutions  to 
be  instituted  without  l^ing  sure  of  its 
ground,  because  it  would  be  a  sort  of  in- 
ducement to  other  persons  to  fish  for  evi- 
dence against  the  parties  selected  for  pro- 
secution. He  trusted,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
not  press  his  motion,  but  withdraw  it, 
when  he  could  bring  it  forward  agaiui 
VOL.LXm.    {BS} 


naming  the  individuals,  where  there  was 
a  certainty  of  the  charge  of  bribery  being 
brought  home  against  them. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  even  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  out  a  clear 
case  of  bribery,  he  should  not  support  his 
motion.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Worcester,  that  the 
House  did  not  stand  sufficiently  high  in 
public  estimation,  and  was  not  in  such 
good  odour,  as  to  enable  them  to  bring 
forward  prosecutions  like  the  present  with 
any  chance  of  success.  In  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  the  House  had  directed 
that  Dr.  Webster,  of  St.  Albans,  should  be 
prosecuted  for  bribery.  What  occurred  T 
Previous  to  its  being  instituted,  it  was 
stated  that  a  most  disgraceful  compro- 
mise had  been  entered  into  between  the 
two  places  against  which  petitions  had 
been  presented — namely,  Canterbury  and 
St.  Alban's;  and  it  was  arranged  that 
the  petitions  in  both  these  cases — al- 
though, had  they  been  proceeded  with, 
it  was  quite  clear,  from  what  had  trans- 
pired, that  the  allegations  would  have 
been  proved,  and  that  neither  of  these 
hon.  Members  had  any  right  to  sit  in 
that  House  for  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion— it  was  arranged  that  the  petitions 
should  be  withdrawn,  and  a  most  corrupt 
compromise  had  been  clearly  entered  into, 
much  worse  than  any  of  the  cases  that 
had  been  brought  forward  during  the 
present  Session.  What  was  the  conse- 
quence ?  Dr.  Webster  was  prosecuted,  but 
the  public  looking  at  the  tainted  source 
from  whence  such  prosecutions  emanated, 
considered  all  men  so  prosecuted  more 
as  martyrs  than  as  criminals.  What 
did  the  mayor  of  St.  Alban's,  Mr. 
Rumbold,  say  when  the  statement  was 
made  of  money  being  brought  by  the  man 
termed  "  Lying  Adams  ?"  By  the  way 
the  Attorney-general  had  admitted  that 
there  was  no  doubt  about  the  character  of 
the  man,  but  the  House  should  have 
known  it  when  it  instituted  the  inquiry. 
The  mayor  said  he  was  surprised  at  the 
occurrence  of  money  being  shown  on  the 
hustings,  but  not  at  hearing  that  bribery 
had  been  practised  in  town.  Baron  Al- 
derson  said, 

"  You  were  not  surprised  at  bribery  being 
carried  on,  but  at  its  being  publicly  admitted  V* 
(and  the  answer  of  the  witness  was)  "  Just  so.'' 

The  judge,  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
trial,  said  it  behoved  the  jury  to  come  to 
a  fair  decision  between  the  Crown  and 
2E 
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the  parties  before  it;  but  that  as  for  a 
reading  a  lesson  to  any  other  persons  be- 
sides themselves,  by  the  decision  which 
they  should  pronounce,  it  was  extremely 
idle.  The  jury  retired  for  three  quarters 
of  an  hour,  ana  then  delivered  a  verdict  of 
"  Not  Guilty,"  which  was  hailed  with  loud 
and  long-continued  cheers.  That  was  the 
result  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  last 
motion  for  prosecuting  one  of  the  indivi- 
duals who  had  been  pronounced  by  a 
committee  of  that  House  guilty  of  bribery. 
Such  motions  as  these  were  perfectly 
useless,  and  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Worcester  had  said,  if  they 
hoped  to  bolster  up  the  system  by  such 
measures  as  these,  they  would  signally 
fail.  Nothing  would  do  to  secure  public 
respect  for  that  House  but  an  entire  re- 
modelling its  framework,  and  extending 
the  class  of  electors  by  whom  its  Members 
were  to  be  returned.  He  should  vote 
against  the  motion,  because  he  considered 
it  partial  and  most  unjust. 

Mr.  Darby  said,  that  two  of  the  wit- 
nesses on  the  trial  alluded  to  had  not 
given  their  evidence  in  a  satisfactory  man- 
ner, and  a  jury  might  be  unwilling  to  con- 
vict upon  their  testimony.  They  had, 
however,  stated  that  they  had  received 
bribes  from  a  certain  medical  gentleman, 
and  that  gentleman  having  corroborated 
their  evidence  to  a  certain  point,  refused  to 
answer  the  question  whether  he  had  given 
them  money  lest  he  should  criminate  him- 
self. Thus,  although  there  was  in  the  case 
sufficient  to  enable  a  committee  of  that 
House  to  come  to  a  conscientious  con- 
clusion, yet  there  would  be  a  difficulty 
when  it  came  to  a  prosecution  ;  because, 
if  the  proceedings  were  instituted  against 
the  two  persons  who  had  received  the 
bribes,  there  would  be  no  evidence  against 
them  but  Uiat  of  the  medical  gentleman ; 
and  if  the  latter  were  made  the  object  of 
prosecution,  the  only  testimony  tending  to 
inculpate  him  would  be  that  of  the  two 
who  bad  received  the  money. 

Mr.  Smythe  said,  he  was  not  cognisant 
of  any  compromise  having  taken  place  in 
the  Canterbury  case,  and  never  was  more 
agreeably  surprised  than  by  hearing  on 
the  morning  when  the  petition  was  to  have 
been  tried,  that  it  was  abandoned.  He 
had  reason  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had 
spoken  of  the  gross  bribery,  as  it  was 
called,  at  Canterbury.  That  hon.  Member 
would  think  it  hard,  if  he  accused  him  of 


{COMMONS}  /<n^  BrOery.  .  896 

exesrctsing  corrupt  influence  in  the  bo- 
rough of  Finsbury;  and  yet  he  bad  as 
much  right  to  make  such  an  attack  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had. 

Mr.  O^Connell  said,  tbat  Canterbury 
and  St.  Albania  might  settle  thair  ac- 
counts as  well  as  they  could,  but  the 
worst  of  it  was,  that  there  had  been  a 
great  deal  of  bribery  which  it  would  seesd 
was  not  known  to  the  Gentlemen  in  that 
House.  He  was  sorry  it  was  not  in  his 
power  to  support  the  motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  public  were  per- 
suaded that  there  never  had  been  so  much 
corruption  and  bribery  as  at  the  last  elec- 
tion ;  and  every  Gentleman  who  spoke  in 
that  House  acknowledged  that  it  had  not 
been  confined  to  either  party,  but  had 
been  most  impartially  shared  by  both. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  anxious  to 
find  a  remedy  for  the  evil.  There  were 
means  of  facilitating  the  panishmeiit  of 
bribery,  and  thus  preventing  the  practice. 
There  had  been  an  act  passed  Squiring 
committees  to  inquire  into  charges  of  bri- 
bery without  first  establishing  agency^  and 
thns  getting  rid  of  the  obstacles  which  bad 
formerlv  existed  on  account  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  defining  what  was  agency ;  buC 
the  House  had  not  gone  far  enough.  The 
refusal  of  a  party  to  criminate  himself  waa 
the  great  impediment  to  justice.  Why 
did  not  the  Attorney-general — no  man 
was  more  competent— bring  in  a  bill  to 
indemnify  witnesses  who  gave  evideooe 
before  committees.  He  belonged  to  a 
Government  which  was  powedbl  enough 
to  carry  such  a  measure,  and  while  that 
step  was  not  taken,  however  sincere,  and 
however  creditable  the  intentions  of  Gen- 
tlemen might  be,  the  public  would  not 
give  credit  to  them.  By  taking  such  a 
course,  they  would  have  men  of  the  finft 
rank  in  the  country  in  the  box,  if  they 
meddled  in  this  dirty  work^  and  it  was 
impossible  that  such  an  amount  of  bri- 
bery should  have  taken  place  withoat 
many  who  were  there  listening  to  him 
having  been  deeply  involved  in  it.  If 
they  neglected  the  course  he  pointed  out 
they  would  have,  in  addition  to  the  public 
opinion  of  universal  bribery,  a  persuasioci 
that  those  who  condemned  it  were  yet 
ready  to  avail  themselves  of  iu  results.  Ha 
opposed  the  motion,  because  he  did  not 
think  it  would  lead  to  a  useful  result,  being 
directed  against  the  lower  classes — the  poar 
wretches  who  received  bribes,  and  would 
not  touch  the  miscreants  who  gave  thess. 
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Sir  22.  Peel  said,  it  would  be  right  to 
facilitate  kiTettigation  into  cases  of  bri- 
bery 10  far  as  was  consistent  with  jasticci 
bai  it  was  a  daogeroas  doctrine  to  lay 
down  tbat   those    who   receired    bribes 
shottkl  escape  with  iaspuntty  because  those 
wboadtnifilstefsd  bribes  were  also  culpable. 
Where  bribery  was  found  to  have  long 
eiisted  aiuongst  a  constituency  of  300  or 
400  persons,  be  did  not  think  the  offence 
was  justified  or  palliated  by  the  positioo  of 
the  parties ;  and  if  the  House  could  select 
some  few  iustances  for  prosecuting  with 
success  those  who  had  been  guilty  of  re- 
eeivisg  bribes,  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
just  puaishmcat  to  the  individuals,  and  a 
nseful  example  to  the  constituent  body  at 
large.    The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  it 
seemed*  had  expended  30,000/.  at  elec- 
tions, and  that  large  outlay  might  go  a 
eonsidersble  way  towards  explaining  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  enthoaiasm  on  the  sub- 
ject.   The  question  was  not  without  diffi- 
culty, but  he  owned  he  thought  the  argu- 
ments were  rather  against  prosecuting. 
They  hod  the  authority  of  great  legal  opin- 
ions against  it;  but,  independently  of  that, 
there  were  other  considerations  which  led 
him  to  think  it  not  expedient.  He  objected 
to  the  Treaaury  taking  persons  opposed 
to  theas  in  politics  and  sending  them  to 
Inal,  which  he  thought  would  be  very  un- 
jflMty  and  would  give  to  the  counsel  on  the 
Inal  the  ground  of  a  powerful  appeal  to 
the  jury.    It  would  be  a  very  unfortunate 
leault  if  such  proceedings  should  fail  from 
the  weakness  of  the  law  against  bribery, 
or  the  want  of  power  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  bring  such  offences  to  jus- 
tice ;   and  as  he  could  not  consent  to  the 
Treasury  finding  additional  evidence,  and 
•a  he  fc4t  the  difficulty  of  prosecution,  lie 
thought  on  the  whole  the  arguments  were 
in  favonr  of  abstaining  from  it.    As  to  the 
atatements  that  there  had  beeo  more  ex- 
lenaive  bribery  at  the  lest  than  at  any 
former  election,  and  thai  a  million  and  a 
half  had  been  expended  upon  it,  he  be- 
lieved there  never  was  a  more  unfounded 
aaaertioo.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cork  said,  that  alterations  had  recently 
been  made  in  the  law  for  the  purpose  of 
facilitating  the  proof  of  bribery  by  enabling 
eommittees  to  take  evidence  of  bribery 
without  proof  of  agency.    Now,  by  whom 
was  that  measure  originated?    By  the 
House  of  Commons;  and  the  House  of 
Commons  went  much  further,  and  he, 
tbcfefoce,  did  not  think  that  House  could  | 


be  justly  charged  with  a  desire  to  shield 
persons  guilty  of  bribery.     On  the  eve  of 
a  general  election,  the  House  of  Commons 
sent  up  to  the  Lords  a  bill  which  dispensed 
with  agency,  and  contained  other  enact- 
ments which  were  objected  to  as  much  too 
stringent.  Therefore,  he  said,  it  was  not 
just  to  make  a  charge    of  connivance 
against  the  present  parties  in  that  House. 
He  should  be  sorry  if  an  impression  were 
produced  in  eny  constituent  body,  high  or 
low,  that  that  House  was  unwilling  to 
prosecute  in  clear  cases.    He  could  never 
consent  to    forego  prosecution  on   that 
ground,  but  as  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
notice  of  a  bill  for  facilitating  inquiry,  and 
as  an  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  a 
motion  for  inquiry  into  five  different  cases, 
— as  there  was  also  a  bill  on  the  votes, 
having  for  its  object  the  prevention  of  bri- 
bery, he  thought,  considering  that  these 
were  all  measures  of  a  general  tendency, 
they  had  better  wait  the  result  of  the  dis- 
cussions upon  them  than  institute  a  proses 
cution  against  individuals.     He  acknow- 
ledged that  he  came  to  this  conclusion 
with  reluctance  and  doubt,  for  he  thought 
it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if  it  were 
supposed  that  the  House  abstained  from 
prosecuting  in  a  clear  case  of  bribery, 
where  the  parties  implicated  belonged  to 
the  upper  classes,  and  it  would  be  a  very 
dangerous  doctrine  to  encourage  that  the 
particular  class  to  which  the  party  be- 
longed could  in  any  degree  palliate  the 
offence.    With  regard  to  a  question  put 
to  him  as  to  the  working  of  the  present 
system  of  committees,  he  certainly  had 
not  had  much  leisure  this  Session  to  at- 
tend to  the  proceedings  of  election  com- 
mittees, but  taking  these  two  instances, 
he  had   never  seen  fairer    tribunals,  as 
shown  both  by  their  proceedings  and  their 
results.     In  the  Ipswich  case  there  was 
not  a  vote  come  to  by   the  committee 
which  could  be  impugned  as  being  in- 
fluenced by  motives  of  partiality — which 
did  not,  on  the  contrary,  show  that  party 
considerations  had  been  entirely  excluded 
— ^and  with  regard  to  the  final  resolutions, 
in  one  case  the  sitting  Members  were  un- 
seated, and  declared  to  have  been  guilty 
by  their  agents  of  bribery.    In  the  case  of 
Southampton,  that  resolution  was  carried 
by  a  majority  of  six  to  one,  and  in  the 
Ipswich  case,  the  decision  which  unseated 
the     sitting    Members    was    unanimous. 
Judging,  therefore,  by  the  tenour  of  their 
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must  say  that,  notwithstanding  all  he  had 
heard  this  Session,  he  was  not  unfavour- 
able to  that  jurisdiction,  for  he  thought 
the  committees  bad  shown  a  strong  desire 
to  investigate  cases  of  bribery,  and,  at 
least  in  these  two  cases,  they  had  come  to 
decisions  excluding  all  party  considera- 
tons. 

Mr.  W.  O,  Stanley  had  given  notice  of 
a  motion  to  suspend  the  writ  for  South- 
ampton, on  the  ground  that  a  great  deal 
had  taken  place  into  which  the  committee 
were  not  able  to  inquire,  in  consequence 
of  a  witness,  named  Wren,  having  refused 
to  give  certain  evidence,  and  respecting 
which  it  was  necessary  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted. 

Mr.  Hume  believed  that  a  sufficient 
number  of  Members  to  turn  the  majority 
of  this  House — though  he  would  not  say 
all— had  been  relumed  by  bribery.  No 
effectual  remedy  had  yet  been  proposed, 
and  he  asked  if  the  House  were  disposed 
to  sit  down  quietly,  with  the  feeling  at 
present  existing  in  the  country  that  they 
were  not  disposed  to  check  bribery.  The 
public  believed  that  hon.  Members  were 
averse  to  adopt  a  remedy,  that  they  were 
not  desirous  of  doing  that  which  was  ne- 
cessary to  purify  this  House,  and  that  if 
they  singled  out  a  few  victims  for  punish- 
ment their  consciences  were  satisBed. 
Let  there  be  an  extension  of  the  suffrage, 
let  them  adopt  the  vote  by  ballot,  and  a 
stringent  act  against  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion, then  address  the  Queen  to  dissolve 
Parliament,  and  go  to  a  new  election,  and 
the  country  would  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  Escoit  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  had  furnished  the  key  by 
which  he  and  other  hon.  Members  hoped 
to  accomplish  their  object  of  altering  the 
constitution,  and  that  was  to  diminish  the 
confidence  of  the  public  in  Parliament. 
The  reason  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester  against  prosecuting  persons  for 
bribery  was,  that  bribery  was  so  common. 
In  that  opinion  he  did  not  agree,  but  he 
took  the  same  view  of  the  question  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Solicitor- 
general.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  had  stated  that  there  were  in- 
stances of  Members  of  this  House  having 
been  returned  by  bribery,  and  he  would 
endeavour  to  purify  the  assembly  and  re- 
move the  stain  attaching  to  it;  but  he 
did  not  think  that  object  was  to  be 
eflfected  by  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Member   for  Montgomery.    Could 


not  the  two  committees  on  the  Southamp- 
ton and  Ipswich  elections  tell  who  had 
been  guilty  of  bribery.  Surely  nothing 
would  be  easier  than  to  get  from  the  com- 
mittees, which  had  declared  that  the  last 
elections  for  these  boroughs  were  void  oa 
the  ground  of  bribery,  who  those  indivi- 
duals  were  who  had  received  and  paid  the 
bribes.  And  he  wanted  to  know  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  framing  the  mo- 
tion, had  not  framed  it  with  a  view  to  the 
prosecution  of  the  individuals  who  must 
have  been  proved  before  those  committees 
to  have  been  guilty  of  bribery.  If  the 
motion  had  been  so  framed,  he  should 
have  given  it  his  support;  but  as  it  was 
framed  in  so  general  a  way,  without  know- 
ing who  the  Attorney-general  was  to  pro- 
secute, he  must  give  it  his  opposition. 

Mr.  Bernal  said,  the  misfortune  of  such 
a  motion  as  this  was,  that  it  led  to  a  dis- 
cussion upon  bribery  in  general,  instead 
of  confining  their  deliberations,  as  it 
ought,  to  the  important  matter  before  the 
House.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought  it 
was  quite  useless  to  agitate  the  House  oa 
the  general  subject.  He  feared  it  was  not 
so  much  the  Members  of  that  House  as 
the  electoral  bodies  who  were  tainted 
with  corruption.  He  did  believe  that  the 
constituent  bodies  were  not  sufficiently 
alive  to  the  sacred  character  of  the  trust 
reposed  in  them  by  the  act  which  gave 
them  the  power  of  electing  representatives. 
It  was  tlie  duty  of  the  House  to  endea- 
vour to  cure  this  fault  by  kindling  a  better 
feeling  among  the  electors.  This,  how- 
ever, was  scarcely  the  best  way  to  set 
about  their  task.  Indeed,  he  could  not 
disguise  from  himself  that  the  motion  be- 
fore them  was  wholly  insufficient  to  act  as 
a  check  upon  bribery.  If  they  would 
effect  that  desirable  end,  they  must  probe 
the  very  root  of  the  system.  They  must 
set  to  work  and  repeal  past  laws  and  enact 
new  ordinances  capable  to  meet  the  prac- 
tice in  all  its  ramifications.  At  present 
the  laws  were  all  but  inoperative  for  the 
prevention  of  bribery.  Let  them  take  an 
instance  in  point  from  the  law  against  the 
distribution  of  election  ribands.  It  was 
well  known  that  formerly  immense  sums 
were  spent  by  candidates  in  giving  ribands 
to  their  Friends.  Many  candidates  had 
spent  as  much  as  800/.  at  a  time  in  the 
distribution  of  these  favours ;  or  rather  in 
taking  off  the  old  stocks  of  the  riband  ma- 
nufacturers, who,  it  was  notorious,  dyed 
and  made  up  their  old  and  dirty  riban<^ 
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for  electioneering  porposes.  Well,  a  very 
galatary  law  was  passed  to  prevent  the 
use  of  these  ribands,  but  the  statute  was 
wholly  inoperative.  And  why?  Simply  be- 
cause the  drawer  of  the  bill  forgot  to  insert 
a  provision  givingcosts  to  the  prosecutor,so 
that  no  one  would  atteo^pt  to  put  down 
the  system,  because  he  was  certain  of 
being  called  upon  to  pay  for  it.  Then, 
when  they  talked  of  bribery,  what  did 
they  say  of  treating?  Treating  had  been 
determined  to  be  bribery  in  another  form, 
but  he  would  venture  to  say  that  there  was 
not  at  the  present  day  a  committee  to  be 
collected  in  the  House  who  could  draw 
the  line  between  the  legitimate  and  ille- 
gitimate treating.  The  fact  was,  that  bri. 
bery  and  treating  were  looked  on  through- 
out the  country  just  as  smuggling  and 
poaching  were  regarded  by  a  certain  class 
of  the  population.  People  said,  "  There 
is  no  moral  offence  in  these  practices ;  the 
acts  to  put  them  down  are  tyrannical — let 
us  combine  to  render  them  ineffectual." 
There  was  no  Member  probably  in  the 
House  who  bad  not  proved  these  facts  in 
the  course  of  his  own  experience.  If  peo- 
ple did  not  want  to  be  bribed  in  one  way, 
they  required  to  be  bribed  in  another. 
Every  one  knew  that  constituenu  were 
constantly  coming  to  Members  and  apply- 
ine  for  places,  or  some  other  favour,  saying, 
"  Sir,  1  served  you,  now  you  must  serve 
me.''  It  was  for  the  House  to  inculcate 
the  salutary  maxim,  that  a  vote  given  in 
the  administration  of  a  great  political  trust 
was  not  to  be  looked  on  as  a  personal  or 
party  service.  He  would  not  undertake 
to  say  what  steps  they  ought  to  take  to 
enforce  this  salutary  doctrine ;  but  it  was 
clear  that  something  they  must  do.  Whe- 
ther they  were  to  aim  at  increasing  the 
education  of  the  people,  or  to  endeavour 
to  show,  by  their  own  conduct,  that  they 
were  acting  on  patriotic  and  not  on  party 
principles,  what  remedial  measures  they 
were  to  take,  he  did  not  know,  and  would 
not  attempt  to  determine ;  but  he  was 
•ure,  if  something  was  not  done,  and  that 
very  speedily,  no  one  would  believe  that 
they  were  serious  in  the  condemnation  or 
anxious  to  put  a  stop  to  the  practice. 

Mr.  Wakleyf  since  he  had  sat  in  that 
House,  had  beard  more  debates  on  this, 
perhaps,  than  on  any  other  subject.  He 
was  always  bearing  Members  expressing 
an  anxiety  to  pnt  an  end  to  such  immoral 
practices,  but  he  could  not  find  what  they 
bad  done  to  insure  a  pr^tctical  remedy.  In 


fact,  the  evil  arose  out  of  that  assembly 
itself.  It  was  an  evil  of  the  law  under 
which  elections  took  place,  that  bribery, 
intimidation,  and  treating  prevailed.  Why, 
they  began  with  money,  and  it  was  nothing 
but  money  throughout.  They  established 
qualifications  of  300/.  for  one  class  of 
representatives,  and  600/.  for  another,  es- 
timating the  value  of  a  man,  in  fact,  not 
by  his  worth  or  attainments,  but  by  his 
cash  in  hand.  They  carried  the  same 
principle  down  to  the  constituent  bodies. 
They  said  to  one,  you  shall  have  a  vote 
because  you  hold  a  house  at  a  rental  of 
10/.  a-year,  to  another  you  shall  not  have 
a  vote  because  you  only  pay  9/.  lOs.  So 
long  as  such  a  system  continued,  bribery 
would  prevail,  and  let  him  tell  them,  inti- 
midation would  prevail  too,  so  long  as 
they  refused  the  voter  an  adequate  pro- 
tection against  those  who  had  the  power 
to  coerce  him.  They  knew  well  enough 
that  the  richer  men  would  influence  their 
tenants.  They  knew  that  a  50/.  tenant 
at  will  must  vote  as  his  landlord  desired 
him->  that  money  would  have  its  power — 
that  wealth  would  have  its  sway,  and 
would  exercise  its  influence  over  the  re- 
sult of  a  contest.  What  a  mockery  was 
it,  then,  to  say  that  they  disliked  corrup- 
tion, when  they  knew  that  so  long  as  they 
continued  the  system  so  long  the  practice 
would  exist.  He  was  satisfied  that  whilst 
they  refused  an  extension  of  the  suffrage, 
a  re-distribution  of  the  suffrage,  and  the 
protection  of  the  ballot,  so  long  would  all 
they  did  be  regarded  as  a  delusion  on  the 
public,  and  a  perfect  mockery  in  the  face 
of  the  people. 

Sir  R.  H,  Inglis  was  surprised  to  find, 
from  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  he  had  so  soon  forgotten  all  the 
benefits  that  were  to  accrue  from  the 
Reform  Bill  of  ten  years  since — from  that 
glorious  measure  which  was  to  make  our 
constituencies  miraclesof  purity — to  render 
our  elective  system  bright  and  radiant  in 
the  eyes  of  the  whole  world — which  was, 
in  fact,  to  change  England  into  a  perfect 
Utopia.  With  such  a  glorious  system  in 
operation,  against  what  was  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber vociferating  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Weymouth  had,  in  his  observations,  fur- 
nished the  House  with  materials  for  think- 
ing, and  not  for  acting.  It  would  be  well 
to  ascertain  distinctly  what  was  to  be 
considered  a  bribe.  A  bribe  depended 
much  upon  the  relative  position  of  the 
parties  offering  or  acceptingj(^(jte  some 
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instances  an  invitation  might  be  consi- 
dered a  bribe;  in  others  an  appointment 
to  a  coflamissionership,  a  tide-ivaitership, 
or  some  other  office.  In  his  opini«m,  bri- 
bery consisted  in  corrupt  motive,  and  any- 
thing was  a  bribe  which  had  the  effect  of 
inducing  a  man  to  vote  against  his  con- 
science. But  how  was  a  knowledge  of 
this  to  be  acquired  ?  It  might  not  be 
difficult  to  trace  a  5L  note  hidden  under 
a  plate,  but  how  were  they  to  trace  other 
inducements  which  were  not  of  so  tangible 
a  nature  ?  As  regarded  the  motion  before 
the  House,  he  concurred  with  the  high 
legal  authorities  who  had  spoken  upon 
the  subject,  that  to  press  it  on  would  be 
highly  inexpedient. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  that  as  the 
feeling  of  the  House  seemed  to  be  against 
him,  he  would  not  press  the  motion,  not- 
withstanding that  the  committee  had 
made  their  report  upon  good  grounda, 
and  such  as  warranted  him  in  bringing 
the  subject  belore  the  House.  It  bad 
been  said,  that  in  cases  like  the  present  it 
would  be  idle  to  proceed  against  indivi- 
duals, but  it  appeared  to  him  that  it  was 
only  by  such  proceedings  the  law  could 
be  vindicated.  Where  was  the  use  of 
passing  acts  of  Parliament  unless  means 
were  taken  to  enforce  them* 

Motion  withdrawn. 

New  Writ  for  Ipswich.]  Colonel 
Rushbrooke  moved  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
issue  his  warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  to  make  out  a  new  writ  for  the 
borough  of  Ipswich. 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  think  it  was  expe- 
dient to  proceed  with  the  motion  after  an 
intention  had  been  expressed  of  providing 
some  remedial  measure  to  meet  the  abuses 
which  had  been  practised  in  that  borough. 
The  committee  had  come  to  the  concki« 
sion  that  Messrs.  Wason  and  Renaie  had 
not  been  duly  elected — that  they  by  their 
agents  had  been  guilty  of  bribery— that 
from  the  evidence  given  before  the  com- 
mittee the  existence  of  an  extensive  sys- 
tem of  bribery  had  been  proved^  and  the 
report  recommended  that  the  new  writ 
should  be  suspended  until  the  evidence 
was  printed  and  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  thought  boo.  Membera 
would  not  stand  well  with  themselves  in 
agreeing  to  issue  a  new  writ.  The  three 
last  elections  for  Ipswich  had  fully  proved 
the  corrupt  state  of  the  borough.    He 


trusted  there  would  be  no  objeotioo  ta 
allow  the  writ  to  stand  over  for  three 
weeks  or  a  month,  within  which  time  tho 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  would 
have  brought  forward  his  bill,  and  the 
committee  appointed  on  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  would  have  made 
their  report.  He  should  move  as  ae 
amendment,  ''That  the  debate  be  ad* 
jottrned  to  thia  day  month.* 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  did  not  see  saficieBl 
reason  for  resisting  the  issue  of  this  writ. 
He  wished  to  punish  individual  voters  who 
might  be  proved  guilty  of  bribery,  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  unjust  to  punish  the 
whole  constituency  of  a  borough  for  the 
crime  of  a  poition  of  them.  He  did  not 
think  it  a  good  precedent  to  establish,  to 
suspend  the  issue  of  the  writ  on  the  mere 
ground  that  an  individual  Member  of  the 
House  had  given  notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  in  a  bill  for  the  prevention  of  bribery. 
The  evidence  in  the  case  was  not*  in  hia 
opinion,  sufficient  to  warrant  them  in  in- 
terfering with  the  constitutional  right  of 
the  electors  to  have  a  new  writ  issued  at 
the  earliest  possible  period. 

Lord  J.  Ruisell  thought  it  a  matter  of 
very  gteat  doubt  whether  they  ought  to 
suspend  the  writ  in  this  instance.  AU 
though  it  was  certainly  a  strong  power  to 
use,  yet  it  had  been  used  in  several  i»« 
stances  shortly  after  the  revolution,  as  veil 
as  in  the  well  known  Sheppard  caie.  His 
opinion  was,  that  an  inquiry  ought  to  be 
instituted  by  the  House  in  cas^s  where 
bribery  and  corruption  were  alleged  to 
have  been  employed,  and  where  the  parties 
did  not  chose  to  go  to  the  expense  of  ao 
election  committee.  In  such  ciceeiestaacs 
it  would  be  right  to  suspend  the  writ 
pending  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  C.  Bulkr  begged  the  House  would 
consider  for  a  moment  the  coosequeDcef 
of  immediately  issuing  the  wdt  in  this 
case.  In  Nottingham,  Reading,  and  otl^er 
cases,  there  was  a  euepicion  that  bribeiy 
bad  prevailed.  Hon.  Members  immedi* 
ately  said,  **  God  bless  us,  only  think  thel 
there  have  been  persons  bribios^we  never 
heard  of  such  a  thing  before,"  aed  the 
House  suspended  these  wriu,  on  suspicion 
of  bribery.  Then  came  a  case  in  which 
there  was  not  mere  suspicion,  and  in 
which  an  actual  conviction  for  bribery 
had  taken  place,  in  which  a  committee 
appointed  by  the  House  declared  that 
there  had  been  extensive  bribery.  The 
House  immediately  said  to  i 
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tiet»  **  Yo«  Vft  not  merely  suspected^  but 
proved  to  be  guiky ;  yoa  shall  have  a  writ, 
and  gooQ  with  your  election  immediately/' 
What  was  this  but  for  the  House  of  Com- 
rooas  to  say  to  the  convicted  bribers 
"  Carry  on  your  old  tricks,  you  have  been 
found  guilty,  go  and  do  the  same  thing 
again.  We  invite  competition  on  the  part 
of  men  with  large  fortunes  to  corrupt  this 
corruptible  constituency  again/'  It  was, 
in  fact,  saying  that  all  the  inquiries  as  to 
bribery  were  nothing  but  solemn  farces, — 
that  an  inquiry  might  be  made,  but  noth- 
ing more  would  be  done.  He  was  really 
astonished  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel),  who  took  such  a  common 
sense  and  practical  view  of  this  subject, 
should  have  been  led  away  by  the  ordinary 
old  fashioned  compunction  felt  for  those 
interesting  boroughs,  which  abused  their 
electoral  privileges  so  grossly  as  to  lead  to 
a  vacancy  in  the  representation^  [An  hon. 
Member:  The  bribery  was  managed  by 
the  agents.]  Why,  of  course.  Was  there 
ever  a  briber  without  a  bribee?  It  did 
not  appear  that  the  bribes  had  been  offered 
to  indignant  virtue ;  or  that  the  electors 
of  Ipswich  had  scornfully  rejected  them. 
The  amount  of  bribes  detected  was  limited 
only  by  the  forms  of  the  House  preventing 
the  inquiry  being  carried  on.  If  the  House 
wished  to  give  the  public  any  proof  of 
being  in  earnest  about  this  matter  they 
ought  not  to  give  to  a  constituency  which 
had  been  found  guilty  of  gross  and  exten- 
sive bribery  the  opportunity  of  repeating 
the  crime.  He  thought  the  just  course 
would  be  at  least,  to  wait  till  a  bill  was 
passed  which  would  throw  new  difficulties 
in  the  wav  of  the  bribers. 

Mr.  fVcMey  said,  he  had  never  been 
more  surprised  than  at  the  declaration  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  had  always 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
perfectly  sincere  in  the  propositions  he  had 
made  of  a  desire  to  put  down  bribery,  of 
which  the  present  case  offered  so  fearful 
an  example.  Could  anything  be  more 
pernicious,  anything  more  preposterous, 
than  to  issue  a  writ  to  this  borough  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  it  was  now 
placed?  The  coounittee  reported  that 
extensive  bribery  had  prevailed  in  the  bo- 
rough of  Ipswich,  and  unanimously  recom- 
mended that  this  writ  should  be  suspended 
until  the  House  should  take  the  subject 
into  consideration.  What  consideration 
had  the  House  bestowed  on  the  subject? 
What  proceed!^  had  been  adopted  by 


the  House  in  consequence  of  the  report 
made  by  the  committee  ?  Was  the  House 
now  about  to  show  the  hypocrisy  of  all  its 
professions  by  re-issuing  the  writ  to  those 
most  guilty  parties,  and  giving  them  full 
license  to  perpetrate  all  the  iniquities  they 
had  so  recently  committed  \  If  the  House 
did  issue  the  writ,  he  hoped  they  would 
hear  no  more  of  the  anxiety  of  the  ma- 
jority to  put  down  the  practices  of  bribery. 
He  was  sure  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
would  vote  with  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Hume)  on  this  occasion,  and  that  he 
would  give  his  virtuous  vote  for  the  pu- 
nishment of  bribery.  His  belief  was  that 
there  was  sufficient  evidence  before  the 
House  to  suspend  the  writ  permanently, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  proper  example  to 
deprive  this  borough  of  the  power  of  abus- 
ing its  privileges  for  the  future*  Then,  if 
that  was  true,  could  they  object  to  suspend 
the  writ  for  a  month?  Were  they  pre-« 
pared  to  vote  for  a  motion  to  suspend  it 
permanently  ?  If  he  made  such  a  motion 
would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  give  it  his 
support  ?  He  hoped  the  House  would  take 
some  step  showing  that  they  were  sincere 
in  their  wish  to  get  rid  of  those  disgraceful 
and  immoral  practices,  which  were  low- 
ering the  character  of  the  House  and  de- 
stroying the  utility  of  its  legislation. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  said,  the  report  of  the 
committee  was  limited  to  his  recommend-* 
ation,  that  the  writ  should  not  be  issued 
until  the  evidence  was  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  [Mr.  Wakley :  Taken  into 
consideration.]  The  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  suppose  that  the  evidence  could  not  be 
taken  into  consideration  without  a  motion 
being  formally  made  in  the  House,  and  a 
vote  taken  on  the  subject.  If  there  were 
evidence  sufficient  to  warrant  a  disfran- 
chisement of  the  borough,  let  that  be  done ; 
but  if  the  committee  did  not  recommend 
that,  and  if  they  felt  that  such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  be  unjust,  let  the  writ  be 
issued. 

Mr.  Roebuck  thought  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  put  the  matter  exactly 
in  a  proper  light.  He  wished  to  recall 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  actual 
state  of  the  facts  as  respecting  the  general 
question.  At  the  present  moment  there 
was  a  general  notion  abroad — a  notion 
also  entertained  in  a  great  degree  by  that 
House — that  a  case  of  suspicion  had  beea 
established  agaicst  a  large  number  of  bo- 
roughs with  renpect  to  bribery.  There 
had  also  beei(  a  general  expression  of 
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opiDlon  in  the  House  from  all  parties  that 
some  immediate  steps  ought  to  be  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  conti- 
nuance of  that  crime  in  future,  in  order 
that  they  might  obtain  purity  of  election. 
At  the  present  time  it  was  that  which  was 
in  the  contemplation  of  the  House.    Four 
or  five  of  these  boroughs  were,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  under  the  consideration  of  the 
committee.     Suspicion  attached  to  them 
that  bribery  had  been  committed  within 
their  precincts.     Others  there  were  that 
had  been  already  convicted  of  this  crime 
by  the  election  committee,  the  judicial 
tribunal  created  for  the  purpose  of  decid- 
ing upon  facts  of  that  nature.    If,  as  the 
hon.   and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard 
had  truly  stated,  this  writ  were  issued, 
there  would  be  afforded  the  contrast  of 
four  or  five  boroughs,  with   respect  to 
which  no  more  than  suspicion  existed,  in 
which  the  writs  were  suspended.    He  now 
came  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite,  who  accused  the  House  of 
waiting  three  weeks  without  passing  or 
moving  anything.      Now,  he  submitted 
that  this  was  hardly  a  fair  way  of  stating 
the  case.    The  House  was  at  the  present 
moment  considering  the  question.    The 
House  wished  to  understand  the  question 
thoroughly,  that  they  might  be  enable  to 
fashion  such  a  measure  as  would  have  the 
efiect  of  preventing  the  crime.    They  did 
not  wish  to  rush  hastily  to  conclusions, 
but  preferred  to  wait  until  they  should, 
after  instituting  full  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  having  before  them  com- 
plete evidence  in  other  cases  besides  that 
now  under  consideration,  be  enabled  to 
frame  a  general  and  comprehensive  mea- 
sure.   It  was  said  that  they  had  only  to 
choose  between  two  courses,  either  to  is- 
sue the  writ  or  to  suspend  it  effectually. 
Now,  in  his  opinion,  they  had  yet  another 
alternative;  which  was  not  to   issue  the 
writ,  but  first  to  take  the  question  into 
consideration,    and     then,     by-aud-bye, 
when  they  had  had  time  for  deliberation, 
to  decide  concerning  the    issue  of  the 
writ.    After  the  decision  of  the  committee 
that  gross  bribery  had  existed  at  Ipswich, 
be  could  not  conceive  how    the  House 
could  rush  to  the  conclusion  that  a  new 
writ  ought  to  be  issued.     What  was  the 
view  taken  by  that  committee  after  hear* 
ing  the  evidence  given  bet^re  them  ? 

''That  extensive  bribery  ^lad  prevailed  at 
the  last  election  for  Ipswich,'  and  that  the  is- 
suing of  a  new  writ  ought  >  a  be  suspended 


until  the  same  evidence  should  have  been 
taken  into  the  consideration  of  the  House.'* 

The  writ  was  not  to  be  issued  until  this 
evidence  had  been  printed  and  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House.    The 
House  then  was  thus  requested  by  a  judi- 
cial body  to  take  the  evidence  which  had 
now  been  laid  before  them  into  their  seri- 
ous consideration.   He  would  ask  had  the 
House  done  so?  No;     the  House  had 
done  nothing  as  yet  upon  the  subject.   He 
did  not  think  because  this  report  had  been 
printed  that  the  House  would  be  war- 
ranted in  refusing  to  take  the  whole  ques- 
tion into  its  consideration.     He  took  it 
that  the  imputation  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption    was    thoroughly    and    clearly 
brought  home  against  certain  parties.   He 
therefore  entreated  the  House  to  give  the 
subject  its  most  grave  and  most  serious 
consideration.    The  House  should  consi- 
der what  was  now  asked  of  them.    They 
were  not  asked  to  suspend  the  writ  per- 
petually— no  such  thing.     He  was  only 
asking  them  simply  to  take  this  evidence 
into  their  serious  consideration — (An  hon. 
Member,  <'  We  have  done  so.")     He  did 
not  know  what  the  hon.  Member  meant 
by  saying  that  they  had  done  so.     He  de- 
nied it.    They  were  bound  to  take  this 
evidence  sent  to  them  by  the  committee, 
so  that  by-and-by  they  might  be  able  to 
frame  some  measure  for  the  prevention  of 
such  crimes  for  the  future.     Without  fur- 
ther trespassing  upon  the  patience  of  the 
House,  be  believed  that  the  wisest  and 
most  judicious  course  for  them  to  pursue 
would  be  to  do  what  the  committee  re- 
quired of  them,  and  that  was  to  take  into 
consideration  the  whole  of  this  very  diffi- 
cult subject,  and  not  to  come  too  hastily 
to  any  conclusion,  but  from  the  cases  of 
convicted  bribery  and  corruption  which 
they  Lad  before  them  to  frame  some  legis- 
lative enactment  which  would  effectually 
put  a  stop  to  it.    They  then  could  issue 
their    writ    under   their    newly-acquired 
safe-guards  for  the  purity  of  election. 

Mr.  W.  D,  Christie  wished  to  mention 
another  subject  connected  with  the  history 
of  this  Ipswich  inquiry,  of  the  importance 
of  which  he  might  certainly  make  a  wrong 
estimate.  Considerable  importance,  how- 
ever, he  thought  should  be  attached  to  it. 
In  the  newspapers  certain  statements  con- 
nected with  this  election  had  been  authen- 
ticated by  the  signatures  of  the  two  late 

Members,    which    showed   the    attempt 
which  bad  been  made  during  the  progress 
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of  the  inquiry  before  the  committee  to 
compromise  the  buainess,  by  one  of  the 
two  sitting  members  consenting  to  accept 
of  the  Chiltem  Hundreds,  and  thereby 
allow  the  prosecuting  party  to  take  a  seat 
in  this  House  unopposed.  It  appeared  by 
those  letters  that  two  proposals  were  men- 
tioned—one, before  the  inquiry,  by  the 
election  committee,  and  the  other  during 
the  progress  of  the  inquiry  It  was  there 
distinctly  stated  that  the  seat  to  be  va- 
cated should  be  that  of  the  Member 
against  whom  the  charge  of  personal 
bribery  could  be  proved.  It  appeared  to 
him,  and  he  offered  his  opinion  with  the 
greatest  diffidence  and  humility,  that  if 
the  House  thought  fit  to  treat  any  com- 
promise of  this  nature,  entered  into  for 
the  purpose  of  screening  an  hon.  Member 
from  the  charge  of  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion, as  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
this  House,  the  House  could  not  by 
any  means  neglect  to  take  notice  of 
the  attempt  in  this  case  to  commit  such 
a  misdemeanor.  He  thought  that  this 
attempt  to  screen  a  charge  of  bribery 
was,  in  fact,  an  attempt  to  screen  a  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  this  House.  The 
form  of  proceedings  before  this  commit- 
tee would  not  admit  of  a  more  thorough 
investigation    than    had    already    taken 

Elace.  In  supporting  the  motion  which 
ad  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  he  must  say  that  he  would 
have  been  most  happy  to  have  supported 
a  motion  for  having  this  case  referred  to 
the  committee  which  had  been  obtained 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
'There  might  not  as  yet  have  been  evidence 
sufficient  to  warrant  the  introduction  of  a 
bill  for  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
borough,  but  he  thought  that  there  was 
amply  sufficient  evidence  to  warrant  a 
further  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  Ipswich  election.  If 
even  no  notice  of  this  motion  had  been 
previously  given,  if  even  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  had  expressed  it,  there  was  no 
announcement  given  of  any  definite  pro- 
posal, he  could  not  see  how  the  House 
could  do  wrong  by  consenting  to  an  in- 
definite suspension  of  this  writ.  In  re- 
ference to  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  when  this  ques- 
tion was  at  a  former  time  under  discussion, 
be  with  the  greatest  deference  and  respect 
to  that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  begged 
leave  to  differ  from  him.    He  should  be 


disposed  to  consider  the  electoral  franchise 
rather  in  the  light  of  a  duty  than  a  right, 
and  he  should  be  slow  to  admit  that  the 
absence  of  representation  was  a  greater 
evil  than  misrepresentation.    He  thought 
that  the  presence  of  two  Gentlemen  in 
this  House  who  gained  their  seats  by  such 
corrupt  practices,  and  who  called  them- 
selves  the  representatives  of  the  people, 
was  one  of  the  greatest  evils  which  the 
country  could  labour  under,  so   far  as 
these  persons  were  concerned,  for,  instead 
of  speaking  the  wishes  of  their  constituen- 
cies, they  were  misrepresenting  the  party 
that  were  supposed  to  have  sent  them  there. 
The    Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer 
thought  that  in  a  matter  of  this  nature 
the  House  ought  not  to  proceed  on  a 
mere  denunciation  against  bribery.    The 
question  was,  on  what  footing  was  it  ex- 
pedient that  the  House  should  interfere  to 
prevent  a  town  from  sending  members  to 
that  House— on  what  footing  should  they 
put  the  power  of  the  House  to  interfere. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  sentiments 
expressed    by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bath.  The  arguments  of  that 
hon.   Gentleman   went  to  establiaJi    the 
principle,  that  because  there  was  a  general 
notion  afloat  of  the  existence  of  cases  of 
suspicion    in    several   boroughs    in    the 
country,  that  therefore,  in  the  case  of  this 
particular  borough,  they  should  withhold 
the  writ.    What  he  proposed  was,  that 
they  should  not  depart  from  the  principle 
to  which  Parliament  had  hitherto  adhered, 
of  having  before  it  a  definite  case,  upon 
which  the  House  had  taken  proceedings  to 
disfranchise'  a  borough,  or  a  case,  the  in- 
quiry into  which  would  be  likely  to  lead 
to  disfranchisement,  before  they  should  de- 
cide ui>on  suspending  the  writ.    Such  were 
the  limits  within  which  the   proceedings 
of  Parliament  in  such  cases,  as  regarded 
the  issuing  of  writs,  were  confined ;  and 
these  were  the  limits  they  ought  not  to  go 
beyond.    It  had  been  said,  *<  You  have 
cause  for  suspicion  against  Ipswich,  nay 
more,  you  have  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee—the decision  of  the  committee.''  That 
report  only  applied  to  the  seats  of  the  Mem- 
bers in  this  House ;  but  the  committee  had 
recommended  the  suspension  of  the  writ 
until  the  evidence  of  the  case  was  pnnted 
and  laid  before  the  House.    The  report 
had  now  been  on  the  Table  for  nearly  a 
month,  but  no  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
think  that  the  case  was  of  such  a  nature 
as  to  warrant  a^d^|Ajgc|a^^^f  the 
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hoiaugb.  The  only  motion  (bal  bud  been 
made  io  direct  reference  to  it  wae  tbat  of 
tbe  vigbt  boo.  Member  for  Montgomery- 
abire»  wHq  moved  for  tbe  prosecution  of 
ceiuin  individaaU.  Tbe  House  seemed, 
bawef  er»  to  tbink  tbat  sncb  a  course  was 
not  a  proper  one  to  be  pursued.  By 
agreeipg  to  furtber  delay  of  the  writ,  the 
House  wQild  leern  to  have  tbe  idea  that 
it  was  better  \f>  have  no  representative 
ftt  all  than  one  not  quite  satisfa^orf* 
On  these  grounds  be  thought  tbat  it 
would  be  establishing  a  dangerous  pcece- 
c^nt  to  adopt  the  course  proposed  by  tbe 
hon.  Member  ibr  Montrose,  aind  tbeirefore, 
akbo^gb  be  wee  aware  that  bis  motives 
tnight  DC  liable  to  misconstruc^iony  feel* 
ing  as  he  did  that  there  could  be  nothing 
m^ia  dangerous  than  to  exen;ise  the 
power  tbey  po«esaed  of  excluding  the  re- 
preaentativea  of  large  bedies  of  constito- 
Q9t|  00  a  vague  plea  of  general  bribery,  be 
ahoi^ld  certainly  vote  against  tbe  amend- 
meni.  If  bribery  waa  so  prevalent  at  Ips- 
wich aa  had  b^a  represented,  any  bribery 
that  might  be  coounitted  at  the  ensuing 
delation  would  be  open  to  the  investiga- 
tion of  A  committee  of  that  House  to 
^ensure  and  to  puniabment^  The  bon. 
Men^bei:  opposite,  the  Meinber  for  Wey- 
nwotb  (Mr.  Christie)  had  adverted  to 
Sfsme  correspondence  between  the  laie 
Member  for  Ipswich  relative  to  a  com* 
promise  with  the  unsuccessful  candidates. 
V^henee  the  hoi^.  Member  derived  that 
iqfQraiationyQr  on  what  grounda  his  state- 
ment was  qiade  he  knew  net;  but  he 
could  undertake  to  say,  on  the  part  of  a 
rig^t  bon.  Friend  of  his,  who  was  one  of 
the  candidates,  thai  be  was  no  party  to 
any  such  proceedings,  either  as  regarded 
the  petition  or  the  alleged  coinpromise. 

Mc  0*  Cmmell  said,  there  was  a  clear 
ground^  independent  of  what  had  been 
aaid,  for  continuing  the  aospension  of  the 
writ  See  bow  the  case  bad  come  before 
the  House;  Ipswich  bad  been  convicted 
of  bribery,  extensive  bribery,  and  not  for 
the  firat  timc^  either.  It  had  been  pre- 
tiouriy  convicted,  and  the  Members  bad 
been  unseated  during  hia  ^ecoUection. 
Heoe  then  waa  a  conviction  oe  the  clearest 
evidence  of  extensive  bribery,  but  let  the 
House  recollect  this  extensive  bribery  was 

Soved  of  only  one  party  in  Ipswich,  for 
e  petition  in  this  instance  was  not  a 
petition  fromk  the  defeated  candidates, 
F^yjog  for  tbe  seau.  But  tbey  took  care 
99t  to  come  bafoi^  the  Houie ;  an4  c^Quld 


not  tbe  House  see  that  there  were  certain 
motives  £br  their  conduct?  The  course 
tbey  had  adopted  was  quite  consistent  with 
their  guilt.  The  investigation  had,  ibsrei. 
fore,  been  only  partial,  because  tbe  com« 
mittee  bad  been  abut  out  from  taking 
into  consideration  the  whole  case.  Now 
it  remained  to  be  seen  whether  the  oppe* 
site  party  had  not  been  equally  guilty  ef 
biibei^,  and  tbat  coutd  be  effected  1^  a 
motion  for  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the 
bribery  in  general,  and  if  no  other  boa- 
Member  brought  forward  such  a  motion, 
he  woukl  himself,  if  the  writ  ^uld  be 
suspended,  move  for  a  committee  to  make 
further  inquiries,  and  he  now  called  for 
the  present  suspension  of  tbe  writ,  in  order 
that  an  opportunity  should  he  given  for 
tbe  discussion  of  that  motkm.  Perjury 
was  too  often  in  casts  of  bribery  mingled 
with  it,  and  the  investigation  should  be 
co-ezteasive  with  the  constituency.  Was 
not  there  ample  grounds  for  such  an 
inquiry?  Were  not  the  sitting  Membesa 
to  go  into  the  case,  and  prove  bribery 
against  their  oppeuDents?  That  could  he 
shown  from  the  evidence,  and  there  was  a 
strong  pnmwfade  case  made  out.  But 
if  the  House  refused  to  suspend  the  writ, 
tbat  would  be  refusing  hia  committee,  and 
what  would  be  the  judgment  of  tbe 
public?  This  was  not  a  case  of  mere 
suspicion,  but  of  downright  convictiout 
and  it  might  be  carried  out  to  the  full 
extent  of  the  constituency.  It  was  not 
confined  to  one  party,  for  the  witnesses  in 
their  examination  showed  that  such  was 
the  propensity  to  receive  bribes,  tbat 
bribery  was  proceeded  with  in  the  publis 
streets*  The  case  was  pregnant  with  the 
greatest  suspicion^ it  waaafullconvictnn 
of  many,  and  was  it  such  a  system,  one 
for  the  House  to  throw  its  shield  over, 
while  they  talked  of  their  antipathy  to 
bribery  anid  their  horror  of  perjury?  If 
the  House  did  not  suspend  tbe  writ,  it 
would  get  credit  for  neither  the  one  nor 
the  other«  He  trusted,  therefore,  the 
House  would  aUow  the  writ  to  be  sna^ 
pended,  and  leave  the  case  for  the  com- 
mittee of  inquiry. 

Mr.  Darbyi  said,  tbat  with  referene e  to 
the  statements  nmde  by  the  bon.  Member 
for  Weymouth,  with  respect  to  certain 
alleged  offers  of  compromiee  during  the 
recent  proceedings  before  the  committee, 
the  petitioners  were  not  candidaftea,  they 
were  electors,  andi^  therefore,  no  compro* 
mise  could  be  made  between  thoseparUes. 
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TIm  b^n  Member  foe  B^^h  bad  b^ntalk- 
iaf  qX  ifhal  the  commiuee  meanty  but  he 
eouU  a9Sttre  tbe  House  that  what  the 
committee  felt  waat  the  evideiu^e  was  not 
•nfficieot  to  warrant  there  i«  recoinmending 
the  dinfrancbiseiDent  of  the  borough.  But 
the  Qommittee  bad  oot  t3keD  the  reapon^ 
att»iUty  upoo  itself,  and  they  wished,  that 
Ibe  House  should  examine  the  evidence, 
and  judge  b>r  itself,  before  the  writ  should 
be  issued.  Such  were  the  wishes  and  the 
intentions  of  the  committee.  He  woAiId 
further  say,  that  as  far  as  be  could  collect 
the  opinions  of  the  committee*  that  its 
Membera  had  determined  to  take  no  fur- 
ther part  in  suspending  or  obtaining  the 
writ.  The  commitue  did  not  think,  tliat 
the  w^it  would  be  suspended,  until  after 
the  general  measure  for  the  prevention  of 
bribery  should  ha?e  been  introduced. 

Mr.  AgUonby  said,  as  many  hon.  Mem."* 
bers  of  that  House  had  expressed  their 
detestation  of  the  system  of  bribery,  he 
bpped  they  would  be  found  voting  for  the 
anspenaion  of  this  writ.  He  conld  not 
conceive  how  this  could  be  considered  a 
partj  question.  Wbal;  possible  party 
motives  could  he  have  in  voting  for  \h^ 
suspenaion  of  this  writ?  Ipswich  re- 
turned two  Members  who  sat  on  his  side 
of  the  House,  and  they  couU  not  tell  that 
at  the  next  election.  Members  entertaining 
similar  sentiments,  might  not  be  returned. 
He  mentioned  this  cir(;umstance  to  show, 
that  tbls  was  not  a  party  questien.  His 
reason  for  voting  for  the  suspension  of 
this  writ  was,  that  be  entertained  a  detest-* 
ation  of  bribery,  and  was  determined  to  do 
aU  in  bis  power  to  pnt  it  down,  and  he 
thought  an  opportunity  was  afforded,  on 
tj^is  occa^on,  of  discountenancing  the 
system.  Bis  tbought  the  Chairman  of  the 
oommi/ltae  ought  to  have  been  the  person 
tp  have  moved  for  a  new  writ,  and  the 
season  he  had  not  done  so  was»  that  the 
Chairmen  tboughjt  the  evdence  did  not 

S'  utiiy  him  in  moving  for  a  new  writ, 
ul  one  side  alone  of  the  Evidence  as  to 
bribery  had  been  reported  to  the  House ; 
would  any  one  suppose  that  the  other  side 
was  pnre  ?  There  was,  therefore,  he 
saidf  a  case  for  inquiry.  They  were  tread- 
ing on  dangerous  ground,  and  tampering 
with  the  feelings  of  the  public;  they  were 
esKpressiog  opinions  which  did  not  corre-* 
spond  w^  their  conduct  The  more 
tiiey  endeavoured  to  prevent  inquiry,  and 
pereisted  in  giving  Members  to  boroughs 
€onvjfited  of  bfib^ry^  the  more  they  would 


be  condemned  by  the  country  at  laige. 
He  did  n^t  think,  that  the  evidence  made 
out  a  case  for  disfranchisement,  but  it 
was  a  case  for  inquiry  how  far  bribery  did 
prevail  in  that  borough  over  and  above 
what  had  been  proved.  Means  ought  to 
be  adopted  to  put  an  end  ta  ibis  system, 
which  not  only  sent  false  Memliera  to 
Parliament,  b«t  demoralized  tha  comtoy. 
Lord  Stanley  must  take  the  liberty  of 
saying,  that  he  was  as  little  conn^ctied  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  with  the  borough  of  Ipswich. 
He  must  also  take  the  liberty  of  saving, 
that  it  was  very  possible  that  th$  resifit  of 
the  new  writ  might  be,  not  the  return  of 
Members  with  whom  he  was  politically 
connected,  but  the  return  of  Members 
connected  by  politics  with  that  part  of  the 
House  in  which  the  bon.  and  learned 
Member  sat.  And  if  that  hon.  Member 
took  credit  that  he  and  those  who  voted 
with  him  bad  no  political  motive  for  sup^ 
porting  the  motion  for  a  new  writ^  they 
(the  Conservatives)  might  take  the  samo 
credit,  wben,  as  the  hon.  Member  said, 
the  new  return  might  result  in  the  retura 
probably  of  Members  of  the  same  political 
principles  as  the  last.  [Mr.  ^gUonhy  ;  X 
said  I  knew  nothing  about  it.}  The  pre- 
sumption was,  that  the  opinion  of  tho 
town  would  remain  unchanged,  and  con* 
sequently  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  could  not  suppose  that  be  had  any 
political  motive  in  not  opposing  the  uo** 
tion  for  issuing  the  writ.  But  what  he  did 
claim  from  the  House  was  this— that  it 
would  not  presume  those  to  be  guilty  of 
whom  it  had  what  the  hon.  Member  foe 
Bath  called  ''a  general  notion  of  a  verv 
extensive  suspicion'^  of  guilt.  ''  But, 
said  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentteman, 
''  you  ought  to  suspend  the  issuing  of  the 
writ"  For  how  long?  For  what  purppaei 
To  any  definite  extent  ?  [^'  One  roontU  i**| 
But  why  one  month?  They  had  sttS-< 
pended  it  one  month  already.  They 
would  suspend  it  for  one  month  more^ 
and  what  aid  they  mean  by  it?  ['^Them 
was  a  notice  of  a  motion.*^  Yes,  now 
when  the  issuing  of  the  writ  was  moved 
for;  but  why  had  that  motion  not  beeu 
moved  before ;  Was  it  because  the  House 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  charge  against 
the  borough  till  now  ?  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  thought  there  were  no 
gi^unds  for  disfranchising  the  borougby 
though  the  case  had  been  taken  up  by  tne 
committee,    There  was  some  ^^W^ 
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between  the  third  and  fourth  resolutions 
come  to  by  the  committee.  The  first 
was, — 

''That  the  evidence  be  taken  into  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House." 

And  the  other  was, — 

**  That  a  new  writ  be  not  issued  till  the 
evidence  be  printed  and  considered  by  the 
House." 

The  chairman  had  stated,  that  it  was 
not  his  intention,  nor  the  intention  of  any 
Member  of  the  committee  to  take  any 
further  steps;  but,  on  the  contrary,  that 
neither  he  nor  any  Member  of  the  com- 
mittee meant  to  oppose  the  re-issuing  of 
the  writ.  The  writ  had  been  suspended 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  committee, 
and  had  remained  suspended  for  one 
month ;  and  on  that  point,  all  sides  of 
the  House  were  agreed,  on  the  discussion 
of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  that  they  should  search 
and  investigate  into  the  cases  of  bribery, 
and  take  remedies  for  the  future,  but  that 
in  the  mean  time  they  should  not  inter- 
fere longer  than  was  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  purjpose  of  suspending  the  writ, 
and  preventing  the  borough  being  repre- 
sented. The  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
brought  forward  his  motion  for  inquiry 
into  certain  elections  in  which  there  were 
grave  cases  of  suspicion.  Why  had  he 
not  extended  his  inquiry  to  Ipswich? 
[*'  There  was  no  compromise.'']  No, 
there  was  no  compromise;  but  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  made  an  ad- 
dition to  the  substance  of  his  motion  ;  he 
had  added  an  inquiry  whether  bribery  had 
taken  place  in  certain  boroughs.  Why, 
therefore,  had  he  not  included  Ipswich  ? 
Why  had  not  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, who  had  acted  as  inquisitor- 
Mieral,  and  who  had  acted  as  such  very 
indiscriminately,  and  he  must  say  very 
impartially,  why  had  he  not  moved  that 
Ipswich  should  be  included?  But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  done  no 
such  thing,  but  had  distinctly  laid  down 
the  principle  that  while  thev  were  in- 
quiring into  the  elections  of  these  bo- 
roughs, the^  should  take  especial  care 
that  they  did  not  deprive  them  of  repre- 
sentation in  the  mean  time.  But,  an  hon. 
Member  said,  they  had  suspended  the  re- 
presentation of  five  or  six  boroughs  in  the 
mean  time.  They  had  done  no  such 
thing;  the  other  boroughs  were  all  en- 
joying full  representation.    The  Members 


for  Southampton,  Lewes,  Reading,  and 
Nottingham,  were  not  labouring  under 
suspension,  or  prevented  from  taking  part 
in  the  discussions  of  the  House.  No; 
pending  the  inquiry,  the  boroughs  were 
considered  innocent.  They  admitted, 
that  they  would  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the 
boroughs,  but  till  convicted  they  should  be 
considered  innocent,  and  have  a  right  to 
be  represented  in  Parliament.  -Why  did 
they  propose  to  take  a  different  course 
where  a  borough  had  not  been  convicted, 
but  where  they  themselves  said,  that  there 
was  no  ground  in  the  evidence  for  disfran- 
chising the  borough  ?  If  there  were  no 
grounds  for  that,  there  was  no  ground  for 
holding  the  borough  convicted  of  whole- 
sale bribery,  and  suspending  the  writ. 
Let  them  inquire  if  they  pleased  into  the 
bribery  at  Ipswich.  His  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Montgomeryshire,  had 
asked  them  to  inquire,  and  to  do  more- 
he  had  asked  the  Attorney-general  to  pro- 
secute individuals  supposed  to  be  guilty  of 
bribery.  The  House  had  refused  to  ao» 
cede  to  this,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
withdrawn  his  motion.  Upon  the  same 
evidence  that  they  admitted  there  were  no 
grounds  for  disfranchising  the  borough, 
thev  admitted  that  it  was  a  great  social 
andf  political  evil  that  the  writ  for  the 
borough  should  be  indefinitely  suspended, 
and  should  thereby  be  deprived  of  its  re- 
presentation before  it  was  convicted  of  a 
Parliamentary  offence.  Unless  they  sub- 
verted all  the  principles  of  the  English 
law,  they  could  not  condemn  before  they 
had  convicted.  Let  them  inquire  if  they 
pleased,  but  in  the  mean  time  permit 
this  borough  to  exercise  its  franchise,  of 
which  they  were  unjustly  depriving  it 
by  an  indefinite  suspension  of  the  writ. 

Mr.  Howes  said,  upon  the  statement  of 
an  individual  Member  of  the  House  they 
had  agreed,  not  only  to  suspend  the  writ 
in  the  case  of  Nottingham,  but  to  institute 
an  inquiry.  What  was  the  case  of  Ips- 
wich— a  borough  convicted  the  second 
time  ?  Upon  its  second  conviction,  they 
refused  even  to  suspend  the  writ,  whereas 
with  regard  to  the  borough  of  Notting- 
ham, upon  the  simple  assertion  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House,  who  stated  that  he  be- 
lieved there  had  been  gross  bribery  there, 
they  suspended  the  writ  for  Nottingham. 
He  asked,  on  what  principle  they  could 
justify  the  suspension  with  regard  to  Not- 
tingham, and  not  suspend  the  writ  issuing 
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for  Ipswich,  a  secoDd  time  convicted  ?  But 
it  ought  DOt  to  be  suspended  during  in- 
quiry. To  be  consistent,  the  House  ought 
to  let  all  the  suspended  writs  issue  while 
the  inquiry  took  place  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemany  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, seemed  to  fear  for  the  constitution 
if  they  refused  to  issue  this  writ.  They 
would  in  vain  hope  to  oppose  the  progress 
of  bribery  if  on  occasions  like  this  they 
shrank  from  its  investigation.  It  bad  been 
well  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth that  a  new  writ  should  not  issue, 
because  the  constituents  were  corrupt. 
He  thought,  unless  the  House  were  pre- 
pared— and  the  House  did  not  dare  to 
take  that  step — to  revoke  the  order  made 
on  the  motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bath,  they  would 
be  acting  a  most  inconsistent  part  in  now 
refusing  to  suspend  this  writ  during  this 
inquiry.  They  had  the  pledge  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  that  he  would  move  for 
the  inquiry.  What  difference  was  there 
between  the  cases  of  Nottingham  and  Ips- 
wich ?  He  left  out  of  view  all  the  other 
boroughs.  The  two  cases  were  perfectly 
coincident ;  and  he  should  think  the  House 
grossly  inconsistent,  if,  in  the  case  of  Ips- 
wich, they  refused  to  inquire  into  the  bri- 
bery, and  issued  the  writ,  having  taken  an 
opposite  course  with  regard  to  Nottingham. 

Mr.  H,  Hinde  should  vote  for  the  issuing 
of  the  writ,  because,  in  this  case,  no  in- 
quiry had  been  proposed,  and  had  not 
been  thought  necessary. 

Sir  r.  Wilde  said,  although  he  was  cer- 
tain that  no  man  was  more  anxious  to  put 
down  bribery  than  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
he  could  not  agree  with  him  in  the  case 
he  had  urged.  The  case  appeared  to 
stand  on  peculiar  ground.  It  was  first  of 
all  stated,  that  the  borough  of  Ipswich  had 
a  right  to  have  its  representatives  in  that 
House,  but  the  country  also  had  its  rights 
as  well  as  the  borough  of  Ipswich ;  and 
although  he  admitted  that  no  writ  should 
be  stayed  on  light  grounds,  he  by  no 
means  agreed  with  any  Gentleman  in  say- 
ing that  the  present  case  presented  light 
grounds.  He  should  be  glad  to  know 
what  hon.  Gentlemen  thought  a  proper 
case  for  suspending  a  writ,  for  he  could 
not  believe  that  they  would  be  able  to 
state  any  grounds  or  principles  which 
would  not  justify  a  suspension  of  the  writ 
on  this  occasion.  What  length  of  time 
the  suspension  might  occupy  whilst  the 
inquiry  lasted  no  one  could  state.    If  the 


inquiry  were  prolonged  for  an  indefinite 
period,  was  that  a  reason  why  it  should 
not  take  place  at  all  ?  What,  then,  were 
the  grounds  on  which  they  were  proceed- 
ing? The  House  had  thought  it  right  to 
grant  a  committee  of  inquiry  into  certain 
corrupt  compromises  alleged  to  have  been 
entered  into  in  order  to  prevent  investiga- 
tions into  bribery,  and  that  committee  had 
been  appointed  on  the  statement  by  an 
hon.  Member  of  his  suspicions.  In  the 
case  of  Nottingham  they  had  been  com- 
pelled to  act.  What  had  they  done? 
Suspended  the  writ.  In  other  cases  they 
had  acted  consistently,  by  refusing  to  act 
until  the  case  should  be  ascertained  by  an 
inquiry.  In  the  case  of  Nottingham,  then, 
they  had  suspended  the  writ— first,  be* 
cause  they  had  reason  to  think  that  a  cor- 
rupt compromise  to  conceal  bribery  had 
been  entered  into;  and,  secondly,  that 
there  was  bribery  to  conceal.  Would, 
then,  the  House  agree  to  suspend  a  writ 
on  the  suspicion  of  an  hon.  Member  that 
a  compromise  had  been  entered  into,  and 
would  they  not  suspend  the  writ  on  the 
report  of  a  committee  of  the  House,  upon 
oath,  that  bribery  had  been  committed  ? 
He  prayed  hon.  Members  to  attend  to  the 
terms  of  the  report.  The  committee  re- 
ported that  they  were  satisfied  that  exten- 
sive bribery  had  taken  place.  If  hon. 
Members  said,  "  We  know  not  the  ex- 
tent of  the  bribery,^  that  was  because  the 
committee  were  prevented  from  going  into 
the  extent  of  it.  But  what  kind  of  argu- 
ment was  this,  or  what  argument  of  any 
kind  was  worth  a  moment's  consideration, 
or  could  be  of  force  in  the  case,  when  they 
were  told  that  a  borough  which  had  been 
convicted  before  was  convicted  again  of 
extensive  bribery  ?  Was  it  to  be  said,  then, 
that  in  face  of  a  report  founded  not  on 
suspicion,  but  on  evidence,  and  made  on 
the  oath  of  Members  of  the  House,  the 
House  was,  nevertheless,  impatient  to 
issue  the  writ  ?  In  such  case  ought  not  a 
prosecution  for  bribery  immediately  to 
take  place?  It  ought  to  be  considfered 
that  the  committee  had  already  found  that 
on  one  side  extensive  bribery  had  been 
practised.  Why  not  inquire  into  the 
practice  on  the  other  side  ?  If  the  House 
refused  this,  would  it  be  decent  to  send 
down  the  writ  to  a  constituency  who  were 
proved  to  be  so  corrupt?  It  was  said,  no 
inquiry  had  been  moved  for ;  but  that  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  if  of  any- 
body.   On  the  3rd  of  May  the  papers 
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had  be«n  kid  on  tire  TftUe,  «iid  h«re  wat 
the  26tli.  But  what  bad  been  done  since  ? 
Tbej  bad  bod  the  hoUdays,  they  had  in 
fact  litUe  oioro  than  a  fortnight  in  which 
aaything  could  have  been  done,  and  then 
the  first  Member  thatbrooght  forward  the 
natter  at  all,  brought  it  forward  as  a  mo* 
.  tioa  for  issoiog  the  writ.  But  he  would 
say,  that  it  waa  not  the  duty  of  one  Mem* 
ber  aaora  than  another ;  it  was  the  duty  of 
every  Member,  if  it  were  not  the  duty  of 
the  GoTemment.  The  House  had  not 
done  their  duty ;  he  felt  that  he  himself, 
among  the  rest,  had  not  done  his  duty  ; 
but  was  the  ooantry  to  be  stopped  be* 
cause  they  had  aeglected  their  doty  ? 
What  was  the  value  of  such  an  argument  ? 
Sarely,  if  they  had  hitherto  neglected 
their  duty,  that  was  the  more  reason  why 
they  abould  perform  it  that  evening.  If 
he  in  comoion  with  other  Members  had 
neglected  their  duty»  that  was  not  a  reason 
why  a  writ  should  issue  to  a  corrupt  coa- 
stituaacy.  The  committee  had  reported 
that  bribery  was  found  azteasively  to  pre- 
vail in  the  borough.  Surely  the  House 
ouffht  not  to  send  a  oew  writ  without  in 
quiry  into  the  extent  of  the  bribery  so 
iouad.  The  House  had  no  pretence  for 
doubt  or  difficulty  in  the  ease ;  they  had  a 
coavictioa  before  tham ;  it  was  upon  re- 
oord ;  and  the  ooly  groand  for  opposing 
inquiry  was,  lest  it  should  lead  to  such 
disclosures  as  would  oblige  the  House  to 
stay  tbe  writ*  He  would  say,  that  if  the 
House,  with  the  knowledge  that  bribety 
prevailed  in  tbia  borough,  sent  down  this 
writ,  it  would  be  idle  and  ridiculous  to 
appoint  committees  in  future  to  investigate 
and  report  upon  bribery.  In  the  name  of 
tbe  country  be  called  upon  the  House  to 
stay  this  writ  until  an  inquiry  into  the  al- 
leged corruption  could  be  gone  into,  with 
a  view,  in  the  event  of  its  proving  oeees- 
aary,  of  disfranchising  the  borough. 

Mr.  IL  Yorki  said,  (amidst  consi* 
derable  iaterruption)  that  he  seldom  ven- 
tured to  address  the  House,  and  never  at 
any  length,  but  he  warned  those  who 
heard  him,  or  rather  who  seemed  unwilling 
to  bear  him.  that  if  they  did  not  now  do 
him  justice  by  iistemng  to  him  for  a  few 
minatea,  he  would  do  them  justice  here- 
after  by  visiting  tfaam  with  a  few  tedious 
apecimess  of  Us  oratorical  powers.  The 
right  boo.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  was  re- 
aponaible  for  the  odium  of  these  discus- 
aiODS,  for  in  October  last  he  had  himself 
deduad  that  wboleaak  and  eooroHNM 
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bribery  had  been  coaimitted  ia  aH  parte  of 
the  country,  and  that  for  the  charaeter  of 
tbe  House,  it  was  absolntelv  necessary 
that  examples  should  be  made  whea  any 
information  upon  the  subject  came  to  ks 
knowleiige.  He  believed,  that  at  the  time 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  speaking  in 
good  faith,  and  if  anything  could  make 
him  doubt  it,  it  was  the  course  he  had 
adopted  that  night.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, like  a  good  tactieian,  had  made 
aa  apostrophe  in  favour  of  hia  own  majo- 
rity when  chaiges  were  made  against 
them.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  that  tbe 
m^ority  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  es- 
sentially corrupt ;  but  he  most  say,  flatly 
and  plainly,  that  he  believed  ail  sides  of 
the  House  to  be  generally  tainted.  He 
believed  it  from  the  evidence  be  had  htm- 
aelf  with  much  paia  acquired,  and  from 
the  evidence  of  the  right  hon.  Barooat 
himself.  And  strong  as  the  right  hoa. 
Baronet  waa  in  executive  power,  he  must, 
without  any  disrespect,  and  yet  most  dis- 
tinctly, say,  that  after  the  deekratioo  the 
right  boo.  Oeatleman  bad  made  in  Octo- 
ber bat,  if  he  ware  not  the  reipectabk  bmii 
he  knew  him  to  be,  he  bad  acted  dingraoe- 
folty  in  not  having  himeelf  takaa  a  large, 
oompreheotive,  and  radical  iaitiative,ooa- 
aiateotly  with  the  principles  he  was  wow 
acting  on  in  putting  down  cormptioa* 

Mr.  B,  Pirrand  would  merely  obaerve, 
that  there  was  a  general  rumour  abtoad, 
that  the  boa.  Member  who  had  last  ad- 
dressed the  House  had  spent  several  thow- 
sanda  of  pounds  ia  cofruptiDg  the  electors 
of  the  city  of  York. 

Mr.  R.  Yarte  was  religkrasly  in  earnest 
C Laughter  J'^^  was  really  and  religiously 
in  earnest.  He  was  sorry  that  religioas  al- 
lusions were  so  offensive  to  hon.  Oeatleasea 
opposite ;  but  he  was  raliglously  in  earnest, 
and  desirous  of  purifying  the  House  s  and 
if  the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
election  for  tbe  city  of  York,  whether  in  ro- 
fereooe  to  himself  or  to  his  hon.  CoUoagae, 
were  to  be  made  subject  of  inquiry  ia  thai 
House,  he  would  iadividuslly  lend  the 
House  every  possible  asaistance  ia  bis 
power ;  and,  furthermore,  for  the  purpose 
of  purifying  that  Houae,  which  waa  much 
wanted,  if  the  country  wouM  guarantee 
that  purity  wouU  be  efiected  by  his  so 
doing,  he  would  apply  for  the  Chilteni 
Hundreds  to-morrow. 

Mr.  WilUami  Wynn  said,  that  if  this 
qaestion  rested  upon  the  original  action, 
of  Buapendiag  the  pild^.ao  iodeflotta 
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period,  without  any  'ootiee  imving  been 
given  for  briogiDg  forwtfd  a  motion  for  a 
farther  inquiry,  he  would  certainly  declare 
that  dM  writ  ought  to  iMrae.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  Houee  would  do  its  duty  by 
soeptoding  the  writ,  unlets  it  were  in 
canes  where  it  was  in  coatemplatioB  to 
adopt  some  legislative  measures,  or  to  in- 
stitute a  toinute  inquiry.  If  upon  the  mo- 
tion be  had  made  that  night,  any  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  his  readiness  to 
carry  the  inquiry  fordier,  he  would  cer- 
tainly have  gifcn  way ;  and  it  seemsd  to 
him  that  the  House  could  not  consistently 
adopt  any  other  coarse  undor  the  notice 
given  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman Uie  Member  for  Cork  of  an  imme- 
diste  inquiry,  which  was  not  to  depend  on 
any  others,  than  to  suspend  the  writ  in 
the  mean  tinw. 

Gofonel  RmMraoke  replied.  When  he 
moved  the  writ,  he  did  it  under  theexpec- 
tatk)n  that  there  would  be  no  opposition 
and  he  had  not  therefore  stated  fully  the 
grounds  why  he  saw  no  reason  for  i«s  fur- 
ther suspension,  the  committee  had  not 
reeomUMnded  any  disfhtnchtsemeat,  they 
had  confined  themselves  to  moving  that 
the  minutes  of  evidence  should  be  printed, 
mid  a  «K>Dth  had  elapsed,  darieg  which 
BO  motion  had  been  made  or  any  steps 
taken. 

The  House  divided,  on  the  qvestbn 
that  Che  debate  be  now  adjourned  :'^Ayes 
107;  Noes  196:  Majority  19. 
List  of  the  Ates. 
Achnd,  Sir  T.  D.  Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 

AglioQby,  H.  A.  Craig,  W.  G. 

AiMworth,  P.  Crawfoid,  W.  S. 

Aldsm,  W.  Carrie,  R. 

Baoaerman,  A.  Dashwood,  G»  H. 

Bamaid,  £•  G.  Deoison,  J.  £. 

Bellew,  R.  M.  Dickinson,  F.  0 . 

Berkeley,  hon.  Capt.      DrsK,  J.  S.  W.  £. 
Bemal,  R.  Dancan,  G. 

Bodkin,  J.  J.  Duncombe,  T.  S. 

Bowes,  J.  Elphinstone,  H. 

Bewring,  Dr.  fiseott,  B. 

Brodie,  W.  B.  Bsmonde,  Sir  T. 

Brooke,  Sir  A.  a  Evans,  W. 

Brothenon.  J,  Fielden,  J. 

Browne,  hon.  W.  Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 

Busfeild,  W.  Forster,  M. 

Bader,  hon.  Col.  Gibson,  T.  M. 

Byag,  G»  Gill,  T. 

Carew,  boa.  R.  S.         Granger,  T.  C. 
Cavendish,  ba.  G,  H.     Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Chapman,  B.  Haomer,  Six  J . 

Childen,  J.  W.  Haidy,  J. 

Christie^  W.  D.  Hastie,  A. 

Cbbdefi,R.  Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 

CokAroJBtke^SirT.E.    Hsyei|SirE, 


Hayter,  W.  G.  RdebiCk,  J,  A. 

Heron,  Sir  R*  Kussell,  IxMd  I. 
Howard,  hn.  C.  W.  O'    Scholefield,  i. 
Howard,  hon,  E.G.6.    Seymoor,  Loid 

Hutt,  W.  Smjfthe,  hon.  O. 

Johnston,  A.  Somers,  J.  P» 
Labouchere,rt.  hoaJI.    Soorarvilli^  9iT  W«  tl. 

Lambton,  H.  Stanley,  hoti.  W^  G. 
Macaulay,  rt.  hn.  T«  B.    Staasfield,  W.  R.  C. 

Mangles,  R.  D.  Stanssn,  W.  H« 

Mannen,  Lord  J.  Taocred,  H.  W. 

Marjoribanks,  S.  Thomely,  T. 

Marshall,  W.  TraiU,  G. 

Marsland,  H.  Turner,  E. 

Maale,  rt.  hon.  F.  Villiers,  hon.  C  F. 

Morris,  D.  Wakley,  T. 

Morisoa,  General  Walker,  R« 

Murphy,  F.  S.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Napier,  Sir  C.  Wemyss,  Cept. 

O'Brien,  W.S.  White,  H. 

O'Connell,  D.  Wilde,  Sir  T. 

O'Conneli,  M.  J.  Williams,  W, 

O'Coanell,  J.  Wood,  B. 

CConor,  D.  Wood,  C. 

Palmeraton,  Viiet.  Wynn,it.  hn.C.W.W. 

Plumridge,  Capt.  Yorke,  H.  R. 

Protberoe,  E.  tellbms. 

Redingtoa,  T.  N.  Bailer,  C. 

Rice,  £.  R.  Hawes,  B. 

List  qfthe  Nobs. 

Acton,  Col.  Dodd,  G. 

Adderley,  C.  B.  Eliot»  lord 

Allix,  J ,  P.  Ferraud,  W.  B, 

Antrobus,  £.  Fittroy,  bon.  H. 

Arkwright,  G.  Fleming,  J.  W. 

Ashley,  Lord  Follett,  Btt  W.  W. 

Bagge,  W.  Fremantle,  Sit  T. 

Beillie,  CoL  fViIler,  A.  B. 

fiaiUie,  H.  J.  GaskeU,  J.  Mines 

Baiid,  W.  Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 

Bameby,  J.  Gore^  Bt. 

Beckett,  W.  Goulbnm,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Bell,  M.  Graham,  rt.  fan.  Sir  J. 

Bernard,  ^et.  Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Greenall,  P. 

Botfield,  B.  Greene,  T. 

Bremston,  T.  W.  Gnmsditch,  T. 

Broadley,  B.  Grogan,  B. 

Broadwood,  H.  Hamilton,  W.  i. 

fiorrell,  Sir  C.  M.  Hampden,  R. 

Burroughes,  H.  N.  Hareonrt,  G.  G. 

Campbell,  Sir  H.  Hatdinge,rt.  hn.9{r  H. 

Chapman,  A.  Henley,  J.  W. 

Chetwode,  Sir  J.  Hervey,  Loid  A. 

Clayton,  R.  R.  Hinde,  J.  H. 

Clerk,  Sir  G,  Hogg,J.W« 

Clire,  hon.  R.  H.  Hornby,  J, 

Cochrane,  A.  Humpheiy,  Aid. 

ConoUy,Co1.  IngUs,  Sir  R.  H. 

Coete,  Sir  C.  H.  Jackson,  J.  D. 

Copeland,  AM.  James,  Sir  W.  C. 

Corry,  rt.  bon.  H.  iooelya,  Visct, 

Cripps,  W.  Johnson,  W.  G. 

Darby,  G.  Kembl^  H. 

Denison,  £.  B.  Knatchbull,  righthon. 

I>>c'«»Q-  SirjE.  __^,^ 
Disraeli,  B.          Digiti^fHrofJ^Ogle 
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Liddell.hon.H.T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  £. 
Lockhart,W. 
Long,  W. 
Lyall,  G. 

Lygon,  hon.  General 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.W. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R^ 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollington,  Visct. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A* 
Pasey,  P. 
Reade,W.M. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Round,  C.  G. 


Round,  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  6. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tennent,J.  £. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Vemer,  Col. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 


On  the  original  question  being  again 
put,  the  special  report  of  the  Ipswich 
election  committee  was  read  by  the  clerk 
at  the  Table  as  follows  :— 

^  That  Rigby  Waaon,  esquire,  and  George 
Rennie,  esquire,  were  hy  their  agents  guilty  of 
bribery  at  the  last  election  for  the  borough  of 
Ipswich:" 

<'  That  this  committee  are  of  opinion,  from 
tlie  evidence  given  before  them,  that  exten- 
sive bribery  prevailed  at  the  last  election  for 
the  borough  of  Ipswich,  and  that  the  issuing  of 
a  new  writ  for  the  said  borough  ought  to  be 
suspended  until  the  said  evidence  shall  have 
been  taken  into  consideration  by  the  House  i'* 

'<  That  the  chairman  be  requested  to  move. 
That  this  report,  together  with  the  evidence 
taken  before  this  committee,  be  printed,  and 
that  the  Speaker  do  not  issue  his  warrant  to 
the  clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new  writ 
for  the  electing  of  two  burgesses  to  serve  in 
this  present  Parliament  for  the  said  borough  of 
Ipswich,  until  the  said  evidence  shall  have 
been  printed  and  submitted  to  the  House/' 

Mr.  ffCwmell  rose,  to  move  as  an 
amendment,  the  appointment  of  a  select 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  briberv  that 
had  taken  place  in  the  borough  of  Ips- 
wich. There  were  many  grounds  on  which 
he  now  urged  upon  the  House  to  agree  to 
this  motion.  In  the  first  place,  Ipswich 
had  been  twice  convicted  of  bribery,  and 
the  practice  of  bribery  had  become  regu- 
larly established  in  that  borough.  In  the 
second  place,  and  this  was  with  him  a 
strong  reason,  the  constituency  of  Ipswich 


was  composed  of  the  old  freemen,  and 
every  Member  of  that  House  well  knew 
that  wherever  the  freemen  remained  who 
were  electors  before  the  Reform  Bill,  there 
also  existed  corruption  and  bribery.    But 
a  still  stronger  ground  with  him  for  adopt- 
ing this  proceeding  lay  in  the  report  of 
that  committee  which  had  unseated  the 
late  sitting  Members,  Messrs.  Wason  and 
Rennie.     He  would  not  go  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  committee,  further  than  to 
remind  the  House,  that  while  they  had 
made  such  a  report  as  to  unseat  the  two 
then  sitting  Members,  they  had  felt  them- 
selves precluded  from  going  into  evidence 
as  against  the  petitioning  candidate  with 
respect  to  bribery.    The  point  was  raised 
in  the  committee,  whether  they  should  go 
into  the  evidence  offered  in  support  of  the 
allegations  of  bribery  against  the  other 
candidates ;  but  the  committee  felt  coerced 
and  did  not  think  that  they  were  em- 
powered to  do  so.    But  still  there  was  the 
report  of  the  committee  distinctly  assert- 
ing the  existence  of  extensive  bribery  at 
the  last  election  for  the  borough  of  Ips- 
wich, and  that,  he  contended,  independ- 
ently of  their  refusal  to  enter  into  the 
bribery  alleged  against  the  rival  candi- 
dates, was  prtmd  fade  case  enough  to 
justify  the  present  motion.     He  was  sure 
he  need  not  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  they  had  done  with  regard  to  the 
Nottingham   petition,    nor  need  he   do 
more  than  remind  them   that  they  had 
granted  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  a  committee  upon  what  was,  after 
all,  mere  matter  of  report,  surmise,  and 
personal  statement.     His  present  motion 
did  not  rest  upon  any  small  ground— it 
rested  upon  the  report  of  a  committee — 
upon  the  decision  of  seven  Members  of 
that  House.    This,  he  apprehended,  gave 
him  a  stronger  hold  upon  the  House  than 
any  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  would  have  had.    He  was  sure 
he  need  not  remind  the  House  of  the  vast 
importance  of  such  a  subject.    When  the 
hon.  Member  for  York  had  made  use  of 
an  expression  to  the  effect  that  he  felt  a 
religious  earnestness  in  the  matter,  the 
House  had  been  disposed  to  receive  his  re- 
mark with   hilarity.     He  regretted   that 
such  a  feeling  should  have  arisen.    A 
more  awful  sul^ect  for  the  immediate  con- 
sideration of  that  House  could  scarcely 
be  conceived,  than  this  of  bribery  and  the 
consequences  to  which  it  gave  rise.    To 
refuse  the  inquiry  which  he  now  asked  foTf 
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would  be  to  throw  a  shield  over  iniquity.  { 
Had  the  question  arisen  in  ordinary  times 
— in  times  when  no  unusual  suspicion  had 
been  created  on  the  subject  of  bribery  in 
the  public  mind — if  no  suspicion  had 
gone  abroad  as  to  the  means  by  which  the 
late  elections  generally  had  been  carried, 
there  might  then  have  been  some  excuse 
for  refusing  this  inquiry;  but  if  it  was  true 
that  the  public  generally  were  convinced 
that  the  late  elections  had  been  gained  by 
bribery  and  corruption,  it  afforded  the 
most  forcible  reason  to  the  House  for  it  at 
once  proceeding  to  vindicate  its  character, 
and,  in  regard  to  the  borough  of  Ipswich, 
ascertaining,  not  the  existence  of  bribery, 
for  that  was  proved,  but  the  extent  of  that 
bribery,  and  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  had  taken  place.  With  regard 
to  the  time  at  which  he  brought  the  mo- 
tion forward,  it  might  be  said  that  he 
ought  to  have  made  it  sooner.  It  was  on 
the  3rd  of  May,  however,  that  the  report 
of  the  committee  was  delivered,  and  since 
then  the  vacation  bad  intervened.  He 
did  not  think  the  lapse  of  time  was  such 
as  in  any  way  to  prejudice  the  motion, 
and  he  had  himself  been  prevented  from 
bringing  it  forward  earlier.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  concluded  by  moving  for 
the  committee. 

Lord  Seymour  said,  he  thought  this 
motion  involved  the  character  and  honour 
of  that  House,  which  would  be  at  stake  if 
they  allowed  bribery  to  go  on  without 
making  any  attempt  to  put  an  end  to  it. 
He  hsd  heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  bead  of  her  Majesty's  Government  ex- 
press hia  anxious  wish  to  put  an  end  to 
bribery.  Here  was  a  clear  case,  and  he 
asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet  why  he  did 
not  now  take  the  opportunity  that  was 
afforded  to  him  of  putting  an  end  to  it  as 
far  as  regarded  the  borough  of  Ipswich  ? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  told  them,  in 
long  and  plausible  speeches,  of  his  wish 
to  put  an  end  to  bribery.  He  believed 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  wish  to  put  an 
end  to  bribery — he  believed  that  no  party 
in  that  House  was  interested  in  keeping  it 
up ;  but  he  would  much  rather  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  do  one  practical 
thing  towards  putting  an  end  to  bribery 
than  hear  his  plausible  speeches  on  the 
subject.  Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet grant  the  inquiry,  instead  of  making 
his  plausible  speeches  against  bribery?  In 
October  last,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
told  them  his  belief  that  extensive  bribery 
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prevailed  throughout  the  country,  and  yet 
when  this  case  of  bribery  at  Ipswich  was 
brought  forward,  what  did  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  Government  do  ?  Had  they  said 
one  word  about  inquiry?  No,  they  were 
perfectly  silent ;  once  for  all,  he  would  be 
glad  to  know  which  course  the  Govern- 
ment meant  to  take^  whether  they  meant 
to  put  down  bribery  by  plausible  speeches, 
or  by  acting  up  to  their  declared  wishes 
when  cases  such  as  this  of  Ipswich  were 
brought  under  their  notice.  They  must 
agree  to  this  motion  if  they  were  really  in 
earnest,  and  if  the  whole  subject  was  not 
matter  of  collusion.  That  it  was  matter 
of  collusion  was  the  belief  of  the  public 
out  of  doors— they  did  not  think  the  House 
were  in  earnest  in  their  wish  to  put  down 
bribery.  But  he  was  in  earnest  in  his 
wish,  and  he  therefore  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  or 
would  not  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity 
afforded  by  this  proposed  inquiry. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  did  not  know  where  the 
noble  Lord  could  have  been  during  the 
last  two  or  three  hours,  but  judging  from 
what  had  just  fallen  from  him,  he  could 
not  have  been  listening  to  the  debate  that 
had  gone  before.  He  had  accused  the 
Government  of  having  been  silent,  when 
the  fact  was,  that  Cabinet  Minister  after 
Cabinet  Minister  had  spoken.  Notwith- 
standing what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Mover,  and  after  him  from 
the  noble  Lord,  he  should  be,  for  one,  pre- 
pared to  vote  against  the  motion.  \CheersJ] 
He  must  have  some  better  argument  than 
those  cheers  to  induce  him  to  change  his 
resolution.  He  would  state  his  reason  why 
he  objected  to  the  appointment  of  this  com- 
mittee. He  objected  to  it  because,  from 
the  very  nature  of  its  constitution,  it  would 
have  less  weight  than  the  regular  tribu- 
nals appointed  by  act  of  Parliament  for  the 
trial  of  election  petitions.  The  Members 
forming  those  committees  were  sworn,  and 
the  witnesses  examined  before  them  were 
sworn.  But  the  committee  moved  for  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  be 
sworn,  nor  would  the  witnesses  examined 
before  it,  and  that  committee  would,  lite- 
rally speaking,  have  no  power  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  witnesses.  He  did  not 
see  why  the  question  should  be  referred  to 
a  committee  so  constituted,  after  it  had 
already  been  considered  by  the  committee 
appointed  to  consider  it  under  the  existing 
law  with  regard  to  election  petitions.  But 
he  objected  to  the  motion  also  on  the 
2F 
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score  of  the  long  time  that  bad  elapsed 
since  the  report  of  the  committee  was 
origioally  on  the  Table.  Since  the  26ih 
of  April,  when  the  report  of  the  committee 
first  came  before  the  House,  there  had 
been  ample  time  for  the  inquiry  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now  proposed 
at  this  advanced  period  to  institute.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
could  not  bring  the  subject  forward,  be- 
cause he  was  attending  his  duties  else- 
where ;  but  he  had  friends  in  that  House 
who  would  not  have  been  wanting  to  take 
up  the  question.  As  to  the  vacation 
having  intervened,  that  was  precisely  the 
time  in  which  hon.  Members  would  have 
had  leisure  to  look  into  the  case.  Be- 
lieving, as  he  did,  that  even  the  tribunals 
which  sat,  surrounded  by  all  the  sanctions 
of  the  law  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  had  scarcely  the  confidence  of 
that  House,  and  still  less  of  the  people 
out  of  doors,  and  believing  that  the  tribunal 
to  which  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  refer  the  question,would 
be  still  less  entitled  to  that  confidence,  he 
should  certainly  oppose  the  boo.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  amendment. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  said,  that  no  one  could 
accuse  the  hon.  Baronet  of  inconsistency, 
because  he  had  resisted  the  appointment 
of  the  committee  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  and  had 
also  opposed  the  motion  for  suspending 
the  writ  for  Nottingham;  but  he  could 
not  conceive  how  those  who  had  ac- 
quiesced in  the  motion  for  inquiry,  and  in 
the  suspension  of  the  writ  for  Nottingham, 
could  resist  the  inquiry  now  proposed. 
In  the  election  petition  against  Notting- 
ham, bribery  was  alleged ;  and  so  was  it 
in  the  petition  against  the  Ipswich  elec- 
tion. Thus  far  the  cases  were  similar. 
But  the  only  proof  the  House  had  of 
bribery  in  the  Nottingham  case  was  the 
rumour  and  belief  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath ;  whereas,  in  the  case  of 
Ipswich,  they  had  the  report  of  a  com- 
mittee, who  had  informed  the  House  that 
bribery  had  prevailed  in  that  borough  to  a 
very  great  extent.  Those,  then,  who  had 
assented  to  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mittee of  inquiry  in  the  Nottingham,  could 
not  with  any  consistency  refuse  to  inquire 
into  the  Ipswich,  case.  How  did  her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  act  with 
respect  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire,  for  they  omitted  all  inquiry 
respecting  bribery  in  the  cases  included  in 


the  motion  of  the  hon*  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  ?  Did  they  mean  to  reverie 
the  decision  the  House  had  already  come 
to  ?  If  not,  with  what  appearance  of  con- 
sistency could  they  resist  an  inquiry  into 
the  Ipswich  case,  when  the  existence  of 
bribery  there  had  been  actually  reported  to 
the  House  by  a  sworn  committee?  If 
they  had  the  slightest  regard  for  the  cha- 
racter of  the  House,  and  were  anxious  to 
act  upon  a  consistent  rule  wliich  the 
country  could  understand,  it  was  impos* 
sible  that  those  who  had  acquiesced  in 
the  previous  motion  for  inquiry  could  now 
resist  the  amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  city  of  Dub- 
lin. It  might  be  very  well  for  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  and  those  who  supported 
him  to  say  that  they  were  anxious  to  put 
an  end  to  bribery,  but  if  they  were  not 
prepared  to  take  the  first  step  and  inquire 
into  bribery  when  a  case  was  reported  to 
them,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  perfect  non- 
sense and  an  absurdity  to  talk  of  taking 
other  and  ulterior  measures. 

Sir  R.  Peel  had  given  his  vote,  the 
other  night,  for  the  inquiry  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath^ 
and  he  intended  to  give  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member  the  assistance  he  might 
require  for  the  purpose  of  making  that 
inquiry  effectual.  He  had  voted  also  for 
the  suspension  of  the  writ  in  the  case  of 
Nottingham,  and  he  did  so  upon  this 
ground:  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
charged  certain  Members  of  the  House 
with  what  he  called  a  corrupt  compromise, 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  inquiry  into 
bribery,  and  he  stated  that  he  should  be 
able  to  establish  certain  facts,  and  would 
undertake  to  prove  them  if  the  House 
would  give  him  the  opportunity  by  insti- 
tuting an  inquiry.  It  was  needless  for 
him  to  refer  to  the  other  four  cases  in« 
eluded  in  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle^ 
man's  motion.  In  the  case  of  Nottingham, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  it 
was  alleged  that  money  had  been  lodged, 
and  that  it  had  been  stipulated  that  no 
opposition  should  be  offered  in  the  event 
of  a  vacancy  of  the  seat,  and  of  a  new 
eleaioo.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man further  stated  that  this  allegation  did 
not  rest  upon  his  own  mere  unsupported 
assertion,  but  he  adduced  in  corroboration 
of  the  statement  the  fact,  that  although 
the  committee  had  declared  that  the 
silting  Members  were  entitled   to  theiv 
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•iltiDg  Member*  immediately  after  ac- 
cepted the  Cbiltern  Hundreds,  and  vacated 
his  seat.  Under  these  circumstances  the 
House  assented  to  appoint  the  committee, 
and  it  was  under  these  circumstances  also 
that  he  gave  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  sus- 
pension of  the  writ.  A  Member  having 
been  seated,  his  election  having  been 
declared  a  good  one,  and  his  seat  having 
been  vacated  the  next  day,  did  appear  to 
be  a  fact  in  strong  confirmation  of 
the  charge  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
on  that  occasion  expressed  his  inten* 
tion  of  opposing  the  appointment  of 
the  committee  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath.  No  doubt  the 
noble  Lord  did  so  from  a  conscientious 
view  of  the  case.  He  had  never  charged 
the  noble  Lord  with  making  plausible 
speeches  against  bribery,  and  then  refus- 
ing all  inquiry*  He  really  thought,  that 
if  Gentlemen  were  permitted  to  take  their 
own  views,  in  cases  of  this  kind,  without 
being  subjected  to  imputations  as  to  their 
motives,  it  would  be  much  the  better  way. 
With  respect  to  this  borough  of  Ipswich, 
he  absolutely  knew  nothing  about  it. 
What  the  result  of  an  election  there  might 
be,  be  knew  not*  it  probably  might  end 
in  the  return  of  two  Members  supporting 
the  views  of  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  or 
Members  who  would  support  the  views 
eateriained  by  his  side  of  the  House;  but 
surely,  it  waa  hardly  neeessary  for  him  to 
say,  that  no  considerations  of  that  kind, 
coold  influence,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
the  vote  he  should  give.  He  had  said 
from  the  first,  that  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  be  careful  how  it  interfered  with 
the  right  of  the  constituencies  to  have 
represenutives  in  that  House.  He  made 
tbe  declaration  that  he  thought  it  wonld 
be  a  dangerous  precedent  for  the  House 
to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  tbe  constitu- 
eaciea,  and  if  they  once  began  to  exercise 
that  power,  there  was  no  assignable  limit 
to  the  abuse  of  it*  Ii  waa  a  power  lodged 
in  the  House  to  be  exercised  on  the  inde* 
pendent  and  uacontroUable  authority  of 
tbe  House,  and  to  be  exercised,  therefore, 
only  under  grave  considerations,  and  after 
full  reflection,  as  to  the  consequences  of 
the  precedent  that  might  be  established. 
Although,  in  the  case  of  Ipswich,  he  voted 
for  the  suspensk>n  of  the  writ«  until  the 
sense  of  the  House  had  been  taken  upon 
the  motion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
W.  Wynn)^  sliU  he  retained  the  opinion^ 


that  if  the  House  acted  in  conformity  with 
tbe  principles  upon  which  it  had  hitherto 
acted,  it  would  not  now  withhold  the  issu- 
ing of  the  writ.  The  report  of  the  elec- 
tion committee  had  been  before  the  House 
nearly  a  month.  It  recommended  the 
writ  to  be  suspended,  till  the  evidence  was 
printed.  A  notice  of  motion  for  printing 
the  evidence  was  given  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  committee.  Shortly  after  that 
notice,  the  Chairman  intimated  to  the 
House,  as  the  organ  of  the  committee,  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  move  the  sus- 
pension of  the  writ  for  the  purpose  of 
adopting  farther  proceedings.  That  pub- 
lic notification  was  given  to  the  House. 
Now,  he  had  referred  to  the  evidence,  and 
although  there  was  much  in  it  which  he 
regretted  to  read,  yet  he  did  not  think 
himself  justified  upon  that  evidence  to 
institute  any  measure  for  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  the  borough.  He  presumed,  that 
that  was  the  understanding  to  which  the 
House  had  come,  for,  notwithstanding  the 
time  that  bad  elapsed  since  the  opinion 
that  was  given  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
committee,  and  notwithstanding  no  other 
Member  of  the  committee  had  given  notice 
of  an  intention  to  take  any  steps  in  pur- 
suance of  their  report,  yet  it  was  not  until 
this  night,  that  a  notice  of  a  motion  for  an 
inquiry  was  given,  and  the  motion  made. 
The  House,  he  must  repeat,  had  had  the 
evidence  before  it  for  three  weeks.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  Wynn)  gave 
notice  of  his  motion  to  direct  the  Attorney- 
general  to  prosecute.  It  was  perfectly 
open  to  any  Gentleman,  when  that  notice 
was  given,  to  have  stated,  that  it  was  not 
a  satisfactory  step,  and  that  he  should 
move  for  a  fresh  inquiry*  But  no  such 
thing  was  done— no  such  notice  given. 
They  came  to-night  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Attorney-general  should 
prosecute ;  and  the  House  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  he  should  not.  Tbe  de- 
bate for  issuing  a  new  writ  then  began, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Hume)  moved  as  an  amendment,  the  in- 
definite postponement  of  the  writ.  It  was 
intended,  the  hon.  Member  said,  to  bring 
forward  a  bill  for  the  prevention  of  bribery, 
and  be  wished  the  writ  to  be  suspended, 
till  the  fate  of  that  bill  should  be  known. 
Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  said,  that  he  had  obtained  a  com- 
mittee for  the  purpose  of  instituting  an 
inquiry  into  bribery,  and  that  upon  the 
result  of  that  inquiry,  tbe  bill  (or  tbe  pf^ 
2F2 


871 


New  Writ 


{COMMONS} 


for  IpmicL 


892 


vention  of  bribery  must  depend  ;  that  it 
was  most  material  that  the  House  should 
know  what  were  the  characteristics  of  the 
system  of  bribery  so  extensively  carried 
on,  and  then  they  might  found  some  legis- 
lative measure  upon  the  evidence  to  be 
gained  by  the  labours  of  that  committee. 
It  was,  therefore,  argued,  that  the  issuing 
of  the  writ  for  Ipswich  should  be  sas« 
pended  until  the  result  of  that  inquiry  were 
known.  Now  he  protested  altogether 
against  the  postponement  of  the  writ 
upon  such  grounds.  He  had  argued  that 
no  formal  notice  had  been  given  of  an  in- 
tention to  introduce  a  bill  to  prevent  bri- 
bery. The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
John  Russell)  and  himself  had  professed 
a  desire  to  co-operate  in  some  measure 
for  the  prevention  of  bribery,  but  no  mea- 
sure had  yet  been  brought  before  the 
House ;  it  would  be  contrary,  therefore,  to 
all  precedent,  and  to  the  uniform  practice 
of  the  House,  to  prevent  any  constituent 
body  to  send  representatives  to  the  House 
until  some  legislative  measure  should  have 
been  brought  forward  and  assented  to  by 
both  branches  of  the  Legislature.  It  was 
impossible  for  him  to  know  what  bearing 
any  new  bill  might  have  upon  the  consti- 
tuency of  Ipswich.  These  were  the  argu- 
ments he  had  urged  against  the  amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
At  a  late  period  of  the  debate,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nell),  feeling  the  pressure  of  these  argu- 
ments, and  especially  as  to  the  effect  the 
new  bill  might  have  upon  Ipswich,  upon  a 
sudden  gave  notice  that  be  would  move 
for  an  inquiry.  He  must  say,  that  a 
motion  for  inquiry,  brought  forward  un- 
der such  circumstances,  was  not  entitled 
to  much  weight.  It  would,  and  must 
appear  to  the  country,  as  if  the  House 
had  determined  to  suspend  the  issuing 
of  the  writ,  at  all  events,  and  that 
every  other  motion  for  that  purpose  having 
failed,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man upon  the  instant  got  up  and  made 
an  extemporaneous  motion  for  this  inquiry. 
Such  was  the  history  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  issuing  of  the  writ  had 
hitherto  been  suspended,  and  such  were 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  present 
motion  for  inquiry  had  been  made.  He 
could  not  vote  against  the  motion  for 
inquiry  upon  the  ground  stated  by  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Robert  Inglis),  because  he  had 
confidence  in  the  committees  of  this  House. 
He  believed  they   were  competent;  but 


without  discussing  that  point,  it  was  sufS* 
cient  for  him  to  say,  that  he  did  not  think 
the  evidence  taken  t>efore  the  Ipswich  com- 
mittee was  sufficient  to  justify  the  House 
in  instituting  any  further  proceedings  be- 
fore the  writ  issued.  No  notice  of  any 
motion  for  inquiry  having  been  given  was 
strong  presumptive  proof  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers did  not  feel  that  this  particular  case 
was  one  which  could  justify  a  sospensioa 
of  the  writ  and  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
borough.  To  suspend  the  issuing  of  the 
writ  upon  this  evidence  would  be  contrary 
to  the  practice  of  the  House,  and  would 
constitute  a  dangerous  precedent,  of  which 
a  majority  might  hereafter  avail  them- 
selves, to  the  gross  violation  of  justice, 
and  to  the  great  prejudice  of  the  public 
interests.  He  did  not  deny  that  there  was 
evidence  of  bribery.  Nay,  he  believed 
that  there  had  been  bribery  committed  in 
the  borough  of  Ipswich.  He  was  satisfied 
that  that  was  the  case.  He  thought  that 
the  decision  which  the  committee  had 
come  to  was  just;  but  upon  the  whole  he 
did  not  think  that  sufficient  ground  ap- 
peared in  the  report  to  justify  the  House 
in  depriving  the  honest  portion  of  the  con- 
stituency of  that  borough  of  their  frao 
chise.  There  was  no  evidence  to  show 
what  were  the  comparative  numbers  of  the 
bribed  and  unbribed.  At  all  events  he 
thought  the  danger  of  the  precedent  which 
the  suspension  of  the  writ  would  establish, 
would  outweigh  any  advantage  to  be  de- 
rived from  the  adoption  of  the  motion  for 
inquiry.  He  must  therefore  prefer  the 
issuing  of  the  writ  to  the  instituting  of  a 
special  inquiry,  originating  under  such 
circumstances  as  the  present  motion  had 
done. 

Captain  Berkeley  hoped  that  the  reproof 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  given 
by  implication  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  would  have  its  due  effect. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  expressed  bis 
wish  that  hon.  Members  would  abstain 
from  imputing  motives,  and  would  allow 
others  to  exercise  their  own  judgments 
upon  these  questions.  Now  the  boo. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  had  most  irre- 
gularly travelled  out  of  the  debate  to 
make  a  grave  charge  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  R.  Yorke),  upon 
a  matter  having  no  reference  whatever  to 
the  subject  under  discussion.  He  hoped 
that  the  lesson  read  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet to  the  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
borough would  not  be  lost  upon  him.   He 
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should  vote  for  the  suspension  of  the  writ, 
because  he  thought  the  whole  of  the  night 
would  be  completely  wasted  if  the  writ 
were  now  to  issue  for  the  borough  of  Ips- 
wich. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question :— Ayes  133 ;  Noes  119 :  Major- 
ity 14. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adderley*  G.  B. 
Allix,J.  P., 
ADtrobuSy  £. 
Arkwrighty  G. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
fiailtie,  Col. 
BaUIie^H.J. 
Baird,  W. 
Balfour,  J.  M. 
Beckett,  W. 
BeU.M. 

Beresford,  Major 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Black8tone,W.S. 
Blakemore,  R. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bunbury,  T. 
Barren,  Sir  C.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Clayton,  K.R. 
CUve,  hoD.  R.H. 
CochraDe,  A. 
Conolly,  Col. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  II. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.hoo.  H. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Deniaon,  £•  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.E. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
FitzToy^  hon.  H. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Pollett,SirW.W. 
Fremantle  Sir  T. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gore,  M. 

Gottlbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
Greenall,  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Grimsditcb,  T. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
OroganiE, 


Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Harcourt,G.  G. 
Hardinge,rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
James,  Sir  W. 
Johnson,  W.  G. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbull,  right  hon. 

sirE. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Long,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lvall,  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M*Geachy,F.A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Marsbam,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollington,  Vise. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  R, 


Scott,  bon.  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Smith,  A. 

Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotheron,T.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thesiger,  F. 


Tolleraacbe,  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.S. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Rusbbrooke,  Col. 
Vere,  Sir  C. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Acland,  SirT.  D. 
Acton,  Col. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldara,  W. 
Archbold,  R. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Barnard,  E.G. 
Barneby,  J. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bemal,  R. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bo  wring.  Dr. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Burroughes,  U.  N. 
Bus6eld,  W. 
Byng,  G. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chapman,  B. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Cobden,R. 
Golebrooke,  Sir  T. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Currie,  R. 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Deuison,  J.  E. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.  E. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Elpbinstone,  H. 
Escott,  B. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Evans,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fitzroy,Lord  C. 
Forster,  M. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Gill,  T. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 


Hayter,  W.  G. 

Heron,  Sir  R. 

Howard,  bn.CW.G. 

Howard,  hon.  J.  K. 

Howard,  Lord 

Howard,  hn.  E.  G.  G. 

Hutt,  W. 

Jervis,  J. 

Johnston,  A. 

Laboucbere,  rt.  hn.  H. 

Lambton,  H. 

Langston,  J.  H. 

Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 

Lefroy,  A. 

Macaulay,  rt.  hn.T.  B. 

Mainwaring,  T. 

Mangles,  R.  D. 

Maijoribanks,  S. 

Marshall,  W. 

Marsland,  II. 

Maule,  right  bon.  F. 

Mitcalfe,  H. 
H.    Morison,  Gen. 

Morris,  D. 

Murphy,  F.S. 

Napier,  Sir  C. 

O'Brien,  W.S. 

O'Connell,  J. 
E.    0*Conor,  Don 

Palmerston,  Visct. 

Pechell,  Capt. 

Plumridge,  Capt 

Protberoe,  E. 

Reade,  W.  M. 

Redington,T.  N. 

Rice,  E.  R. 

Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Russell,  Lord  J . 

Scholefield,  J. 

Seymour,  Lord 

Somers,  J.  P. 

SomerviUe,  SirW.  M. 

Stanley,  hon.  W.O. 

SlansBeld,  W.  R.  C 

Stanton,  W.  H. 

Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Tancred,  H.  W. 

Thomely,  T. 

Tollemache,  hn.  F.  J. 

Traill,  G. 

Troubridge  j 

DigTi»ner,^OOgle 
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Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Ward,  H.  O. 
V  atson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
White,  H. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 

Writ  to  be  issued. 


Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,C. 
Wood,G.W. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Berkeley,  Capt. 
O'Connell,  D. 


•  Registration  of  Voters.]  Mr 
Milner  Gibson  moved  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  prevent  persons  in  England 
and  Wales  from  losing  their  votes  at  an 
election  by  removal  after  the  preceding  re- 
gistration.' 

Mr.  Bagge  said,  he  should  divide  the 
House  ag:ainst  the  motion. 

Sir  James  Graham  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  oppose  the  intro- 
duction of  the  bill.  The  subject  was 
one  worthy  of  consideration,  and  although 
he  was  not  by  any  means  prepared  to  ex- 
press himself  In  favour  of  it,  still  be  wished 
the  bill  to  be  introduced,  in  order  that  the 
House  might  see  the  nature  of  its  provi- 
sions. 

Leave  given.    Bill  to  be  brought  in. 

Government  of  Newfoundland.] 
Lord  Stanley  rose  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  for  the  better  regulation  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Newfoundland.  Although  it 
might  not  excite  much  interest,  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  this  was  a  subject 
of  considerable  importance.  {Inlerrup' 
Hon  caused  by  Members  leaving.]  He 
knew  it  was  impossible  to  ask  for  the  pa- 
tience of  the  House,  and  he  was  quitfc 
ready,  if  the  House  thought  proper,  to 
ask  leave  to  introduce  the  measure  with- 
out saying  a  single  word,  but  if  they 
wished  that  he  should  explain  the  object 
of  the  bill,  he  hoped  they  would  at  least 
allow  him  to  hear  what  he  was  saying 
himself.  In  1831  a  constitution  was 
granted  for  the  first  time  to  the  colony  of 
Newfoundland,  on  the  declaration  by  the 
colony  of  their  willingness  to  take  on 
themselves  the  expenses  of  their  own  ad- 
ministration, and  relieve  this  country  from 
the  burden.  Out  of  this  circumstance 
arose  the  necessity  for  the  appeal  he  was 
DOW  making  to  Parliament,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  enable  the  Crown  to  restrict 
the  extent  of  the  elective  franchise  then 
established  in  the  colony.  He  did  not 
think  the  House  would  be  of  opinion, 
when  be  stated  the  circuroslaocefi  that  he 


proposed  very  largely  or  improperly  to 
restrict  the  amount  of  the  franchise.  He 
was  very  unwilling  to  enter  at  much  length 
into  the  circumstances  which  had  led  to 
the  state  in  which  the  colony  was  at  pre- 
sent placed.  The  late  governor  of  the  co- 
lony had  represented  to  the  noble  Lord 
who  preceded  him  in  the  charge  of  the 
Colonial  Department,  that  such  was  the 
state  of  the  colony,  that  it  was  quite  im- 
possible that  he  could  undertake  to  sum- 
mon an  assembly  under  the  constitution 
as  it  now  stood,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  concurring  in 
this  opinion,  authorized  the  suspension  of 
the  sittings  of  the  Assembly  until  time 
should  have  been  taken  to  consider  the 
state  of  the  colony.  A  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was  appointed  to  in* 
vestigate  the  whole  circumstances  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Droit- 
wich  (Mr.  Pakington) ;  but  their  inquiries 
were  cut  short  by  the  dissolution  of  Par- 
liament, and  all  that  they  were  able  to  ef- 
fect was  a  partial  examination  of  some 
questions  affecting  the  religious  difTerences 
of  the  island.  He  was  happy  to  learn  that 
the  animosities  springing  out  of  this  source 
had  to  a  considerable  extent  subsided,  and 
with  the  religious  part  of  the  question  he 
did  not  propose  in  any  way  to  deal.  Al- 
though a  nominal  qualification  for  both 
the  electors  and  the  elected  was  ordained 
under  the  new  constitution,  it  was  in 
point  offset  no  qualificatiQn  at  all.  The 
state  of  society  was  in  many  respects  pe- 
culiar. Formerly  the  inhabitants  con- 
sisted chiefly  of  fishermen,  with  a  few 
persons  who  were  attracted  to  the  island 
by  commercep  but  in  the  course  of  time 
another  interest  had  grown  up,  consisting 
of  agriculturists  and  other  persons  resident 
in  the  colony.  Between  the  different 
classes  considerable  jealousy  prevailed^ 
which  divided  the  people  into  two  parties. 
The  inhabitants  were  distributed  over  a 
large  extent  of  sea-coast  with  but  small 
means  of  communication  with  the  inte- 
rior. The  bulk  of  the  population  waa 
extremely  poor,  and  as  a  natnral  conae* 
quence  extremely  ignorant,  with  but  few 
persons  possessed  of  property.  The  qua- 
lification of  a  voter  hitherto  had  been  the 
possession  of  a  house  for  twelve  months, 
which  might  be  a  mere  log-hut  of  a  few 
boards,  such  as  was  called  in  the  North 
American  provinces  a  shanty.  The  quali- 
fication for  representatives  was  the  having 
occupied  a  house  for  seven  years,    Thi 
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rMuU  had  been,  that  the  House  of  Assem 
bly  had  consisted  generally  of  very  un 
educated  persons,  one  of  the  fifteen  of 
which  it  was  composed  having  been  unable 
to  write  his  own  name,  and  some  of  the 
others  being  menial  servants,  who  had  to 
ask  their  masters'  leave  to  enable  them  to 
sit  in  the  House.  He  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  in  such  a  state 
of  things  some  check  was  called  for,  and 
that  the  restriction  he  proposed  on  the 
franchise  was  not  unreasonable.  The 
qualification  which  he  should  now  propose 
for  the  electors,  in  conformity  with  the 
opinions  of  both  the  present  governor  and 
his  predecessor,  and  with  the  consent  of 
most  parties  in  the  island,  was  in  the 
country  districts  the  possession  of  a  40s, 
f^ehold,  the  person  being  resident  on  the 
spot,  paying  no  rent,  but  being  in  undis- 
puted possession,  even  if  unauthorized. 
In  the  towns  he  proposed  the  occupation 
of  a  51.  bouse,  which  rent  being  exceed* 
ingly  low — indeed*  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts no  such  thing  existed — would,  in 
fact,  include  the  great  bulk  of  the  house- 
holders. With  respect  to  the  qualifica* 
lions  of  candidates,  he  should  propose  the 
possession  of  100/.  a  year,  or  property  to 
the  amount  of  500/.  Enough  of  persons 
properly  qualified  at  this  standard  would 
be  found  in  the  colony.  One  other  re- 
stiiction  be  proposed  lo  introduce,  in 
eomplianee  with  the  constitutional  prac- 
tice in  this  countrv,  and  to  which  he  did 
BOt  believe  any  objection  would  be  made 
on  either  side  of  the  House,  and  that  was, 
the  origination  of  money  votes  by  the 
Crown.  The  effect  of  the  present  jesk)usy 
between  the  commercial  and  agricultural 
interests  was,  that  each  grudged  any  ex- 
penditure of  the  public  money  in  behalf  of 
the  other,  and  in  consequence  objections 
were  made  to  the  money  votes,  and  no 
supply  was  granted  for  the  public  busi- 
ness. He  thought  it  would  be  a  proper 
control  for  this  state  of  things  to  enact 
that  money  votes  should  originate  with 
the  Crown,  and  not  with  the  House  of 
Assembly.  On  all  these  points  there  was 
no  difference  of  opinion  in  the  colony  it- 
•elf.  There  was  another  provision,  not 
made  indeed  with  the  general  consent  of 
the  colony  itself  but  to  which  he  attached 
considerable  importance,  as  tending  to 
smooth  the  course  of  public  business. 
The  Connoil,  as  things  now  stood,  checked 
the  Hoase  of  Assembly,  and  the  two 
bodies  noted  with  mutual  jealousy.    He 


proposed  to  incorporate  both  into  one 
chamber,  combining  the  principle  of  elec- 
tion with  that  of  nomination  by  the 
Crown.  At  present  there  were  two  sepa- 
rate chambers,  one  nominated  by  the 
Crown,  the  other  by  the  people.  He  pro* 
posed  to  convert  them  into  one  council, 
consisting  of  twenty-five  members,  of 
whom  ten,  or  two-fifths  should  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  Crown,  and  fifteen  or  three- 
fifths  should  be  elected  by  the  people. 
This  plan  he  thought  would  tend  to  pro- 
duce more  harmonious  legislation,  and 
prevent  that  suspension  of  public  business 
which  used  formerly  to  occur  when  ques- 
tions of  precedence  and  dignity  occupied 
the  time  which  should  be  devoted  to  pub- 
lic business.  These  were  the  principal 
changes  which  he  proposed,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  hasten  the  measure  on,  and  not 
leave  the  colony,  as  it  was  now,  without 
any  representative  body. 

Mr.  O'ConneU,  viewing  the  whole 
scheme  of  legislation  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  would  implore  him  rather  to 
introduce  a  bill  to  annihilate  all  repre- 
sentation in  the  colony,  and  take  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  colony  altogether  into  his 
own  hands,  than  mock  them  with  such  a 
semblance  of  a  representative  body.  The 
people  of  Newfoundland  had  been  extreme- 
ly ill-used,  not  only  by  the  Government  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  formed  a  part, 
but  also  by  the  preceding  Government. 
The  committee  appointed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  London,  to  consider 
the  state  of  Newfoundland,  had  made  its 
report  on  ex  parte  statements,  as  none  of 
the  residents  of  the  colony  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  being  examined  before  it.  The 
whole  power  of  the  colony  was  placed  in 
the  hands  of  a  few  London  houses,  and 
the  Legislature  was  in  reality  vested  in 
them.  Of  this  he  was  convinced,  though 
he  imputed  to  the  noble  Lord  no  motive 
orjntention  other  than  what  the  noble  Lord 
had  declared.  He  had  heard  from  persons 
resident  in  Newfoundland,  that  before  the 
constitution  was  granted,  the  colony  was 
a  burden  to  the  mother  country ;  but,  since 
then,  the  case  was  altered,  and  public 
works  of  an  extensive  nature  were  under- 
taken. Amongst  others,  a  thousand  miles 
of  road  had  been  laid  down,  and  the 
country  was  prospering  exceedingly.  The 
proposed  alteration  of  the  qualification 
would  be  nothing  less  than  a  transfer  from 
the  many  to  the  few.  The  greater  number 
of  the  poor  voters  at  present  were  Roman 
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Catholics,  who  woutd  be' deprived  of  their 
Totes,  aod  the  feuds  which  were  com- 
plained of  would  be  renewed  under  another 
name.  If  ten  of  the  persons  in  the  House 
of  Assembly  were  named  by  the  Goyem- 
menty  it  would  require  but  three  adherents 
of  the  Government  to  be  amongst  the 
elected  body  to  give  it  complete  sway 
over  the  Assembly.  When  he  saw  the  bill 
of  the  noble  Lord,  he  should  give  it  his 
best  attention,  though  he  was,  at  the  same 
time,  convinced,  that  he  should  be  com- 
pelled to  give  it  every  opposition. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  greatly  regretted  the 
introduction  of  this  bill,  because  he 
thought,  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down,  that  it  was  not 
calculated  to  restore  harmony  in  the  co- 
lony, for  whose  better  government  it  was 
intended,  but  that  its  effect  would  rather 
be  to  perpetuate  the  disagreements  which 
already  existed  there.  He  approved,  how- 
ever, of  those  portions  of  the  scheme 
which  proposed  to  give  to  the  Crown  the 
origination  of  money  grants,  and  by  which 
it  was  suggested,  that  the  House  of  As- 
sembly and  the  Council  might  be  incor- 
porated; but  he  thought,  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  latter,  it  was  not  merely  the 
general  principle,  but  the  relative  propor- 
tions of  the  two  bodies,  with  reference  to 
the  influence  of  the  Crown,  which  ought 
to  be  looked  to.  And  he  could  not  help 
pointing  out  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
the  measure  proposed.  The  House  of 
Assembly,  according  to  its  new  constitu- 
tion, would  consist  of  twenty-five  mem- 
bers, ten  being  the  nominees  of  the  Crown, 
and  fifteen  being  the  representatives  of 
the  elective  body.  But,  supposing  three 
only  of  the  latter  number  to  be  returned 
upon  the  influence  of  the  Crown,  the  effect 
would  be,  that  there  would  be  an  invari- 
able majority  over  the  representatives  of 
the  people.  He  could  not  help  thinking, 
that  there  must  be  some  exaggeration  in 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  any 
members  of  the  House  of  Assembly  were 
menial  servants,  and  compelled  to  ask  the 
.  permission  of  their  masters  before  they 
could  take  their  seats,  although  he  cer- 
tainly did  admit,  that  the  accomplishments 
of  reading  and  writing  were  not  universal 
in  the  colony.  He  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  alteration  of  the  elective  franchise 
would  ifave  a  bad  effect,  because  it  would 
be  in  truth  changing  the  governing  body 
of  the  country ;  but  he  admitted  the  great 
difficulties  of  the  case,  and  that  a  vast 
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portion  of  the  measure  was  exceedingly 
sound  and  proper. 

Lord  Stanley 9  in  reply,  said,  that  be 
had  proposed  no  restrictions  whatever,  but 
had  only  given  to  Newfoundland  the 
legislature  which  had  been  held  in  abey- 
ance by  his  noble  predecessor  in  the  Colo- 
nial-office, in  consequence  of  the  state  of 
the  island. 

Leave  given.— Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Lord  Stanley f  in  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  make  further  provision 
for  the  government  of  New  South  Wales, 
said,  that  the  constitutional  act  in  that 
colony  had  been  renewed  by  successive 
acts  since  1836,  and  as  it  would  expire  in 
the  present  year,  he  proposed  to  introduce 
the  present  bill,  founded  in  the  material 
parts,  on  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  London,  last 
Session.  He  had  considered  the  provi- 
sions of  that  bill,  and  had  made  some 
alterations,  which  were  suggested  by  per- 
sons representing  different  opinions  in  the 
colony.  The  bill  would  considerably  ex- 
tend the  popular  rights  in  New  South 
Wales,  but  not  more  so  than  he  thought 
the  population,  wealth,  and  importance  of 
the  colony  were  fairly  entitled  to;  and  it 
would  also  constitute,  for  the  conduct  of 
local  affairs,  municipal  districts  and  bodies 
which  would  be  required  by  the  Legisla- 
ture about  to  be  given  under  the  sanction 
of  Parliament. 

Leave  given. — Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Indemnity  OF  WiTNS8SE8«]  Mr.JRoe- 
bwk  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Witnesses'  Indemnity  Bill. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  on  looking  into 
the  bill  he  must  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  aod  learned  Member  for  Bath  to  a 
verbal  amendment  in  the  second  clause. 
He  thought  it  was  taken  from  the  bill  that 
was  sent  down  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  seemed  to  imply  that  the  first  clause 
had  given  either  House  of  Parliament 
power  to  appoint  a  committee,  instead  of 
the  House  of  Commons  alone. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  he  thought  that  the 
second  clause  must  be  altered  as  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  thought,  that  leave  was 
simply  granted  to  the  boo.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
indemnify  witnesses,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  appeared  so  sensible^ 
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that,  that  he  confessedly  limited  himself  to 
that  object  It  was  to  indemnify  witnesses, 
and  antil  this  bill  was  delivered  on  the 
preceding  day,  no  individual  could  have 
collected  from  what  had  passed  in  that 
House,  from  what  appeared  in  the  jour- 
nals, or  from  what  was  stated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  in  his  place,  that  the 
object  was  to  do  more  than  to  indemnify 
witnesses.  In  taking  that  course  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  followed  the  precedent 
which  had  been  set  in  the  case,  he  thought, 
of  East  Retford.  He  had  referred  to  the 
case  of  Grampound,  but  he  there  found  no 
bill  like  this.  By  the  second  clause  of  this 
bill,  it  was  proposed,  that  it  should  be 
lawful  for  such  committee,  at  their  discre- 
tion, to  certify  that  any  witnesses  examined 
before  them,  or  any  person  touching  whom 
any  evidence  should  be  given  before  them, 
should  be  saved  harmless.  That  might  be 
right  or  it  might  be  wrong ;  in  his  opinion 
it  was  wrong;  but  he  thought  that  the 
House  in  gi|[ing  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
indemnify  witnesses  did  not  intend  to  give 
a  power  to  indemnify  all  persons. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  if  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  refer  to  other  cases,  he 
thought  he  would  find  the  same  principle 
embodied  in  the  acts  relating  to  them.  He 
had  been  accused  of  spitefulness,  but  his 
real  object  was  to  obtain  information  upon 
which  to  legislate,  and  for  that  purpose 
he  wished  that  all  persons  should  be  in- 
demnified. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  May  27,  1842. 

MnrvrMLl  Bills.  PubOe^l*-  EodMiaitical  and  Admi. 
nlty  Couti  AppMlf  TziBito. 

S*-  FantonTille  Priioa;  Auftnlis  and  New  SScaland; 
RoMtfld  Malt;  Fines  and  Reooreries  (Wales  and  Che- 
ihire). 

JtepprteJ.— Pimiahmffit  of  Death  (Ireland). 
3*    and  paned:— Exdae  Dutiea  Compounds;   Dublin 
PoUoe;  TurepUw  Roads  (Inland), 
privolfe— 1*>  GIbaoa'S Estate;  Tyne Fisheries t  ToiteCh 
Park  Paving  and  SeweEage ;  Market  Harboiough  and 
Brampton  Road ;  Biimingham  and  LiTcrpool  Junction 
Canali  HolyweO  Roads;  Boston  Harbour  (No.  3) ;  Yate 
Inckosare ;  Stockton  and  Hartlepool  Railway ;  York  Ca- 
thedral ;  MiUott's  Estate  (Crawford's), 
r-  FaTerdiam  NaTlgatkm;  Aidrosian  Harbour;  Duke 
of  Clevaiandrk  Estate. 

Beported^'^QtmsMoA  Harbours;  Dundee  and  Arbroath 
Railway. 
8"-   and  passed :— Aberdeenshire  Roads. 

Pffrmoiia  PBaanmo.  By  Lord  Kenyon,  ftom  the  Bath 
Church  of  England  Lay  Aasoeiatkm,  ^ahist  any  Anther 
Grant  to  Ma/nooth  College.— From  the  Presbytery  of 
Bray,  cte.,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Law  of  Patronage.— 
Mpi.tfM  Hflmbcnof  tiw  CorairaU  Mediqd.Agocirtign, 


fbr  Medieal  Reform,  and  for  the  Better  RcmuDcnfian  of 
Medical  OflSoers  attending  Poor-law  Uniooa.— From  the 
Guardians  of  the  Nantwich  Unkm,  for  the  Alteration  of 
the  Bastardy  Clause  of  the  New  Poor-law.— From  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Huddenfldd  Unkm,  fbr  the 
Repeal  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act 

Outrages  in  Tipferart.]  Lord 
Dunalley  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Wharncliffe)  whether  it  were  true 
that  two  terrible  murders  had  recently  been 
committed,  and  whether  any  measures  had 
been  taken  to  preserve  the  peace  in  that 
county. 

Lord  Wharncliffe  said,  that  there  had 
been  two  murders  recently  committed,  of 
a  very  atrocious  nature  in  the  county  of 
Tipperary,  and  that  many  other  outrages 
had  also  been  committed  in  the  northern 
part  of  that  county.  This  he  admitted, 
but  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
no  general  system  of  offence  was  to  be  ap- 

1>rehended,  for  the  Government  and  the 
ocal  authorities  had  made  every  prepare- 
tion  to  guard  against  any  generel  breach 
of  the  peace.  The  strength  of  the  police 
force  in  that  district  had  been  increased 
from  800  to  900  men,  besides  whom  there 
were  1,700  regular  troops  stationed  in 
that  part  of  the  county,  and  no  less  than 
seven  stipendiary  magistrates.  This,  he 
conceived,  was  a  strength  quite  sufficient 
to  guard  against  any  extensive  outbreak 
on  the  part  of  the  turbulent  and  less 
peaceably-disposed  part  of  the  popula- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  two  cases  of 
murder  which  had  occurred,  it  was  some 
mitigation  of  the  feelings  such  occurrences 
were  calculated  to  excite,  that  they  had 
not  arisen  out  of  any  organised  system  of 
hostility  either  to  the  Government  or  to 
the  generel  peace  of  society,  but  they  had 
resulted  from  private  and  family  disputes. 
Outrages  of  this  description  were  such  as 
the  police  could  not  prevent.  The  only 
remedy  for  such  evils  must  be  found  in 
the  altered  feelings  of  the  people,  or  by 
some  comprehensive  legislative  enactment. 
When  he  sat  upon  the  committee  which 
was  appointed  two  or  three  years  ago  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  Ireland,  he  was 
happy  to  observe,  that  a  better  feeling 
prevailed  among  the  landed  gentry  of  Ire- 
land towards  Uieir  humbler  neighbours, 
and  that  they  were  more  disposed  to  treat 
their  tenants  with  kindness.  The  hap- 
piest results  had  ensued  from  "this  com- 
mendable change.  There,  hbwever,  un. 
happily  still  remained  evil  dispositions  pro- 
ductive of  crime,  that  were  the  growth  of 
former  bad  feeling  and  wicked  mideadingti 
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^Dd  which  nothing  but  a  continuance  o. 
gttnarous  Ireatment  and  conciliatory  con- 
duct on  the  part  of  those  who  possesied 
influence  could  effectually  remove.  And, 
while  admitting  that  a  very  beneficial 
ohange  had  taken  place  g;e5eraUy  in  the 
feelings  of  the  landlords,  yet  he  was  com- 
pelled to  confess  that  there  were  some  who 
exercised  the  rights  of  property  in  that 
oountry  in  a  manner  which  conld  not  be 
justified.  Those  parties  were  not  con- 
fined to  any  one  class  of  political  opin- 
ions ;  there  were  amongst  them  not  only 
Tories,  but  Liberals— at  least,  Liberals  in 
speech,  whatever  they  might  be  in  prac- 
tice. The  system  generally^  however,  was 
much  mitigated,  and  with  respect  to  the 
outrages  that  had  recently  been  committed 
he  could  only  repeat  that  they  arose  from 
00  hostile  feelings  against  the  Govern 
nent,  but  from  personal  enmities  and  re- 
venge. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

EOCLBSIASTICAL  GoiJltTS  (IRELAND.)] 

Lord  Campbell  said,  he  was  about  to 
lay  on  their  Lordships'  Table  a  bill,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  transfer  to  their 
Lordships'  House  all  appeals  from  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  in  Ireland.  Here- 
tofore*^at  least,  since  the  union  with  Ire. 
land — ^it  had  been  the  practice  to  take 
such  appeals  to  a  court  of  delegates,  com* 
posed  of  a  certain  number  of  common-law 
judges ;  but  this  course  would  now  be  at- 
tended wiih  some  inoonvenienoe,  as  se- 
veral of  the  common-law  judges  in  Ireland 
were  Roman  Catholics,  and  by  an  article 
of  the  Act  of  Union  of  the  two  countries, 
Roman  Catholics  oould  not  sit  as  Judges 
in  any  matter  connected  with  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Courts.  The  remedy  for  this  in- 
convenience would  be  to  transfer  all  euch 
appeals  to  that  House.  He  would  now  lay 
the  bill  on  the  Table,  and  would,  on  a  future 
stage,  go  more  fully  into  its  merits. 
Sill  read  a  first  time. 

Pemtohville  Prison.]  Lord  Wkam- 
eliffe  moved,  that  the  Pentonville  Prison 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Coldomo  wished  to  call  the  noble 
Lord's  attention  to  a  very  able  report 
which  had  been  made  by  Dr.  Baillie  on 
the  subject  to  which  this  bill  related.  It 
was  full  of  the  most  valuable  information 
respecting  the  working  of  the  system  of 
solitary  confinement  Dr.  Baillie  set  forth 
many  inetanoea  in  which  loUtary  imprisoii^ 


ment  had  not  only  failed  in  its  object,  but 
in  which  it  had  produced  the  most  serious 
consequences.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  allow  that  report  to  be  printed,  and 
a  copy  of  it  laid  on  the  Table. 

Lord  Whamcliffo  had  not  had  an  op- 
portunity of  reading  the  report  which  his 
noble  Friend  referred  to.  rie  was  aware, 
that  there  was  a  considerable  difierenoe 
between  separate  confinement  and  solitary 
confinement,  and  he  was  certainly  inclined 
to  give  a  preference  to  the  former.  He 
would,  however,  read  Dr.  Baillie*s  report, 
and  give  the  subject  full  consideration 
before  their  Lordships  ilirent  into  committee 
on  the  bill. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  entertained 
very  considerable  doubt  whether  a  perfect 
and  entire  separation  of  prisoners  was  a 
system  that  ought  to  be  maintained  in  this 
country.  There  ought,  however,  to  be  so 
much  separation  as  would  prevent  parties 
from  contaminating  one  another.  He  was 
of  opinion,  too,  that  mischief  resulted 
from  persons  being  imprisoned  for  too 
long  a  period.  He  believed,  that  the 
great  secret  of  imprnonment  was,  that 
men  should  come  out  of  prison  smarting 
under  the  punishment  that  had  been  in- 
flicted upon  them  while  there,  and  that 
they  should  not  remain  there  long  enough 
to  be  familiarised  with  it.  The  present 
bill  might  do  good  if  its  operations  were 
narrowly  watched  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Their  Lordships  adjourned. 
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MiiruTB8.J     BiuA     puMfc— >S*-  Tithn  Gomiaatayoo. 
FrhMfr.— I*-  Aigyll  Roitdl  (No.  t). 
S**  Leiooter  Small  IMbtoi  nioiuyirt  Rotiii  Sumy 
■adSuMBxRoftdB;  DnaFoNM  Pdori  DeuiFaiatCe- 
ekllMtieal  Dirtilelit  8t  BfteTeh  SmaB  Debli. 
BeporUtt^^RotB  and  Cromarty  Court  Hoasea ;  Ctaikan- 
vdl  Improvanant)  BoUdiiicif  R«|Olilloii(Nob  t)t  Wkk- 

»  WW         - 

Miw  naniciiir. 

3*  and  pasnd  i^Boaton  Haibour  (No.  8)  t  M artwt  Har- 
boraugh  and  Bmnploii  Road  {  Stockton  and  Hartlapool 
RaQway  t  Dundalk  and  Baabrt^  Hoali  Blimiqgham 
and  Liwtpool  Juaotkm  Canal;  Indemnity  Mutual  Ma- 
rine Inauranoe  Company  (Na  t)  i  Yate  Indonire  i  Ol^gg^ 
DHwoet  YtA  Cathadfali  Bator  NatnzaliaatUm  t  Tool- 
telh  Park  Pairing  and  Otimag^ 
PmrioHS  PaaaaimD.  By  Mr.  Loqg,  from  Bath,  agahut 
the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Foreign  Stooe^^By  Cok>- 
nal  Aatoiiy  ftwn  WIclikiiWf  aar  AMemloM  oT  fllie  pvawnt 
System  of  Education  (Iieland)w— By  Mr.  O'CaoMU,  from 
Roman  Catholki  at  HamnMnmlth,  Kenai&gton.  Vul- 
ham,  and  Tynemouth,  for  Bquality  of  OtiI  Rl^lB.*-4y 
Mr.  Mika,  from  the  Owodiana  of  Pmim,  and  Ba|gnve 
Uniooa,  to  Alteratlom  in  the  Foar>lair  Anendmaot  BOL 
— By  Mr.  Deoniion,  ftom  Dawihury,  and  Ookar,  to  m 
ef  ite  Hour  •€  Ubwr  <f  VMUig 


685 


i>iitr€$$  at 


{May  27} 


Paisley* 


h%% 


FmcM  to  ftetmlfiL.^  Lord  Adil«jr«  Sir  R.  Inclii. 
ind  ViMoaot  Joodya,  ftom  Waltoa.  Iilington,  and  C«m* 
den  Town,  againit  the  Employment  of  Femalee  in  Mines. 
— Bj  Mr.  Hallbrd,  and  Lord  R.  Oiotvenor,  fhxn  Market 
Hattaromh.  OnMdgt.  Barks,  and  Chaiter,  ftir  the  Pv»> 
ventkni  of  Railway  TnireUing  on  Sundays.— By  Mr.  T. 
Dunoombe,  from  Uie  Cork  Cutters  of  Great  Britain  and 
Iralaikl.  against  the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Oorks.— 
Vnm  iJloniies  at  Blaekbum,  Ibr  the  Repeal  of  the 
Stamp  Duties  on  their  Certificates.— From  the  Society  of 
Attotoeys,  and  SdUdtors  (Ireland),  for  the  Repeal  of  Act 
4  and  9  WVL  4,  tat  VteUllatliig  the  Loan  of  Money  on 
Landed  Saouiitiaa  in  Ireland.— JProm  Brighton,  against 
the  Importation  of  Cattle  and  Meat.— By  Lord  Eliot, 
Altamum,  against  any  ftirther  Grant  to  Maynooth  Col- 
kja,  Pwiii  the  Caflh»-Hoaie  Keepers  of  Lambeth,  and 
the  MetropoHf,  for  the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Cofba 
—From  Ashby-de-IarZoucfa,  Burton  upon-Trent,  Tutbury 
and  Taunton,  against  the  Turnpike  Roads  BUl^^From 
CwCrin  M«iby»  nlsthre  to  Shipwrecks. 

CHUmCII  OF  SCOTLAVD  — >  Nov-I V- 
TRusioH.]  Sir  it.  L.  Hay  said,  it  would 
bo  reooUected  that  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Argyll  proposed  lo 
proceed  with  his  bill,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment  aaid^  that  overtures  had  been 
made  by  the  Goyernment  to  prevent  the 
disunion  which  was  now  existing  in  Scot- 
land, and  that  these  overtures  were  of  such 
a  nature  as  to  make  it  probable  that  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  introduce  a  bill 
upon  the  subject.  He  would  now  ask 
whether  it  were  their  intention  to  bring 
fDrward  any  measure  for  the  purpose  of 
settling  these  unfortunate  and  disgraceful 
disputes? 

Sir  James  Graham  might  be  allowed  to 
observe,  that  the  question  was  somewhat 
prematnre.  The  general  assembly  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  now  sitting,  the 
business  before  them  was  of  great  import- 
ance, end  whilst  they  were  sitting  it  would 
be  premature  to  make  any  declaration  as 
to  those  proceedings.  There  would  be 
time  enough  before  the  day  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  given  notice  to  proceed 
wHh  his  bill  (June  2),  to  state  whether  it 
should  be  considered  desirable  for  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  make  themselves 
responsible  for  a  measure  to  heal  those  di- 
visions in  the  Church  of  Scotland,  which 
be,  in  common  with  the  gallant  Officer, 
deplored. 

Distress  at  Paislbt.]  Mr.  Hume 
bad  heard  that  commissioners  had  been 
sent  down  to  Paisley  by  her  Majesty's 
Government,  to  distribute  public  rooney» 
and  that  in  consequence  the  local  sub- 
sertption  had  been  abandoned — he  wished 
to  know  whether  there  was  any  founda- 
tkmibr  thatrapofft? 


Sir  A.  Peel  asked  what  the  particular 
question  was?  Did  the  hon.  Member 
mean  to  ask  whether  the  Government  had 
stopped  the  local  subscription  ? 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  there  had  been  a 
committee  at  Paisley,  to  raise  and  distri- 
bute subscriptions ;  and  a  paper  he  held 
in  his  hands  stated  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  orders  of  the  Government,  a  comrois- 
stoner  had  taken  upon  himself  to  give 
public  money,  and  the  subscription  had 
been  stopped.  He  asked  whether  a  com- 
missioner had  been  sent  down  by  the  Go- 
vernment, to  supersede  the  committee  in 
giving  relief,  and  what  was  the  nature  of 
his  instructions  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  replied,  that  there  had  been 
constant  communications  between  the 
Government  and  the  local  authorities, 
during  the  whole  period  of  the  distress 
prevailing  at  Paisley  and  its  neighbour- 
hood— distress  which  he  regretted  to  say 
was  exceedingly  severe,  but  which  had 
been  borne  with  great  and  commendable 
patience  by  the  people.  The  Government 
nad  given  every  assistance  to  that  commit- 
tee, but  they  had  not  interfered  with  the 
subscriptions,  till  the  local  charity  was 
altogether  exhausted :  and  till  they  ap- 
prehended that  the  distribution  of  the 
local  funds  had  not  been  conducted  on  the 
best  possible  principle.  They  thought  it 
possible  to  give  some  assisunce  to  the 
local  authorities,  by  sending  down  a  per* 
son  who  had  watched  the  mode  of  relief 
as  given  to  the  poor  in  this  country.  For 
instance ;  one  of  the  modes  in  which  re- 
lief was  granted,  was  by  giving  an  order 
on  the  retail  dealers  in  the  town  for  provi- 
sions. It  was  clear  that  such  a  mode  was 
very  open  to  abuse,  because  it  tended  to 
make  the  retail  dealers  defer  the  period 
when  relief  should  be  no  longer  necessary. 
He  thought  it  better  that  all  the  provi- 
sions distributed  should  be  purchased  by 
the  committee.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  the  person  who  had  been  sent 
down,  and  who  had  been  connected  with 
the  commissariat  department,  had  been 
enabled  to  make  numerous  economical 
suggestions,  and  to  aid  the  local  exertions. 
An  appeal  would  shortly  be  made  in  the 
Church  of  Scotland  similar  to  that  which 
would  be  made  in  this  country.  He 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  earnestly 
recommending  the  object  of  the  subscrip* 
tioo.  The  purport  of  it  was  to  afford 
relief  to  the  distress  which  prevailed  in 
this  country  and  in  Scotiand^^a  country 
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in  winch  the  provMiont  for  tberdief  of  the 
poor  were  Terj  defective.  In  Biimiej, 
Paiftlej,  and  c<her  pots  of  the  coontrj 
the  isailest  conlribotione  would  tend  to 
diminish  the  distress  which  vnhappily  pre- 
vailed to  snch  an  extent ;  and  be  coold 
not  hot  express  a  hope  that  the  call  of  her 
Majcslj  would  be  generously  responded 
to  by  all  chMes.  With  regard  to  the 
snbscriptioos  for  the  sofierers  by  the  late 
fire  at  Hamborg,  be  trusted  that  the  na- 
toral»  just,  and  boooarable  sympathy  for 
foreigners  in  distress  would  not  be  checked, 
hot  at  the  same  time  he  hoped  that  the 
contribntions  to  that  fnnd  wonld  not  pre- 
vent parties  firom  contributing  also  largely 
and  liberally  to  the  alleviation  of  the 
misery  which  existed  in  our  own  country. 
When  her  Majesty's  Government  had  in- 
terfered,  it  was  solely  with  the  view  of 
affording  relief  in  the  most  economical 
and  best  manner. 

Mr.  Hvme  would  then  move  for  an  ac- 
count of  anv  sums  sent  down  to  Paisley, 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  that  town,  and 
also  for  a  copy  of  the  instructions  sent 
down. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  accede  to  such  a  motion 
Some  temporary  advances  in  consequence 
of  the  exhaustion  of  local  funds  had  been 
made  in  favour  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Paisley,  but  the  public  would  not  suffer 
from  such  advances;  they  would  be  re- 
paid out  of  the  public  subscription.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  call 
upon  the  Government  to  make  diKlosures 
which  could  be  productive  of  no  benefit, 
and  which  could  only  nselessly  interfere 
with  the  object  which  the  Government 
had  in  view. 

Mr.  Hvme  would  on  Monday  bring  the 
matter  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  Id  the  mean  time  he  begged  to 
nx>ve  that  a  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  her  Majesty,  praving  for  a  copy  of  a 
letter  addressed,  oy  her  command,  on  the 
llth  of  May  Isst,  to  the  archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  recommending  that  collec- 
tions should  be  made  in  the  different 
churches  throughout  the  country. 

Sir  R.  Peel  could  have  no  objection  to 
snch  a  motion. 

Colonel  Conolly  disapproved  of  any  in- 
terference on  the  part  of  that  House  with 
the  course  pursued  by  the  Government. 
The  subscription  was  of  a  private  nature, 
and  ha  could  not  see  what  the  House  had 
to  do  with  iu 


Mr.  Gihem  asked  whether  any  wmmm  of 
money  had  been  sent  to  any  other  places 
besides  Paisley,  and  whether  there  was 
any  obfectioo  to  give  an  aoeomt  of  the 
pla^  to  which  Uiey  had  been  sent,  aad 
the  amounts? 

St  R,  Peel  could  not  call  to  fluiid  any 
other  places  to  which  sums  had  been  sent. 
Nothing  coold  produce  a  greater  evil  than 
the  advance  of  public  aaoney,  saie  in  cases 
of  extreme  emergency.  He  oonld  not  ad- 
mit that  there  siMMild  be  any  relief  firoaa 
the  public  funds ;  but  if  the  funds  of  a 
place  were  in  a  state  of  extieas 
tion,  and  a  temponry  adtanoe  was  i 
he  should  look  for  a  repayment.  He  did 
not  recollect  that  there  was  any  other 
case  where  there  had  been  any  advance  to 
a  town  except  to  Paisley,  where  the  dr- 
cnmstances  were  very  peodiar,  aad  owing 
partly  to  the  cessation  of  demand  for  the 
particular  article  of  manufoctnre. 

Mr.  F.  T.  Barimg  trusted  that  the 
House  would  not  press  for  the  retnm;  bm 
where  there  was  an  advance  of  siipencn 
from  the  public  funds,  the  Hoose  iiad  a 
right  to  know  what  became  of  it ;  it  was 
a  matter  of  discretion  whether  they  would 
call  for  it,  but  they  had  a  perfect  right  to 
every  informatioo. 

Address  form  copy  of  the  Queen's  letter 
agreed  to. 

Customs  Acts  —  Thb  TAnirr— 
Spirits  (Irklaitd).]  On  the  question 
that  the  House  should  resolve  itself  into 
a  committee  on  the  Customs  Duties  Acts, 

Mr.  (yCotmell  was  desirous  of  making 
a  short  statement  as  to  that  part  of  the 
the  public  revenue  which  was  received 
from  Ireland.  The  right  boo.  Baronet 
had  informed  the  House  that  the  eflect  of 
the  temperance  movement  had  been  di- 
mtnbhed  to  a  considerable  extent,  and 
therefore  that  he  expected  to  receive  more 
revenue  from  that  country  than  he  had 
hitherto  done.  He  wished  to  lay  before 
the  House  a  statement  to  show  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken. 
Since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech* 
the  revenue  returns  had  been  printed,  and 
he  was  happy  to  say  that  the  amount  re- 
ceived for  spirit  licenses,  from  malt,  and 
from  spirits  had  considerably  diminished 
during  the  last  three  years.  The  revenue 
of  Ireland,  indeed,  had  been  augmented 
during  the  last  year  by  90,8232.,  notwith- 
standing the  diminution  in  the  prodooe  of 
eicisable  trtides.    .The  bqw.  nomMot, 
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did  not  take  place  till  after  the  year  1838, 
and  he  would  therefore  begin  from  that 
year.  In  the  year  ending  5th  January, 
1838,  the  produce  from  licenses  was 
123,739/.:  in  the  year  ending  5th  Ja- 
nuary, 1839,  the  produce  was  128,4942., 
being  an  increase  on  the  year  of  4,755Z. ; 
in  the  year  ending  5th  January,  1840,  the 
produce  was  122,705/.,  being  a  decrease  on 
the  year  of  5,789/. ;  in  the  year  ending 
5th  January,  1841,  the  produce  was 
106,436/.,  being  a  further  decrease  of 
16,269/. ;  and  in  the  year  ending  5th  Ja- 
nuary,1842,the  produce  was  only  95,980/., 
being  a  still  further  decrease  on  the  year 
of  10,456/.^  Thus  making  a  decrease  on 
spirits  in  three  years  of  32,514/.  In  the 
produce  of  the  duty  on  malt  there  had 
been  also  a  great  decrease.  In  the  year 
ending  5th  January,  1838,  the  amount  re- 
ceived for  the  tax  on  malt,  was  282,393/. ; 
in  the  year  ending  5th  January,  1839,  the 
amount  was  289,869/.,  being  an  increase 
on  the  year  of  7,476/. ;  but  in  the  year 
ending  5th  January.  1840  the  amount 
was  only  242,561/.,  being  a  decrease  on 
the  year  of  47,308/. ;  in  the  year  ending 
5th  January,  1841,  the  amount  received 
was  200,108/.,  being  a  further  decrease  on 
the  year,  of  42,453/. ;  and  in  the  year 
ending  5th  January,  1 842,  the  amount  re- 
ceived was  165,153/.,  showing  a  still  fur- 
ther decrease  of  34,955/.  on  the  year, 
making  a  total  decrease  in  three  years  of 
124,716/.  With  regard  to  spirits,  the 
revenue  from  this  source,  for  the  year  end. 
ing  5th  January,  1838,  was  1,374,429/. ; 
that  amount  increased  in  the  year  ending 
5th  January,  1839,  to  1,510,092/.,  being 
an  increase  of  135,663/. ;  but  in  the  year 
ending  5th  January,  1840,  it  began  to  de- 
crease, the  amount  was  only  1,402,130/., 
being  a  decrease  of  107,962/.;  in  the 
year  ending  5th  January,  1841,  it  fell  to 
1,032,582/.,  making  a  further  decrease  of 
369,548/. ;  and  in  the  year  ending  5th 
January,  1842,  the  amount  received  was 
964,711/;,  making  a  decrease  on  the  year 
of  67,871/.  But  this  sum  of  964,711/. 
represented  a  much  smaller  consumption 
of  spirits,  for  93,066/.  was  the  amount 
calculated  by  Mr.  Baring  as  the  additional 
produce  of  the  4d.  a  gallon  laid  on  by 
him  last  year.  The  total  decrease  on  the 
actual  produce  of  the  spirit  duties  during 
the  three  years  was  545,381/.,  to  which, 
if  the  93,066/.  additional  duty  were  ad. 
ded,  the  real  decrease  would  be  638,447/. 
The  whole  decrease  in  the  revenue  from 


spirit  licenses,  malt,  and  spirits,  during 
the  tast  three  years,  was  therefore 
795,677/.  And  yet  the  whole  revenue 
from  Ireland  was  increased,  notwithstand- 
ing this  temperance  movement,  from 
the  increased  produce  of  other  excise- 
able  articles.  The  revenue  of  1841  was 
4,107,866/.,  and  it  was  increased  in  1842 
to  4,198,689/.,  showing  an  increase  of 
90,823/.  The  revenue  on  tobacco  and 
snuff,  in  the  last  year  alone,  had  increased 
in  Ireland  by  33,601/. ;  and  the  revenue  on 
tea  in  Ireland  had  increased,  during  the 
year,  80,639/.  So  that  while  there  was 
an  increase  on  other  articles,  there  was  a 
diminution  of  revenue  to  the  amount  of 
nearly  800,000/.  in  spirits  and  malt,  and 
as  the  revenue  was  made  up  from  other 
sources,  there  could  be  no  regret,  in  the 
minds  of  other  persons,  that  this  result 
should  have  occurred.  This  great  dimi- 
nution of  revenue  from  spirits  was  dis- 
tinctly to  be  traced  to  the  effects  of 
increased  habits  of  temperance  amongst 
the  people  of  Ireland. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
not  prepared  with  any  figures  to  give  an 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman;  but  the  statement  which  he 
had  made  was  perfectly  reconcileable  with 
that  which  was  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman spoke  of  a  yearly  decrease,  while 
his  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  of  an  increase 
in  the  quarter.  No  person  could  be  more 
rejoiced  than  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  was  at  the  increase  of  tem- 
perance which  took  place  in  Ireland ;  and 
he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  that  no  greater  ad- 
vantage could  have  happened  to  the  mo- 
rality of  the  country  than  the  increased 
habits  of  temperance  now  practised  by  the 
people. 

Mr.  O'Conne/Zsaid,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered there  was  an  additional  duty  of  4d. 
which  would  account  for  the  quarter's 
increase. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  he  had  alluded 
merely  to  a  small  increase  in  this  quarter's 
revenue,  as  showing  a  faint  symptom  of 
change.  With  regard  to  the  revenue,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
point  out  to  them  from  what  other  sources 
they  were  to  obtain  200,000/. 

Mr.  O'Connell  thought  that  they  had 
had  more  than  enough  already. 

House  in  committee  on  the  Customs 
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Several  items  were  agreed  to. 

On  tbe  item  that  the  duty  on  train  oil 
and  blubber,  of  foreign  fishing,  shall  be 
6/. ;  and  the  duty  on  spermaceti  oil*  of 
foreign  fishing,  15/.  the  tun,  and  on  the 
qaestion  that  the  duty  shall  take  effect 
from  and  after  the  5th  day  of  Jaly,  1843, 

Mr.  Lyall  rose  to  propose  that  the  duty 
should  take  effect  only  from  and  after  the 
5tb  day  of  July,  1844.  The  hoii.  Mem- 
ber  quoted  tbe  opinion  of  Mr.  Huikision, 
that  whenever  the  interests  of  commerce 
and  those  of  navigation  could  not  be  re- 
conciled, the  interests  of  commerce  ought 
to  give  way  to  those  of  navigation.  Na« 
vigation  had  been  excepted  from  the  prin* 
ciples  of  free-trade  by  all  the  great  states- 
men of  this  country  ;  and  by  the  founder 
of  political  economy,  Adam  Smith,  who 
was  in  favour  of  making  the  navigation 
laws  even  more  strict  than  they  were  at 
present.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  insertion  of  the  words,  "  5th 
day  of  July,  1844/'  instead  of  "  5th  day 
of  July,  1843.- 

Mr.  O,  Patrnwr  said,  that  he  had  no 
chance  of  being  called  a  monopolist  in 
supporting  this  amendment,  for  it  was  in 
favoar  of  the  country  generally.  Ever 
aiBce  the  Navigation  Act,  the  fisheries 
had  been  considered  a  paramount  object  to 
this  country.  The  home  fisheries  had 
been  considered  as  the  first  nursery  of 
seamen,  and  the  distant  fisheries  as  per- 
fecting their  character.  What  was  the 
situation  of  the  country  at  this  moment  as 
to  tliis  particular  trade  ?  At  the  end  of 
the  last  war  this  country  thought  it  of  so 
much  importance  to  encourage  the  fish- 
eries, that  we  gave  a  bounty  of  39/.  per 
tun  on  all  ships  engaged  In  the  fisheries, 
whether  the  train  or  spermaceti  oil  fisheries. 
That  bounty  was  Uken  off  in  1823.  In 
the  year  previous  to  that  the  number  of 
British  ships  engaged  in  tbe  fishery  was 
322,  and  the  number  of  seamen  12,788, 
every  one  of  whom  was  made  a  perfect 
seaman,  in  fact,  seamen  capsble  of  man- 
ning the  largest  fleet  that  ever  went  to  sea. 
We  were  now  reduced  toeighty«five  ships. 
To  what  had  it  been  owing?  Entirely  owing 
to  the  want  of  encouragement  given  to 
these  fisheries — to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
bounty  ia  the  firtt  instance,  and  the  gra- 
dual decrease  of  trade  from  that  time.  In 
1821  the  ships  engaged  in  the  trade  were 
322,  with  12,788  seamen ;  at  this  moment 
there  weve  eighty- five  ships  with  only  3,008 
seamen — a  diminution  in  three  years  of 


9|000  perfect  seamen.    This  was  a  matter 
which  concerned  the  Ministers.  It  did  not 
belong  to  him  as  an  individual,  however 
much  he  might  feel  for  the  character  and 
credit  of  the  country,  but  Ministers  were 
answerable.    As  far  as  his  duty  was  con* 
cerned,  he  had    nothing  to  do   but  to 
state  that  it  was  a  most  mischievons  thing 
to  reduce  the  protective    duty  on    the 
fisheries.    The  withdrawal  of  this  protec- 
tion from   the  fisheries   would,  of  itself, 
do  a  serious  injury  to  the  country.     As 
far  as  individuals  were  concerned,  he  asked 
for  time  to  enable  them  to  complete  the 
engagements  which  they  had  entered  into 
on   the  faith  of  the  existing  law.     The 
southern  fisheries  were  different  in  their 
character  from  those  commercial   under- 
takings in  which  shipowners  were  generally 
engaged.     A  fishing  voyage  was  a  specu- 
lation in  which  all  parties  were  concerned 
from  the  owners  to  the  very  seamen.  Each 
man  had  a  share,  whether  one-teitth  or  one- 
hundredth.   They  went  out,  knowing  that 
they  received  a  certain  protection  in  their 
traae,  they   received  8/.  or   101.  as  an 
outfit,  and  their  familiea  had  an  allowance 
whilst  they  were  away.    They  would  be 
engaged  in  the  fishery  for  three  years,  and 
after  they  had  been  absent  one  year  ships 
might  arrive  at  the  same  port  from  Eng- 
land the  next  year.   l*hey  would  naturally 
inquire  the  news,  they  would  hear  of  the 
reduction  of  tbe  duty,  and  find  that  instead 
of  receiving  100/.  they  were    in   debt. 
They  would,  therefore,  most  likely  be  in- 
duced to  leave  the  ship  and  look  for  em- 
ployment somewhere  else  abroad.    What 
was  the  case  as  to  America  ?    When  we 
had  322  ships,  America  had  only  sixty 
sail  engaged  in  the  fishery.    America  had 
now  634  ships  manned  by  17,000  seamen, 
whilst  ours  were  reduced  to  eighty»6ve 
ships,  manned  by  3,000  seamen.  As  ships 
engaged   in  the  fishery  were  not  out  less 
than  three  years  some  allowance  shoukt 
be    made   to    those  wbkh   had  already 
sailed  without  intimation  of  the  tariff. 
Mr.  Gladsiane  said,   that    tbowgh  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  aopport 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  QeBtleasan,  yet  be 
could  assure  him  that  he  was  aucb  nia- 
taken  if  he  thought  that  there  was  any 
disposition  on  the  part  ai  the  Governaieot 
not  adequately  to  protect  Bvitish  fisheriesi 
They  fully  admitted  the  value  of  the  prii^ 
ciple  which  the  boa.  Gentlemau  had  laid 
down,  but  the  only  difference  between  hia 
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meDt  was  »  qu«stion  as  to  time.  The  Go- 
▼ernment  proposed  that  the  duty  should 
commeDce  in  1843.  The  voyage  generally 
lasted  three  years,  and  the  spring  season 
waa  the  period  for  depurture*  So  the  Tea- 
sels which  set  sail  this  spring  would  so 
wiUi  a  notice  of  what  waa  intended.  The 
▼easels  which  sailed  next  year  would  know 
likewisei  and  so  the  vessels  which  sailed 
last  year  were  the  only  vessels  that  were 
entitled  to  consideration.  With  respect  to 
the  adventures  of  this  sinffle  year^  if  the 
change  proposed  was  likely  to  produce  a 
fundamental  revolution  in  the  marketSi  he 
would  admit  that  they  would  have  strong 
claims  for  pecuniary  compensation.  But 
he  would  contend,  that  there  was  no 
shadow  of  reason  for  maintaining  that  the 
price  of  sperm  oil  would  be  a  bit  less  pro- 
nuble  than  it  had  been,  or  than  it  ought 
to  be.  The  average  price  for  the  last  eleven 
years  was  191.  10s.,  and,  according  to  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Henderby,  the  price  in 
America  was  about  60/.  The  cost  of  trans- 
port was  4/.,  and  when  it  arrived  in  this 
country  a  duty  of  15  per  cent,  was  levied, 
making  the  price  79^  ISs.  So  the  average 
price  m  England  was  79/.  10s.,  and  the 
price  of  American  oil  would  be  in  the 
English  market  79 1.  IBs.  There  was  no 
danger,  therefore,  of  competition  unless  the 
price  ofAmerican  oil  was  under  GO/.  What 
were  the  facts  >  In  1840  the  price  was 
72/L,  and  at  that  price  1,500  tuns  bad  been 
broaght  in.  In|1841  the  price  was  63/., 
and  then  only  520  tuns  came  in.  He, 
therrfbre,  asked,  when  the  Government 
took  the  price  at  60/.,  how  could  the  Bri- 
tish  fisheries  be  injuriously  afiected  ?  What 
was  the  real  danger  to  the  trade  ?  The 
fiwt  was  notorious,  that  in  every  oil  shop 
at  the  west  end  of  the  town  there  was 
advertised  a  sobstitnte  for  sperm  oil,  arising 
-«»aa  it  was  sure  to  arise— from  the  exces- 
sive prices  which  were  caused  by  the  ex- 
oeaiive  duties.  From  1831  to  1835  the 
average  price  was  67/.,  and  the  supply  was 
4,700  tuns.  From  1836  to  1841  the  price 
was  B9L  13f.  4^.,  and  the  supply  had 
fiidlen  to  3,300  tuns.  The  excessive  duties 
had  led  to  all  sorts  of  substitutes— those 
sabatittttes  caused  a  diminution  of  price, 
and  that  diminished  price  oppiessea  the 
market.  The  maritet  wanted  relief,  and  he 
said^  that  that  relief  would  be  afforded  by 
tbe  change  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed*  It  waa  right  that  the  committee 
should  know  the  present  state  of  the 
market.  In  1831  the  number  of  ships 
enteied  inwards  from  the  whale  fishery 


was  lllj  and  the  price  of  oil  was  70L  per 
tun. 
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and  in  1841  tbe  number  of  ships  entered 
inwards  was  forty,  and  only  tnirty  out* 
wardsi,  and  in  that  year  the  price  was  95/. 
Under  these  circumstances,  there  waa  a 
call  for  something  to  be  done,  and  taking 
into  consideration  all  the  featurea  of  the 
case,  he  believed  that  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  was  perfectly  fair  and 
equitable. 

Sir  C.  Napier  agreed  with  the  hon« 
Member  for  Essex  that  suflScient  atten* 
tion  was  not  paid  to  the  fisheries  of  Eng- 
land. They  were  the  nursery  of  our 
seamen,  and  every  regard  ought  to  be 
paid  to  them.  What  were  our  seamen 
now  ?  Sailors  from  steam-vessels,  and 
nothing  else.  It  was  an  extraordinary 
thing  that,  according  to  the  last  account, 
there  was  not  a  siogle  British  ship  trading 
between  Liverpool  and  America.  The 
shipping  of  this  country  was  declining, 
and  something  ought  to  be  done  to  assist 
and  maintain  it.  He  should,  therefore^ 
vote  for  the  motion  of  the  bon.  Member 
for  Essex. 

Mr.  Hatvei  said,  the  Question  was  not 
whether  the  duty  should  be  continued  at 
its  present  amount^  or  at  the  rate  pro- 
posed by  the  tariff,  but  whether  the 
lessened  rate  should  be  imposed  then  or 
twelve  months'  hence.  That  was  the  real 
question  before  the  committee,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  any  special 
grounds  had  been  stated  for  the  alteration. 
He  wished  that  a  sufficient  time  might  be 
allowed  to  elapse  before  the  proposed 
change  took  place,  in  order  to  enable  the 
British  trader  to  compete  with  the  Ameri- 
can, who  now  ID  consequence  of  tbe 
cheapness  of  his  outfit,  and  of  other  fa- 
vourable circumstances,  had  essential 
advantages  over  the  traders  in  this  coun- 
try. 

Sir  R,  Peel  wished  to  say  a  few  words  re- 
spectingthe  apprehensions  expressed  by  the 
gallantCommodoreopposite  of  a  decline  in 
the  maritime  interests  of  this  country.  A 
reference  to  the  paper  which  contained  the 
roost  recent  evidence  of  the  state  of  our 
commercial  marine  would  put  an  end  to 
all  such  apprehensions  at  once.  That 
paper  gave  the  foJ^§iffmy^eW9§l?f 
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ibipping  employed  in  tbe  trade  of  the 
United  Kingdoniy  separating  British  from 
French  vessels,  during  the  years  1840  and 
1841.  Of  ships  entered  inwards  that 
were  employed  in  the  trade  of  the  United 
Kingdom  in  1840  there  were  17,883;  in 
1841,  there  were  18,525;  the  amount  of 
tonnage  in  1840  was  3,197,000;  in 
1841  it  was  3,361>000 ;  and  the  number 
of  British  seamen  employed  in  1840  was 
172,000,  while  in  1841  it  was  178,000. 
That  was  a  very  great  advance  in  one  year. 
Now  let  them  look  to  the  foreign  com- 
mercial marine,  in  respect  to  which  tbe 
gallant  Commodore  thought  there  was 
such  an  increase  compared  with  the 
British  commercial  marine.  The  paper  he 
was  referring  to  showed  the  very  reverse. 
It  showed  that  in  1840  the  number  of 
ships  entered  inwards  in  the  foreign  com- 
mercial marine  was  10,198,  but  that  in 
1841  it  jras  only  9,527 ;  it  showed  that  in 
the  tonnage  there  was  a  falling  oflfin  these 
years  from  1,460,000  to  1,290,000;  and 
in  tbe  number  of  seamen,  from  81,000  to 
73,000.  That  proved  that  the  appre- 
hensions of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man were  unfounded,  and  that  the  mer- 
cantile marine  of  this  country  suffered 
nothing  In  a  comparison  with  other 
countries.  With  regard  to  tbe  ques- 
tion of  time  be  begged  to  observe, 
that  Mr.  Huskisson  bad  reduced  tbe  duty 
on  foreign  oil  immediately  and  without 
giving  time.  That  reduction,  however, 
did  not  produce  any  diminution  of  price 
in  the  home  market.  When  tbe  trade 
was  said  to  be  comparatively  flourishing 
what  was  the  price  per  tun  of  spermaceti 
oil?  In  the  years  1823,  1824,  1825,  and 
1826;  the  prices  were  respectively  54/. 
48/.,  57/.  and  55/.a  ton.  Here  were  four 
consecutive  years  in  which  spermaceti  oil 
did  not  exceed  on  the  average  52/.  per  ton 
at  a  time  when  there  was  a  considerable 
consumption  and  not  much  competition. 
But  what  was  tbe  price  during  the  last 
four  years'  ending  with  1 842  ?  Why  95/., 
104/.,  98/.,  and  75/.  per  ton  respectively, 
the  consequence  of  which  was,  that  con- 
currently with  those  prices  there  was  a 
falling  off  in  the  number  of  ships  em- 
ployed in  the  trade,  because  those  high 
prices  gave  a  premium  upon  tbe  introduc- 
tion of  vegetable  oil.  The  article  of  oil 
being  essentially  necessary  in  the  working 
of  machinery,  and  the  manufacturer  being 
unwilling  or  unable  to  afford  to  pay  tbe 
high  price  for  the  spermaceti  oil^  resorted 


to  vegetable  oil,  and  thereby  encouraged 
the  consumption  of  that  oil.  If  for  three 
years,  as  was  tbe  fact,  the  price  of  sper. 
maceti  oil  ruled  at  the  rate  of  100/.  per 
tun,  while  ten  years  before  it  was  only 
52/.,  was  not  the  consequence  exactly 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ap- 
prehendedy  namely,  that  spermaceti  oil 
was  driven  from  the  market?  He  was 
afraid  that  no  interference  on  their  part 
would  have  the  effect  of  encouraging  the 
marine  while  such  causes  of  decay  as  that 
existed.  Nothing  could  be  more  painful 
to  him  than  inflicting  injury  on  individual 
interests;  but  if  every  interest  were  to 
claim  time  there  would  be  a  virtual  post- 
ponement of  the  measure.  They  must 
take  the  disadvantages  with  the  advan- 
tages, and  consider  whether  there  might 
not  be  a  prospect  of  reducing  tbe  expense 
of  the  vessels  in  the  new  competition.  On 
the  whole,  then,  be  trusted  that  the  House 
would  afiSrm  tbe  reduction  of  duty,  which 
he  felt  to  be  a  wise  reduction,  even  for 
those  interests  that  appeared  to  be  af- 
fected by  it. 

Lord  J,  Russell  said,  that  a  high  pro- 
tecting duty,  and  a  diminishing  con- 
sumption of  the  foreign  article  in  tb-. 
market,  induced  the  Government  to  proe 
pose  a  considerable  reduction  of  the  duty. 
On  the  general  principles  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  he  agreed  in  the  pro- 
priety of  a  considerable  reduction.  But 
the  question  arose  whether  this  change 
should  be  made  immediately,  some  time 
hence,  or  according  to  the  amendment. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said, 
that  the  British  whale  fisheries  had  nothing 
to  fear  from  this  reduction — that  the  price 
of  American  oil,  with  the  addition  of  the 
new  duty,  would  be  such  that  British  oil 
had  nothing  to  fear  from  the  competition. 
If  that  were  the  case,  why  propose  any 
extension  of  time  at  all?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument  was  good,  / 
the  change  might  be  made  now  as  well  as 
«t  a  future  time;  but  he  conceived  that 
bis  argument  upon  that  point  failed.  He 
thought  that  there  ought  to  be  a  com- 
petition in  the  article,  that  would  enable 
the  American  to  sell  oil  here  whenever  it 
rose  to  a  high  price,  higher  perhaps  than 
it  was  at  present.  The .  statement  was 
that  three  years  and  upwards  were  em- 
ployed in  the  trade  before  there  was  a  re- 
turn of  capital,  and  that  the  proposed 
change  would  therefore  operate  disadvan- 
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tageoufly  towards  some.  He  thought  it 
a  fair  question  whether  they  should  not 
make  some  allowance  with  reference  to 
such  cases.  A  ship  that  went  out  in  1841 
would  not  return  until  1844,  and  it  was 
rather  a  hard  thing  to  insist  upon  altering 
the  position  of  persons  who  had  taken 
advantage  of  existing  ariangements  by 
bringing  a  lower  scale  of  duty  into  opera- 
tion in  1843.  As  for  the  competition,  he 
really  could  not  understand  why  we  should 
not  successfully  compete  with  the  Ameri- 
cans. In  the  German  markets  he  believed 
the  Americans  at  present  undersold  us, 
but  if  we  had  a  better  system,  if  our  mer- 
chants were  allowed  to  provision  their 
ships  at  a  cheaper  rate,  he  could  see  no 
cause  why  we  should  not  successfully 
compete  with  any  nation  in  the  world. 
Provided,  too,  such  an  arrangement  could 
be  made  without  any  sacrifice  of  principle, 
it  was,  he  thought,  very  desirable  that  our 
seamen  employed  in  this  branch  of  com- 
merce should  be  protected  and  encouraged. 
Upon  the  whole,  he  considered  the  state- 
ments made  of  the  importance  of  this 
fishery,  and  the  peculiar  facts  of  the  case, 
rendered  the  proposition  for  extending 
the  time  not  unworthy  the  consideration 
of  the  Government  and  the  attention  of 
the  House. 

Captain  FUzroy  expressed  much  alarm 
at  the  competition  on  the  part  of  the 
Americans.  They  had  at  the  present  time 
no  less  than  653  vessels  engaged  in  whal- 
ing, and  so  great  was  their  success  that 
many  of  our  own  merchants  were  intend- 
ing to  give  up  this  branch  of  their  busi- 
ness. Several  of  them,  he  knew,  had  in 
view  the  entire  abolition  of  the  South  Sea 
whalery.  Indeed,  an  eminent  merchant 
had  stated  to  him  only  a  few  hours  back, 
that  it  was  his  object  and  desire  to  with- 
draw from  all  connection  with  the  fishery 
as  soon  as  possible.  He  attached  great 
importance  to  this  trade,  on  account  of  the 
nursery  it  afforded  for  our  seamen.  He 
believed  that  with  the  exception  of  our 
north  coasting  trade,  it  was  the  best  nur- 
sery for  seamen  we  possessed,  and  we 
ought  to  be  more  especially  careful  not  to 
discourage  it,  as  many  of  our  sailors  had 
already  left  us  for  service  in  the  American 
whalers. 

Sir  C.  Napier  also  urged  the  importance 
of  attending  to  the  interests  of  our  marine. 
He  wished  the  House  would  open  their 
eyes  to  the  position  of  our  seamen. 

Mr.  Divett  had  at  first  considered  that 
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some  allowance  should  be  made  as  to  the 
time  when  the  new  duty  should  come  into 
operation,  so  as  to  exempt  from  injury 
those  whose  vesssels  were  now  out,  and  he 
had  come  down  to  the  House  under  that 
impression,  but  what  he  had  since  heard 
had  altered  his  opinion. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  they  should  bear  in 
mind,  that  under  the  high  duties,  was 
said,  that  the  American  trade  h  in- 
creased. The  American  sailors,  as  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  behind  him  had 
shown,  were  not  sufficient  for  the  supply 
without  the  aid  of  English  sailors,  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  unless  an  altera- 
tion took  place,  those  engaged  in  the 
South  Sea  fisheries  must  abandon  that 
trade.  Such  was  the  state  of  things 
under  the  existing  low  duty ;  and  what 
was  the  price  of  spermaceti  oil  ?  Why, 
it  was  not  less  than  100/.  the  tun.  If, 
then,  they  subjected  the  consumer  to  a 
rise  of  from  60  to  70  per  cent,  the  mer- 
chants must  be  ruined.  By  the  new  tariff 
it  would  be  impossible  that  American  oil 
could  be  sold  in  this  country  at  less  than 
75/.  the  tun,  and  he  could  only  say,  that 
if  they  were  to  keep  the  price  at  100/.  the 
tun,  his  belief  was,  that  the  high  duty 
would  be  found  a  fatal  gift,  because  it 
would  lead  to  a  system  that  would  rapidly 
exterminate  the  trade  altogether. 

Mr.  O,  Palmer  said,  it  should  be  re- 
collected, that  the  ships  engaged  in  this 
trade,  were  double  the  expense  of  other 
ships,  and  that  the  insurance,  being  obliged 
to  be  paid  for  the  whole  voyage,  was  12  per 
cent.,  while  other  vessels  were  insured  at 
2  or  3  per  cent. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  original 
question,  that  the  words,  **  from  and  after 
July  5,"  be  inserted  :— Ayes  108  ;  Noes 
41  :  Majority  67. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


A'Court,  Capt. 
Aldam,  W. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Arbnthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blakemore,  R. 
Bodkin  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J.         Digitiz 
2G 


Browne,  R.  D. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Buckley,  E. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  11. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cockburn,rt.hn.SirG. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cripps,  W. 
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Darby,  G. 
Denisoa,  E.  B. 
DennistouD,  J. 
Divett,  £. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Escott,  B. 
Fieldeo.  J. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Pollen,  Sir  W.  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Qaskell,  J.  M. 
Gill,  T. 

Giadttone^rt.  hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hampden,  R. 
Harcourt,G.  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Herbert,  bon.  S. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  hon.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnson,  W.G. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Knatcbbull,  right  hon. 

Sir  £. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Long,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
ASanners,  Lord  J. 
Marsland,  H. 
Marton,  G. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morrison^  J. 


Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
PolhiU.  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  B. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thornely,  T. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Turner,  £. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Verner,  Col, 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wilbraham,  hn.  R.  B. 
Wood.  B. 
Yorke,R.H. 
Young,  J. 

TELLSRS. 

Freeroantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


List  of  the  Nou. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Bannerroan,  A. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Buller,C. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chapman,  A. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Colborne,hn.  W.N.R. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Admiral 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Humphrey,  Alderman 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 


Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martin,  J. 
Mastermao,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Neeld,  J. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Pusey.  P. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sandon,  ViKt. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerville,Sir  W.M. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tufiiell,  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,G.W. 

TELLERS. 

Palmer,  G. 
Lyall,  G. 


On  the  first  article  in  schedule   10, 


relating  to  "  timber  and  wood  not  other- 
wise charged," 

Mr.  Hawes^  in  adverting  to  the  mode  of 
measuring  timber  proposed^  complimented 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  for  the  considem- 
tion  he  had  bestowed  on  this  subject,  and 
the  readiness  be  showed  to  pay  a  courteons 
attention  to  any  representations  made  to 
him.  He  suggestea,  that  a  differentaiode 
of  measuring  the  timber  from  that  pro- 
posed by  the  schedule  should  be  adopted. 
It  was  proposed  by  the  Government,  that 
the  pieces  of  timber  should  be  separately 
measured ;  but  this  would  produce  great 
delay,  and  cousequent  inconvenience  to 
the  merchant.  It  was  almost  impractica- 
ble, and  there  was  no  doubt,  that  a  more 
expeditious  manner  of  taking  the  admea- 
surement ought  to  be  adopted,  such  as  by 
the  contents  in  cubic  feet.  The  parties 
who  were  most  interested,  wished  to  have 
a  different  mode  of  measuring  the  timber 
adopted  from  that  which  the  Government 
proposed.  The  subordinate  officers  of 
the  Government  were  also  opposed  to  the 
new  system,  from  the  operation  of  whicb, 
they  anticipated  great  difficulty ;  but  they 
did  not  state  their  opinions  to  the  Govern- 
ment, as  they  feared,  that  if  they  did  to, 
they  might  be  in  danger  of  losing  their 
appointments,  inasmuch  as  they  might  be 
superseded  by  others,  who  would  urge  no 
objections  to  the  proposed  plan  of  measur- 
ing. Those  who  objected  to  the  proposed 
mode  of  ascertaining  the  quantity  or  tim- 
ber, did  so,  not  with  any  view  of  embar- 
rassing the  Government,  but  in  conse* 
quence  of  the  delay  and  inconvenieoce  it 
was  calculated  to  cause.  He  wished  to 
know,  if  there  were  any  grounds  for  such 
a  change  as  that  proposed  ? 

Mr.  A.  Chapman  said,  that  be  had 
had  an  experience  of  fifty  years,  and 
that  he  might  say,  that  he  possessed  a 
general  knowledge  of  the  timber  trade. 
So  far  as  bis  experience  went,  he  was 
anxious  to  equalise  the  duties  on  tim^ 
ber,  whether  it  came  from  the  East  or 
the  West,  so  that  the  consumer  should 
have  it  in  his  power  to  supply  himself 
with  the  article  that  best  suited  his  pur- 
poses. He  was  sorry  that  he  could  not 
agree  to  the  measure  proposed  by  her 
Majesty's  Government  with  respect  to  the 
timber  duties,  and  he  must  say,  that  he 
would  prefer  the  measure  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  last  year 
propo^  with    re^a^to^hj^^g^t. 
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When  he  stated  it  as  his  opinion  that  it 
was  Decessarv  to  equalise  the  timber  du* 
ties,  he  said  at  the  same  time  that  they 
must  bear  in  mindy  io  regulating    those 
dtttiesp  the    distance  from  which  timber 
was  brought,  and   the  additional  freight 
when  ii  was  brought  from  the  colonies. 
It  was  also  to  be  considered,  that  2,648 
ships  were  employed  in   the  carriage  of 
timber  from  the  British  colonies  to  thia 
country.   The  preference  for  Baltic  timber 
was  so  great,  that  it  would  cause  the  con< 
sumer  logo  to  that  market,  and  this  would 
have  the  effect  of  changing  the  course  of 
the  timber  trade  from  the  British  colonies 
to  the  Baltic.     It  was  said  that  this  mea- 
aartt  was  a  benefit  to  the  shipowners.     If 
that  was  so,  those  shipowners  were  the 
most  ungrateful  people  in  the  world,  for 
they  repudiated  this  benefit.   They  looked 
upon  it  as  a  measure  that  would  be  inju« 
rious  to  them,  and  would  send  them  to 
compete  with  ships  more  cheaply  built  and 
more  cheaply  manned.    The  ships  of  this 
country  were  better  and  more  expensively 
built.    They  were  manned  by  sailors  who 
were  paid  50s.  a  month,  whilst  the  fo- 
reigner with  whom  the  British  shipowner 
would  have  to  compete  paid  his  sailors 
only  25s.    a  month,  besides  which  the 
British  sailor  was  better  fed  and  better 
provided.    Besides  this,  our  trade  would 
be  driven  from  our  colonies,  which  took 
everything  they  wanted  from  us  to  coun- 
tries which  took  nothing  from  us.     He 
trusted  that   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  the  subject  into  consideration, 
and  would  not  persist  in  pressing  the  pro- 
posed duties. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  in  replying  to  the 
observations  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth, he  ftit  bound  to  thank  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
given  the  Board  of  Trade  credit  for  the 
attention  they  had  bestowed  on  tliis  sub- 
ject He  felt  that  when  Gentlemen  came 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  give  them  the 
advantage  of  their  intelligence  and  expe- 
rience, it  was  his  duty  to  pay  them  every 
attention,  and  he  only  regretted  that  the 
duty  had  not  been  better  performed.  With 
respect  to  the  request  of  his  bon.  Friend  be- 
hind him  (Mn  A.  Chapman),  he  regretted 
tbat  he  could  not  hold  out  to  him  any  hope 
tliathe  would  abandon  the  present  measure. 
The  hon.  Member  for  I^ambeih  had  asked 
were  there  any  grounds  for  abandoning 
the  present  system  of  collecting  the  duties  ? 
and  be,  in  reply  to  that,  would  state  that 
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the  grounds  on  which  it  were  abandoned 
were,  firsts  its  injustice ;  and,  secondly,  its 
complexity.    The  question  of  its  injustice 
belonged  to  the  larger  aspects  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  upon  that  he  would  not  now 
touch.  But,  with  respect  to  its  complexity, 
those  who  were  acquainted  with  the  tim- 
ber trade  would  admit,  that  it  required 
immense  Uhour  to  become  acquainted  with 
the  ofieration  of  the  timber  duties.     The 
committee  of  1828,  recommended  an  alter- 
ation of  this  system.     He  admitted,  that 
he  did  not  suppose  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  committee  to  go  the  length  of 
the  present  change.    But  he  did  think  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  committee  to 
make  a  considerable  approach  to  the  pre- 
sent proposition.     It  had  been  said,  that 
the  delaying  of  merchandise  was  a  kind  of 
barren  and  unproductive  taxation,  but  the 
measure  of  the  Government  would  have 
the  efiect  of  simplifying  the  working  of  the 
system.     The  timber  imported  from  the 
colonies  formed  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
importation  of  the  country,  and  the  duty 
on  colonial  timber  was  to  be  merely  nomi- 
nal.    There  could  be  no  doubt^  that  when 
they  would  have  had  a  little  experience, 
that  modes  would  be  discovered  of  calculat- 
ing the  duty  with  less  expenoe  of  time  and 
labour  than  was  the  case  under  the  present 
law.    He  could  not  pretend,  with  respect 
to  the  Baltic  timber^  that  it  would  not 
be  necessary  to  have  minuto  accounts  of  the 
dimensions,  but  he  thought,  even  in  this 
case,  that  the  difficulties  had  been  exag- 
gerated.   He  would  admit  the  indefinite 
number  of  sizes  at  which  timber  might  be 
brought,  but  he  did  not  anticipate  any  in- 
convenience on  this  account.     The  incon- 
venience of  stowage  would  require  that  the 
parcels  of  timber  should,  for  the  roost  part, 
be  of  uniform  length  and  size,  as  otherwise, 
loss  and  inconvenience  would  be  occasioned 
in  their  stowage.  He  lamented  the  incon- 
venience  that  would  attend  the  change, 
but  still  he  did  not  believe  that  the  incon- 
venience would  be  so  great  as  had  been 
represented.    The  hon.  Member  had  stated 
that  he  had  heard  that  the  customs  depart- 
ment had  expressed  their  opinions  on  this 
subject.     Now,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)   had 
not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  saying,  that 
if  the  customs   department   entertained 
objections  to  his  proposition  they  would 
have  forced  them  on  the  Government,  and 
it  would  have  been  their  duty  to  do  so.  [Mr. 
Hawe*:  "  I  spoke  of  the  subordinate  offi- 
cers."^    There  was  no  foundation  what- 
ever for  the  statement    It  ivas^raafiu^from 
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Wlie  fact  as  possible,  for  this  proposition 
met  with  the  full  concurrence  of  the  Board 
of  Customs,  as  well  as  of  those  officers  on 
whose  opinion  the  Board  had  most  reason 
to  rely.  The  opinion  of  those  individuals 
was,  that  this  change  of  system  could  be 
carried  into  effect  without  any  disadvantage 
either  to  the  revenue  or  the  commerce  of  the 
country.  The  Government  had  encouraged 
every  communication  on  the  subject ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  could  see  no  reason 
which  should  induce  the  committee  to 
withhold  their  assent  from  the  proposition 
of  the  Government  It  was  a  change  from 
a  bad  to  a  good  system ;  and  though  it  was 
impossible  that  it  mi^ht  not  be  attended 
with  intermediate  inconvenience,  its  effect 
would  be  to  remove  many  existing  evils. 

Sir  W,  James:  From  the  deep  interest 
which  his  constituents  took  in  this  question, 
felt  bound  to  urge  on  the  attention  of 
the  Government  the  opinions  of  practical 
men  engaged  in  the  timber  trade,  and  who 
entertained  great  doubts  whether  the  mea- 
sure of  the  Government  would  be  success- 
ful or  not.  Much,  no  doubt,  might  be 
said  on  both  sides ;  but  it  was  the  opinion 
of  practical  men  connected  with  the  bo- 
rough which  he  represented,  and  they  all 
agreed,  that  in  the  port  of  Hull  the  mea- 
sure would  be  altogether  impracticable. 
When  a  plan  of  this  kind  was  submitted, 
a  few  years  ago,  to  the  consideration  of 
the  late  Mr.  Deacon  Hume,  he  understood 
that  that  gentleman,  having  given  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  had  expressed  bis 
opinion  that  the  plan  might  be  introduced 
into  all  the  ports  of  the  kingdom  with  the 
exception  of  Gloucester  and  Hull.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  reconsider  this  part  of  the  subject. 

Mr  F.  T.  Baring  said,  it  was  generally 
allowed  that  there  was  no  principle  in  the 
present  system  of  admeasurement,  and  the 
question  was,  not  whether  a  system  admitted 
to  be  a  bad  one  should  not  be  altered,  but 
whether  the  course  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  perfectly  just  in  principle, 
would  not  be  found  in  practice  exceed- 
ingly inconvenient,  if  not  impracticable. 
The  committee  that  sat  upon  the  subject 
had  not  recommended  the  mode  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  be  had 
reason  to  know  that  the  opinion  of  the 
trade  and  practical  men  who  had  no  in- 
terest except  in  a  fair  working  system,  was 
against  the  proposed  course.  Had  the 
opinion  of  the  trade  and  of  experienced 
custom-house  officers  been  in  favour  of  it 


he  should  bow  to  the  opinion  of  those  per- 
sons; but  having  been  last  year  in  com- 
munication with  them  ou  the  subject,  and 
being  himself  strongly  disposed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  plan  which  he 
thought  by  far  the  best  on  principle,  he 
had  abandoned  in  consequence  of  informa- 
tion he  had  received  from  his  communica- 
tions with  custom-house  officers,  and  other 
experienced  persons.  If  they  had  since 
altered  their  opinion,  he  should  be  glad  of 
it,  but  when  he  found  the  opinions  of 
well-informed  practical  men  agreeing  with 
those  of  the  trade,  against  the  plan,  he 
thought  they  should  be  cautious  how  they 
adopted  it. 

Mr.  Mitchell  believed,  that  the  wood- 
merchants  universally  objected  to  the  plan, 
and  he  hoped  the  matter  would  not  be 
pressed  until  further  time  for  discussion 
was  given.  The  effect  of  the  plan  would 
be,  that  the  deals  imported  would  be  cut 
in  Norway  and  Sweden,  thereby  throwing 
the  mauual  labour  of  this  country  out  of 
employment.  The  labour  of  sawyers 
was  cheaper  in  Norway  than  in  any  coun- 
try in  Europe,  and  the  consequence  would 
be,  that  the  whole  monopoly  of  supplying 
deals  would  be  thrown  into  the  hands  of 
that  country  and  Sweden ;  and  Russia 
would  be  thrown  out  of  the  market,  when 
Norway  and  Sweden  might  charge  any 
price  they  pleased.  Another  point  to  be 
considered  was,  that  Norwegian  and  Swe- 
dish timber  came  in  the  ships  of  those 
countries,  whereas  the  imports  from  Russia 
were  in  British  bottoms.  The  timber,  too» 
should  be  landed  for  measurement,  and 
this  would  involve  an  additional  expence  of 
22f  per  cent,  to  be  paid  by  the  consumer. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  I  understand  that  we  are 
only  discussing  a  point  in  detail,  connected 
with  measurement;  and  I  will  remark, 
that  the  Government  can  have  no  object 
but  that  of  facilitating  transactions,  of 
preventing  fraud,  and  getting  as  much 
revenue  as  possible  under  the  system 
adopted.  Now,  having  put  ourselves  in 
communication  with  one  of  the  most  intel- 
ligent and  experienced  officers  of  customs, 
he  has  no  apprehension  of  any  difficulty 
arising  from  the  proposed  plan.  Intend- 
ing to  adhere  to  the  manner  of  effecting 
the  reduction  in  duty,  I  should  say,  that 
as  to  the  mere  mode  of  levying  it,  there  is 
no  reason  why  further  consideration  and 
communication  should  take  place.  To  that 
I  have  no  objection.  But  I  beg  the  House 
to  remember  the  observatiot^ 
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GeDtleman  who  spoke  last,  and  who  says 
the  plan  proposed  will  give  facilities  to 
Norway  and  Sweden.  Now,  I  hope  sin- 
cerely, the  measure  may  have  that  effect. 
He  says  we  are  going  to  injure  Russia 
and  benefit  Norway  and  Sweden,  but  the 
truth  is,  that  we  are  going  to  redress  a  great 
injustice,  which,  for  a  long  period,  has  oper- 
ated most  injuriously  on  the  two  latter 
countries,  and  the  more  effectually  the  mode 
proposed  produces  that  effect,  the  stronger 
will  be  the  arguments  in  its  favour.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mitchell)  says,  that 
sawyer's  labour  is  cheaper  in  Norway  and 
Sweden  than  in  other  countries.  Will  not 
that  circumstance  tend  to  reduce  the  price 
to  the  consumer  here  ?  [Mr.  Mitchell : 
But  it  will  throw  overboard  the  sawyers  of 
this  country.]  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  is  not  one  single  article 
included  in  the  tariff  to  which  an  objection 
of  this  kind  is  not  made  in  some  quarter. 
He  says,  that  the  plan  proposed  will  give 
some  peculiar  advantages  in  sawing  tim- 
ber to  Norway  and  Sweden,  by  which 
they  will  be  able  to  monopolise  the  trade  ; 
that  Russia  will  in  consequence  be  driven 
out  of  it,  and  that  Norway  and  Sweden 
will  then  charge  what  they  please*  Now 
this  is  what  is  always  said  ;  but,  if  Norway 
and  Sweden  do  this,  will  not  trade  revive  ? 
If  they  so  increase  prices,  surely  Russia  will 
be  able  to  come  into  the  market  again.  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  meet 
me  with  the  argument  that  the  timber 
trade  of  Russia  will  be  so  entirely  de- 
stroyed that  it  will  be  quite  impossible  for 
her  again  to  come  into  competition  with 
Norway  and  Sweden.  But,  surely,  the 
immense  quantities  of  forest  timber  pos. 
sessed  by  Russia  would  be  a  check  upon  the 
other  countries,  and  they  will  not  venture  to 
avail  themselves  of  these  privileges  in  so  im- 
proper a  manner  as  to  exact  undue  and  un- 
fair prices.  Do  hon.  Gentlemen  object  to 
the  principle  of  the  measure  ?  It  is  said,  I 
am  aware,  that  the  reduction  should  be  made 
at  once,  and  that  we  ought  not  to  make 
one  reduction  this  year  and  the  other  next 
year.  It  was  with  a  view  to  protect  Tested 
interests  that  this  was  done.  I  wish,  for 
my  own  part,  that  the  trade  had  said  the 
first  fall  of  duty  should  come  into  oper- 
ation on  the  6th  of  July  instead  of  in  Octo- 
ber. I  believe  that  had  the  trade  done  so,  it 
would  have  been  for  their  benefit,  and  that 
the  suspension  in  the  demand  for  timber 
will,  on  the  whole,  operate  very  injuriously 
on  tbem«    I  therefore  repeat  freely  that  a« 
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to  this  point  I  wish  the  trade  had  ap- 
proached Government  with  an  application 
that  July,  instead  of  October,  should  be 
the  period  at  which  the  alteration  should 
begin  to  operate.  Having  made  an  an- 
nouncement of  the  course  to  be  pursued^ 
we  cannot  in  justice  give  way,  unless  to 
an  universal  application  from  those  con- 
cerned. But  if  an  objection  be  felt  to  the 
operation  of  the  new  duty  from  year  to 
year — if  there  be  no  objection  to  making 
the  lower  amount  of  duty  leviable  the  first 
year — if  I  am  approached  by  a  general 
application  from  the  trade  to  that  effect, 
1  can  only  say,  that  I  shall  at  once  give 
way.  « 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  would  be  a  boon  to 
the  working-classes  if  the  lower  duties 
commenced  their  operations  on  the  5th  of 
July.  If  this  course  were  not  adopted,  a 
number  of  carpenters  and  others  would 
be  thrown  out  of  employment. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  turn  the  discussion  had 
taken,  he  roust  observe  that  many  of  his 
constituents  had  laid  in  large  stocks  of 
timber,  and  paid  the  duty  thereon,  and  it 
would  operate  most  unjustly  and  most  in- 
juriously on  them  to  accelerate  the  pe- 
riod at  which  the  reduction  of  duty  was  to 
take  place. 

Viscount  Sandon  must  protest  against 
the  doctrine  that  a  more  speedy  reduction 
of  the  duty  would  be  a  boon  to  the  work- 
ing-classes. The  boon  would  be  not  to 
reduce  it  till  next  year,  and  not  to  allow 
it  to  go  below  30s.  a  load.  He  had  that 
morning  placed  in  the  hands  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment memorials  from  the  importers  of  and 
dealers  in .  timber  in  every  port  of  the 
kingdom,  including  London,  praying  that 
only  one  change  might  be  made  in  the 
timber  duties,  and  that  that  change  should 
be  to  30s.  not  25s.  With  a  duty  of  30^. 
they  thought  the  western  ports  of  Eng- 
land might  be  able  to  balance  the  com- 
petition between  the  colonies  and  the 
Baltic,  but  not  the  eastern;  but  if  the 
duty  were  below  30^.,  even  the  western 
ports  would  not  be  able  to  balance  the 
competition.  It  should  not,  therefore,  be 
said  that  it  would  be  agreeable  to  any 
large  class  of  the  community  to  agree  to 
the  proposition  so  warmly  recommended 
from  the  other  side. 

Mr.  Alderman  Humphery  observed  that 
as  other  timber,  including  deals  of  four 
inches  in  thicknessi  were  regulated  as  to 
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duty  by  cubic  admeasurement,  tbere  was 
no  difficulty  in  measuring  in  the  same 
manner  three-inch  and  two-and«a*half- 
inch  deals.  Every  officer  in  the  Customs 
roust  be  competent  to  the  task. 

Viscount  Jocelyn  said,  the  constituency 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  the  proposition 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose. They  would  be  better  pleased  with 
a  delay  of  twelve  months,  in  order  to  have 
time  to  get  rid  of  their  stocks.  The  trade 
of  Lynn,  was  chiefly  in  Baltic  timber. 
Many  of  his  constituents  had  laid  in  quan- 
tities of  timber,  and  paid  the  duties,  and 
the  consequence  of  a  sudden  alteration 
would  be,  that  they  would  lose  the  dif- 
ference between  the  duty  paid  by  them 
and  that  imposed  by  the  present  measure. 
Sir  H.  Douglas  felt  that  a  speedy  set- 
tlement of  the  duty  was  most  important, 
and  felt  further,  that  30s,  not  25«.,  was 
the  point  at  which  that  settlement  ought 
to  rest.  He,  therefore,  gave  notice  that 
on  the  next  occasion  when  the  subject 
was  discussed,  he  should  propose  that  the 
duty  rest  at  70s.,  and  not  go  as  low 
as  26s. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  And  I  beg  also  to  give 
notice  that  1  mean  steadily  to  adhere  to 
my  proposition.  As  I  before  staled,  1 
think  it  quite  fair  that  matters  of  detail 
in  the  mode  of  collecting  the  duty  should, 
if  desired,  be  reconsidered  with  the  cus- 
tom«house  officers.  But  even  here  1  must 
say  that  a  good  deal  of  experience  has 
shown  me  that  even  in  the  most  plausible 
objections  against  details,  one  can  nearly 
always  find  lurking  at  the  bottom  some 
proposition  to  affect  protecting  duties.  It 
is,  I  think,  fair  to  leave  details  to  be  re- 
considered. Having  given  public  notice 
of  the  mode  in  which  the  duty  is  to  oper- 
ate—that it  is  not  to  be  less  than  30#.  the 
first  year,  and  to  go  down  to  25s.  the  se- 
cond, I  shall  make  no  alteration  in  this, 
except  in  deference  to  a  great  and  univer- 
sal expression  of  opinion  from  those  en- 
gaged in  the  trade.  But  as  to  any  propo- 
sition to  keep  the  duty  permanently  at 
30^.,  and  not  let  it  go  down  to  26s.,  that 
shall  certainly  have  my  decided  oppo« 
sition. 

Mr.  Hawes  begged  most  emphatically 
to  disclaim  having  any  object  in  the  ob- 
servations he  had  made,  except  the  prac- 
tical one  as  to  which  he  had  called  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  attention. 

Mr.  C.  Bulkr  rose  to  draw  the  atten« 


tton  of  the  House  to  the  motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice  on  the  subject  of  the 
Bridport  election.  Ten  o'clock  was  now 
come,  and  he  saw  no  chance  of  the  pre- 
sent discussion  coming  to  a  close,  unless 
it  were  interrupted,  as  new  topics  were 
every  instant  started. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  If  we  are  not  to  have  a 
division  on  the  timber  duties  to-night  it  is 
of  no  use  to  go  on  further  with  them.  In 
reference  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  wish  to  say  one  word.  The 
hon.  Member  says,  that  to  reconlider, 
when  spoken  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
meant  to  be  favourably  disposed  to  the 
subject.  Now,  Sir,  in  reply  to  that  con- 
struction of  the  words,  I  beg  to  say,  that  I 
am  at  present  in  favour  of  the  proposal  be- 
fore the  House  ;  but  I  am  not  biassed  in 
any  way  on  the  subject,  and  I  shall  hear 
the  most  intelligent  Custom-house  officers 
in  reference  to  it,  and  then  act  according 
to  the  best  of  my  judgment* 

The  House  resumkl. 

The  Chairman  reported  progreM. 

Committee  to  sit  again. 

Bridpobt  Election.]  Mr.  C.  Buller 
then  said.  Sir,  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
it  is  not  my  intention  on  the  present  oc- 
casion to  o^xupy  much  of  its  time.  The 
House,  will,  I  believe,  do  me  justice  when 
I  assure  it,  that  it  is  with  great  reluctance 
that  I  bring  forward  any  motion  involving 
considerations  of  so  personal  a  nature  as 
the  present^  which,  whatever  may  be  ita 
particular  object,  must  necessarily  give  rise 
to  some  amount  of  unpleasant  personal 
controversy.  I  must  confess  that  I  have 
been  induced  very  much  to  bring  this 
motion  forward  by  feelings  of  a  personal 
nature,  I  confess  that  in  the  outset.  My 
regard  for  purity  of  election  does  not  in- 
duce me  to  bring  it  forward.  Had  it  not 
been  on  account  of  the  unfair  and  hard 
position  in  which  I  think  recent  events 
nave  placed  a  Friend  of  mine  for  whom  I 
have  tlie  greatest  regard,  I  should  not  now 
have  call&d  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  subject.  That  gentleman's  conduct 
in  vacating  his  seat  in  this  House,  baa 
been  the  subject  of  much  and  general  com- 
ment. It  has  been  commented  upon  as  he 
states  in  his  petition,  by  a  right  hon. 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  although 
I  feel  bound  to  state  that  I  see  nothing  in 
that  comment  but  good  humour  and  rair- 
ness,  still  it  is  an  unpleasant  thing  that 
such  high  authority  should  hold  out  as 
having  violated  the  laws  of  ParliameDtary 
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poritjr  a  persOD  who  had  always  heen  an 
adfooate  for  Parliameotary  Reform.  But 
tl  is  not  by  reasoQ  of  what  has  been  stated 
out  of  the  House,  that  I  briog  forward  this 
motioo,  because  I  hafe  stated  that  one  of 
the  causes  which  compelled  me  to  the 
course,  was  a  late  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Radnorshire.  When  the  late 
motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bath  was  carried,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Radnorshire  rose  and  asked  if  the  House  was 
going  to  institute  this  inquirjr  into  fi^e  or 
six  boroughs  without  taking  into  its  con- 
sideration that  borough  in  which  a  com- 
promise had  first  occurred  during  the 
present  Parliament;  and  I  then  felt 
myself  called  on,  as  a  friend  of  the  party 
who  was  pointed  at,  to  say  that  he  would 
challenge  inquiry,  and  I  hoped  that  as  the 
House  was  round  in  consistency  to  extend 
the  inquiry  into  the  matter  alluded  to, 
that  it  would  do  so.  Now  I  should  have 
Tery  little  difficulty  in  satisfying  the 
House  as  to  the  propriety  of  my  motion, 
which  is»  that  the  circumstances  relating 
to  the  recent  election  for  Bridport  shall  be 
inquired  into  by  the  same  committee  as 
that  appointed  to  consider  the  election 
proceedings  in  the  cases  of  Reading,  Fal- 
mouth, Harwich,  and  Lewes.  I  cannot 
see  how  the  House  after  adopting  the 
motion  for  that  committee,  can  consistently 
refuse  mine.  The  House  will  recollect 
the  grounds  on  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bath  moved  for  the  committee, 
and  the  grounds  on  which  the  House  then 
acted.  The  reasons  upon  which  my  hon. 
Friend  asked  for  his  committee  were,  that 
rumours  of  bribery  and  corruption  were 
abroad.  My  hon.  Friend  stated  that  there 
were  very  general  rumours,  that  there  had 
been  great  bribery  at  the  elections  he  al- 
luded to.  He  then  stated  that  the  subject  of 
these  elections  haying  been  brought  before 
the  House  in  a  legitimate  mauner,  by 
means  of  election  petitions,  the  inauiry  had 
been  put  a  stop  to  by  a  withdrawal  of  these 
pedtions,  that  they  were  not  withdrawn 
because  the  petitioners  became  satisfied 
that  they  had  no  case,  but  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  rumour  that  they  were  with- 
drawn in  order  to  upset  the  decision  of  the 
committee,  and  thus  racate  the  seat  which 
the  committee  had  declared  to  be  filled. 
Now  what  is  the  case  which  I  bring 
forward?  I  do  not  come  with  rumours  of 
bribery,  but  with  positiFe  allegations, 
founded  on  the  petition  presented  by  a 
gentlemnem  who,  thoqgli  he  is  not  at  present 
a  member  of  tMs  House^  will  not  I  an 


sure  be  called  by  those  with  whom  he  sat 
the  less  worthy  of  confidence  on  that 
ground.  I  come  not  with  rumours  of 
compromise,  but  with  a  statement  from 
one  of  the  parties  who  says  that  he  was 
connected  with  that  compromise,  and  who 
states  the  part  which  he  and  others  took 
in  it,  and  now  calls  for  inquiry.  He 
asserts  in  the  fullest  manner  the  corrupt 
practices  which  have  prevailed  in  the 
borough  with  which  he  was  connected. 
He  states  that  one  of  the  Members  who 
sits  for  that  borough  went  down  there  in 
1839,  and  knowing  the  weakness  of  his 
chance,  determined  to  carry  his  election 
by  means  of  systematic  corruption.  I 
merely  state  the  allegations  of  another. 
If  the  House  thinks  that  I  am  exceeding 
these  allegations,  I  will  read  from  the  pe« 
tion  itself-* 

**  That,  from  a  correspondence  which  (with 
the  exception  of  one  letter)  your  petitioner 
had,  for  the  first  time,  the  opportunity  of 
reading  in  February  last,  your  petitioner  be- 
lieves, that  tliere  existed  on  the  part  of  a 
person  in  London^  herinafter  named,  at  that 
time  in  direct  communication  with  Mr. 
Mitchell,  a  deliberate  intention  of  carrying 
Mr.  Mitchell's  election  by  force  of  money. 
That  your  petitioner  is  confident  that  if  the 
select  committee  of  inquiry  be  granted,  sudi 
fiict  will  be  proved.*' 

He  further  goes  on  to  say  that  the  elec- 
tion was  carried  by  means  of  bribery — ^that 
it  has  come  to  his  own  knowledge  that-^ 

**  Your  petitioner's  London  agent  dis- 
covered that  in  about  nine  cases  the  canvasser 
whom  Mr.  Mitchell  had  borrowed  of  your  pe- 
titioner's Bridport  agent  had  been  directed  by 
Mr.  Mitchell's  agents  to  ofi*er  bribes  for  votes 
to  be  given  to  your  petitioner  as  well  as  Mr. 
Mitchell;  and  that  in  nine  other  cases,  or 
thereabouts,  the  said  canvasser  bad  been  em- 

Sloyed  to  offer  bribes  for  votes  to  be  given  to 
Ir.  Mitchell  alooe." 

The  petitioner  goes  on  still  further  to 
state  his  belief  of  the  extensive  system  of 
bribery  committed  in  Bridport,  and  thus 
refers  to  the  cost  of  the  last  contest — 

"That  your  petitioner  believes  that  the 
gross  cost  of  the  said  last  contest  for  the  bo- 
rough of  Bridport,  in  June,  1841,  exceeded 
that  of  all  former  election  contests  since  the 
Reform  Act ;  and  that  the  said  Thomas  Alex- 
ander Mitehell  expended  3,200/.  or  there- 
abouts." 


And  I  understand  that  this  is  a 
derate  calculation,  that,  in  foct,  the 
sum  was  at  least  a  third  larger.  The 
petitioner  goes  on  to  state  that 

''The  said  Alexander  Dundas  Bailey  Coch^ 
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rane  also  expended   a  considerable  sum,  in 
amount  unknown  to  your  petitioner/' 

Indeed,  by  the  way,  to  discoFer  that 
amount  is  one  of  the  objects  of  my  motion  } 
and  the  petition  then  states  that 

"  Further  considerable  sums  of  money  have 
been  paid  for  legal  proceedings,  and  for  com- 
promise of  actions  and  indictments  by  the  said 
Messrs.  Cochrane  and  Mitchell.'' 

Now  these  allegations  do  not  rest  on 
my  testimony — I  call  your  attention  to 
the  facts  stated  in  this  petition  as  afford- 
ing a  stronger  case  than  that  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  be- 
cause his  case  rested  on  very  general  but 
vague  rumours ;  this  case  rests  on  the 
petition  of  a  gentleman  of  honour  and 
credibility,  who  comes  forward  and  stakes 
his  character  on  the  correctness  of  his  as- 
sertions. The  second  ground  for  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  committee  is,  that  a 
compromise  had  taken  place,  notwithstand. 
ing  the  nominal  return  of  a  committee. 
Now,  strong  as  the  circumstances  of  com- 
promise mentioned  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  were,  they  are  nothing  in  compa- 
rison with  the  circumstances  of  the  pre- 
sent case.  It  was  alleged  in  the  former 
instances,  that  a  transfer  of  the  seat  had 
been  stipulated  for.  That  has  taken  place 
in  the  present  instance.  It  rests  on  no 
rumour.  We  know,  as  matter  of  fact, 
that  a  seat  had  been  transferred ;  that  the 
petitioner  has  accepted  the  Chiltern  hun- 
dreds, and  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site has  been  returned.  In  the  present 
case,  too,  the  circumstances  of  it  particu- 
larly invite  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  commission  of  bribery  at  elections  -, 
and  not  only  do  the  allegations  in  the  pe- 
tition bear  upon  a  compromise  as  to  the 
right  to  a  seat,  but  they  refer  to  actions 
for  bribery  which  were  likewise  compro- 
mised as  the  condition  of  the  transfer.  In 
February  last  there  were  no  less  than 
fifty-one  actions  brought  against  Mr. 
Flight,  the  agent  of  Mr.  Mitchell  (to 
whose  betrayal  of  what  occurred  at  the 
election,  and  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
which  have  taken  place  are  owing),  for 
penalties  amounting  (as  we  understood)  to 
25,500/.  These  were  allegations  of  bri- 
bery, not  resting  on  a  petition — not  rest- 
ing on  rumour,  but  founded  on  the  fifty- 
one  actions  brought  in  courts  of  justice 
for  penalties  which  it  was  hoped  might  be 
recovered  by  the  parties  who  instituted 
them.  There  is  a  paper  in  the  west  of 
England  called  the  Western  Times,  against 
which  it  was  thought  proper  to  bring  an 


action  by  Mr.  Mitchell,  for  a  libel  con- 
tained in  one  of  its  paragraphs.  The  pro- 
prietor justified ;  and  in  doing  so  he  men- 
tioned the  names  of  seventy-one  persons, 
who  he  said  were  bribed  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Mitchell.  All  the  fifty-one  actions  (and  I 
believe  there  were  some  also  against  the 
other  candidate)  were  compromised.  And 
the  grave  matter  in  the  present  case  is, 
that  not  only  has  the  dignity  of  this  House 
been  trifled  with  by  such  a  settlement  of 
a  question  brought  under  its  judicial  cog- 
nizance, but  the  same  truckling  and  trans- 
fer have  been  made  the  means  of  interfer- 
ing with  the  ordinary  administration  of 
justice,  and  taking  from  the  purview  of 
the  courts  of  law  those  actions  for  bribery 
which  were  really  brought  before  them. 
The  result  I  arrive  at  then,  is,  that  in  the 
first  place,  you  have  here  better  evidence 
than  that  formerly  adduced.  You  are  not 
asked  to  act  on  hearsay.  You  are  pro- 
ceeding on  facts  which  the  petitioner  al- 
leges there  are  ample  grounds  of  proving. 
In  the  second  place,  there  is  this  distinc- 
tion made,  affecting  the  present  case,  as 
distinguished  from  those  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath 
has  alluded  to,  and  that  is,  that  you  were 
there  merely  called  on  to  prevent  a  com- 
promise which  was  about  to  take  place, 
whereas  here  the  compromise  has  actually 
been  made  and  carried  into  effect.  The 
facts  of  this  case  show  that  the  petition 
has  been  withdrawn,  the  inquiry  totally 
suppressed,  and  the  effect  of  all  those  ar« 
rangements  is,  that  the  seat  held  by  Mr. 
Warburton  has  been  quietly  transferred 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  see  opposite. 
There  is  one  objection  urged  against  the 
course  I  propose,  which  I  do  not  think 
will  have  much  weight,  and  that  is,  that 
the  committee  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  moved  for  being  appointed,  it 
will  be  inconvenient  and  troublesome  to 
add  to  their  labours  by  bringing  this  case 
under  their  cognizance.  I  have  spoken  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  he  thinks 
Bridport  may,  with  advantage,  be  joined 
to  the  other  boroughs  where  bribery  is  al- 
leged to  have  prevailed.  Another  objec- 
tion I  have  heard  stated  proceeds  on  a 
very  obvious  faMacj,  and  is  concealed  by  a 
kind  of  error  of  language  which  ought  to 
be  at  once  cleared  up.  It  is  this — that  the 
present  differs  from  other  cases  because  it 
has  not  occurred  in  the  present  Session. 
There  is  not  the  slightest  validity  in  such 
an  objection.  Thb  petition  refers  to  the 
same  class  of  aUegaUoi^^  j^^tl^M^^^^jif^ 
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to  by  the  boo.  and  learned  Member  for 
Batb,  and  wbether  tbe  compromises  were 
efiected  in  tbe  last  Session  or  in  tbe  present^ 
tbey  occurred  in  ooosequence  of  the  same 
election,  which  took  place  in  June.  And 
it  is  shielding  from  a  committee  of  this 
House  transactions  of  the  same  nature  as 
those  ^ou  have  already  determined  to  in- 
quire mtOj  if  you  do  not  put  Bridport  on 
the  same  footing  with  the  towns  already 
inculpated.  I  cannot  conceive  how  Brid- 
port can  be  excluded  in  the  opinion  of  any 
one  who  is  anxious  to  investigate,  and  ex- 
pose, and  root  out  bribery  from  our  con- 
stituencies. I  cannot  conceive  any  argu- 
ment which  can  be  raised  for  granting  a 
committee  in  five  cases,  and  denying  the 
investigation  in  another,  in  which  the  of- 
fence and  notoriety  were  equally  clear.  I 
shall  not  further  answer  any  argument 
that  may  be  brought  forward,  resting  on 
the  justice  of  the  case  which  I  have  al- 
lied, until  I  hear  some  answer  to  it. 
But  there  is  an  observation  which  I  think 
it  but  &ir  to  the  sitting  members  to  make, 
that  the  petitioner  abstains  from  any  di- 
rect personal  imputation  on  their  con- 
duct; but  I  should  be  acting  very  un- 
fairly, and  in  a  spirit  in  which  I  should 
not  like  to  be  dealt  by,  if  I  did  not  say 
that  the  statements  were  such  as  any  man 
against  whom  they  were  made  should  be 
most  anxious  to  meet.  There  were  no 
harsh  terms  used ;  but,  I  must  candidly 
admit,  that  the  charges  brought  forward 
must  convey  an  unfavourable  imputation, 
unless  those  against  whom  they  were  al- 
leged succeeded  in  rebutting  them.  Now 
the  charge  against  the  hon»  Member  near 
me  (Mr.  Mitchell)  is,  that  he  came  to 
Bridport  as  a  second  candidate  in  the  same 
political  interest  as  Mr.  Warburton.  Mr. 
Warburton  always  carried  the  election  by 
a  large  majority,  and  never  found  it  neces- 
sary to  have  recourse  to  bribery.  ICkeers.] 
I  was  quite  prepared,  from  the  exceeding 
purity  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  to 
hear  that  cheer.  It  is  delightful  to  me  to 
hear  it,  because  I  am  sure  it  was  intended 
to  convey  the  impression  that  not  one  of 
thoee  who  joined  in  it  ever  paid  head 
money,  or  spent  a  &rthine  in  treating.  I 
I  was  going  to  qualify  what  I  said  by  al- 
leging that  Mr.  Warburton  had  been 
obliged  to  conform  to  the  practice  of  the 
borough  by  spending  sums  which  I  must 
say  were  unjustifiablv  large  in  treating ; 
but  as  to  what  is  called  bribery,  by  which 
I  understand  the  payment  of  particular 
9um8  to  particular  persons  for  obtaining 
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their  votes,  not  a  shadow  of  such  a  charge 
has  been  brought  against  him.  It  is  sd- 
leged,  on  the  other  hand,  that  Mr.  Mit- 
chell had  recourse  to  the  most  odious  forms 
of  bribery,  and  that  its  discovery  was 
owing  altogether  to  his  quarrel  with  his 
agent.  He  must,  then,  bear  the  imputa- 
tion of  having  bribery  carried  on  for  his 
benefit,  and  of  having  left  to  another  to 
bear  the  brunt  of  a  forfeiture  which  was 
incurred  through  his  misconduct.  The 
statement  I  have  to  make  against  the  other 
hon.  Gentleman  is  much  more  difficult  to 
allege  in  precise  terms.  I  shall  give  it  in 
the  words  of  the  petition :— - 

'^  That  the  conditions  which  Mr.  Cochrane 
entered  ioto  and  stipulated  with  regard  to  your 
petitiooer,  were,  that  no  petition  should  be 
presented  against  bis  (your  petitioner's)  re- 
turn ;  that  his  letter  of  application  for  the 
Chikem  Hundreds  should  not  be  made  known 
or  used  before  tbe  expiration  of  the  fourteen 
days  allowed  for  presenting  election  petitions, 
and  should  be  returned  to  him  in  case  Mr. 
Mitchell  should,  within  that  time,  agree  to 
vacate  his  seat,  by  making  a  similar  applica- 
tion ;  that  tbe  petition  against  Mr;  Mitcheirs 
return,  which  Mr.  Cochrane  declared  be  would 
not  abandon,  should  be  prosecuted  in  such  a 
way  as  to  save  the  legal  liabilities  and  reputa- 
tion of  your  petitioner's  friends;  that  on  this 
matter  your  petitioner  was  informed  by  Mr. 
Cochrane  and  his  agent  tbat  reliance  must  be 
placed  on  their  honour.  That  on  the  7th  of 
September,  the  day  before  your  petitioner  re- 
signed bis  seat,  on  his  expressing  his  doubts 
to  Mr.  Cochrane  and  bis  agent,  whetber  tbey 
would  be  able  to  comply  with  the  last  stated 
condition ;  Mr.  Cocbrane's  agent  stated,  tbat 
of  efidence  to  prove  Mr.  Mitcbell's  bribery 
he  had  such  an  *'  emharrassderichetteSf"  that  he 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  proving  the  bribery, 
and  at  tbe  same  time  saving  tbe  reputation  of 
your  petitioner's  friends.  That,  from  the  be- 
ginning of  February  in  the  present  year,  to 
tbe  middle  of  March,  various  applications 
were  made  by  Mr.  Cocbrane's  agent,  to  your 
petitioner's  agent  to  furnish  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  the  petition  against  Mr,  Mitchell,  on 
the  allegation  that  tbe  evidence  of  bribery,  in 
tbe  possession  of  Mr.  Cocbrane's  agent,  was 
insufficient  for  the  purpose  of  rendering  tbe 
opposition  to  tbat  petition  frivolous  and  vexa- 
tious; and  ultimately  a  letter  was  received 
from  Mr.  Cocbrane's  agent  by  your  petitioner's 
agent,  stating  tbat  if  the  evidence  required 
was  not  supplied  by  a  given  day,  Mr.  Coch- 
rane would  abandon  the  petition.  Tbat  your 
petitioner's  agent  doubting  the  intention  of 
Mr.  Cocbrane's  agent  to  prosecate  tbe  petitioui 
but  not  choosing  tbat  he  sbould  have  tbe  plea 
of  abandoning  it  for  want  of  evidence,  pro* 
mised  to  furnish  tbe  proofs  required,  and  did 
furnish  tbem  by  the  appointed  day ;  but  the 
day  before  tbat  appointed  for  delivering  the 
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{ttoofil,  which  tatter  WM  the  21st  March,  your 
{MtitiODftr  w«A  informed  by  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Coehrane  that  he  bad  abandoned  the  petition, 
and  on  the  same  day>  viz.,  the  said  21st  of 
March,  the  petition  against  Mr,  Mitohell's 
return,  and  the  petition  againet  Mr,  Cochrane^s 
return,  were  both  withdrawn,  and  the  proofs 
furnished  by  your  petitioner's  agent  were  re- 
turned unopened.  That  in  the  course  of  ob« 
talnifig  the  said  proofs,  your  petitioner's  Lon* 
dOn  agent  dtscofered  circumstances  which 
were  not  communicated  to  your  petitioner 
until  the  3Ath  of  March  \  and  which,  if  your 
petitioner  had  known  at  the  time  of  hii  said 
compromise  with  Mr.  Cochrane,  would  have 
induced  your  petitioner  not  to  enter  into  such 
a  compromise. " 

I  State  these  bare  Ikcte  without  the 
lekst  exaggeration,  and  I  should  be  justly 
thought  wanting  in  due  coDsideration  for 
others^  if  I  brought  forward  a  charge,  in- 
▼olnng  not  only  matter  of  public  impor- 
tance, but  afieeting  prirate  oharacter» 
without  giWng  the  precise  allegations  of 
the  petition.  And  i  muat  eay,  that  it  ie 
an  additional  ground  why  the  system  of 
bribonr  at  elocutions  should  be  extinguished, 
thai  tne  compromises  to  which  it  leads  do 
giFe  rise,  justly  or  unjustly,  to  incidental 
charges  of  a  personal  nature.  I  beg 
to  moFo 

*^  that  an  inciuiry  be  ttade  into  certain  cor- 
rupt compromises  alleged  to  have  been  en- 
tered into  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  investi* 
gfttion  into  gross  bribery  which  had  been  at 
leged  to  have  been  practised  at  the  election 
for  the  borough  of  Bridport  in  June  last,  and 
also  whether  such  bribery  has  taken  place  in 
the  aforesaid  town,*' 

Mr.  CocArafie  rose  with  more  than  ordi- 
nary anxiety,  because  he  ielt,  that  be  was 
going  to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House 
upon  no  Question  of  public  importance,  but 
one  whicn  related  personally  to  himself 
only.  On  the  other  hand,  however,  he 
felt  that  the  House  would  consider  it  as  of 
aonie  importance  that  no  eospicion  should 
attach  to  the  character  of  any  Member  of 
that  House;  and  also  that  any  Gentleman 
presenting  a  petition  of  this  nature  to  the 
House  should  be  able  to  eubstantiate  every 
statement  he  put  forth.  Therefore,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  listen  to  him  with 
indulgence,  and  he  would  endeavour  to  be 
as  brief  as  possible.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liakeard  had  truly  stated,  that  no  direct 
charge  had  been  mode  against  him,  but 
that  the  inference  waa,  that  he  had  entered 
into  oooipromlse  and  arrangement  with 
Mr.  Warburton,  which  he  evaded  upon 
obtaining  his  seat.  He  would,  therefore, 
state  the  fects  of  the  case,  and  happy  he 


was  to  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so, 
not  only  on  account  of  the  statement  that 
had  appeared  in  the  petition,  and  as  it  had 
been  made  In  the  House,  but  because  prior 
to  this  inquiry  in  the  House,  his  oondttet 
was  the  sunject  of  much  comment  out  of 
doors.  The  first  paragraph  in  the  petition 
which  reii^rred  to  him  was  in  page  4—* 

''Your  petitioner  ascertained  that  Mr. 
Cochrane  was  principally  minded  to  unseat 
Mr.  Mitchell.'' 

But  he  would  not  read  the  whole,  it  was 
unnecessary.  The  inference  to  be  drawn 
from  that  was,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said,  that  he  sought  out  Mr.  Warburton 
and  gave  him  the  information.  Now,  on 
the  24th  of  May,  he  thought  it  waa,  prior 
to  the  first  date  mentioned  by  Mr.  War- 
burton in  his  petition,  the  day  that  the 
election  petition  was  to  have  been  pre- 
sented, Mr.  Warburton  sent  his  agent  to 
his  (Mr.  Cochrane's)  agent  to  request  a 
delay^  of  twenty-four  hours,  in  order  that 
certain  n^tiations  might  take  place  which 
were  to  give  him  the  seat,  and  he  objected 
to  any  such  negotiations  tit  to/o,  and 
declared  that  he  intended  to  present  the 
petition.  But  he  afterwards  gave  way,  and 
the  next  day  another  delay  of  tweoty«four 
hours  was  asked,  and  then  Mr.  Warburton*8 
agent  said— 

*'  If  Mr.  Mitchell  does  not  acoept  the  Ghii* 
tern  Hundreds  in  this  time,  Mr.  Warburton 
will." 

But  that  was  not  stated  in  the  petition. 
On  the  morning  of  the  26th  we  stood  in 
this  position,  said  the  hon.  Member,  I 
expected  on  that  morning  that  either  hir. 
Mitchell  or  Mr.  Warburton  would  take  the 
Chiltem  Hundreds.  Mr.  Warburton  re- 
quested an  interview  tliat  eveningi  and 
said-^ 

<«  I  shall  not  take  the  Chiltem  Hundreds. 
I  did  not  Icnow  that  you  bad  alleged  aaythtng 
against  my  personal  eharacter--that  I  had 
committed  bribery.^* 

And  then  he  said*^ 

*<  I  have  Mr.  Cochrane^  a  high  character  for 
purity  to  support.'^ 

''And,"  he  added,  ''t  cannot  shrink 
from  this  investigation.**  I  told  him  I 
thought  it  extraordinary  that  he  should 
seek  that  interview  at  that  late  period, 
and  that  I  had  never  sought  any  delay  in 
presenting  the  petition ;  and  that,  un- 
der the  circumstances,  Icertunly  should 
present  it.  A  long  conversation  ensued, 
and  Mr.  Warburton  said  he  would  accept 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds;  and  there  was  an 
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eUaUhb^  ondentandiDg  between  my 
agent  and  Mr.  Warburton's  agent,  that  a 
petition  was  to  be  carried  against  Mr. 
Mitchell  so  as  to  obtain  the  seat  ultimately 
for  Mr.  Warburton  against  Mr.  Mitchell. 
Mr.  Warburton  at  that  time  held  out  as 
an  indaoement  to  me  to  proceed  with  the 
petition,  that  the  result  would  be,  I  should 
obtain  my  seat. 

«*  That,"  said  he,  "  is  your  object:  and  we 
shall  have  our  seats,  one  and  ooe.  It  will  be 
a  snug  borough  for  both  of  us.*' 

After  fourteen  days  had  elapsed,  we 
expected  that  Mr.  Mitchell  would  vacate 
bis  sent.  Mr.  Warburton  has  printed  in 
bis  petition  a  letter  in  reference  to  this 

Sint  which  was  kept  under  lock  and  key. 
r.  Warburton  baa  stated  to  me— 

*  The  seat  will  be  racated  by  my  Colleague 
taking  tlie  Chiltem  Hundreds/' 

I  wrote  down  to  Bridport  that  Mr.  War- 
burton's  conduct  was  most  honourable  and 
straightforward.  ['*  Hear,  hear."]  Yes— 
etraightforward.  I  do  not  wish  to  retract  a 
word  of  what  I  said.  But  I  think  it  a  little 
ungenerous  that  Mr.  Warburton  should 
publish  my  agent's  letters,  and  forget  his 
own.  There  is  a  letter  of  his  dated  the  9th 
September,  in  which  he  says — 

'<  The  more  weight  you  can  throw  into  my 
scale,  by  stating,  that  throughout  the  whole 
negotiation  I  have  been  actuated  by  honoura^ 
able  feelings,  and  by  a  desire  to  save  my  friends 
and  the  borough  from  disgrace,  the  greater  will 
be  my  influence  in  leading  my  party  to  attend 
to  reason." 

Although  there  was  to  be  no  opposition, 
upon  my  arrival  at  Bridport  I  found  such 
opposition  threatened ;  and  I  must  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  particularly  to  this, 
because  it  may  be  considered  as  afllecting 
my  character.  From  both  of  those  Gentle- 
men whose  neutrality  had  been  assured  to 
me  before  I  left  London,  I  found  opposi- 
tion, and  upon  that  occasion  Mr.  Warbur- 
ton's  agent,  who  had  been  present  at  every 
conference  in  London  said, — 

*'  I  give  you  foil  and  entire  leave  to  with* 
draw  the  petition  against  Mr.  Mitchell,  if  you 
choose  to  do  so,  in  order  to  avoid  this  opposi- 
tion.** 

My  answer  was,  that— 

**  I  did  not  consider  I  should  be  acting  right 
in  taking  advantage  of  that  casual  oircum- 
stance,  because  I  thought  that  the  netitioo 
would  induce  Mr.  Mitchell  to  resign  nis  seat 
before  February,  and  therefore  out  of  a  feeling 
of  regard  for  Mr.  Warburton  I  would  not  avail 
myscttf  of  that  opportunity  of  avoiding  the  op- 
positloi." 


I  knew  there  was  an  implied  understand- 
ing that  there  should  be  no  opposition. 
But  afterwards  a  special  arrangement  was 
obliged^  to  be  entered  into  to  avoid  that 
opposition  against  which  I  had  a  previous 
guarantee.  There  was  also  a  second  artiole 
of  agreement,  that  the  petition  was  to  be 
prosecuted  only  upon  sudb  documentary 
evidence  as  would  not  implicate  any  otlier 
person,  and  if  it  proved  insufBcient,  the 
petition  was  to  be  abandoned.  J  hope  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard  was 
not  aware  of  this  arrangement,  which  was 
subsequent  to  that  entered  into  in  London, 
which  it  therefore  superseded ;  and  it  was 
most  unjust,  if  he  was  aware  of  that  fact,  not 
to  put  it  into  thepetition,  because  that  com- 
pletely changes  the  whole  subject.  And  how 
did  he  carry  out  that  article  ?  I  thought  I 
had  obtained,  by  Mr.  Warburton's  own 
confession,  a  compromise  of  two  years. 
But  he  was  not  satisfied.  1  went  to  very 
great  expense  ;  and  I  remember,  that  Mr. 
Warburton  said,  he  would  leave  the  ex. 
pense  an  open  question.  1  don't  know 
what  he  meant  by  an  open  question,  but 
the  only  result  is,  that  I  have  paid  all  the 
expenses.  From  time  to  time,  it  was  pro- 
posed,  that  the  petition  should  be  with- 
drawn, but  what  was  the  course  which  Mr. 
Warburton  took  ?  He  did  not  say,  go  on 
with  the  petition,  but  alwajrs  "  postpone 
it,  put  it  off  until  February."  And  what 
does  he  say  in  the  letter  I  will  now  read 
to  the  House,  of  which  letter  there  is  only 
a  garbled  extract  in  the  petition  ?  Here 
is  an  extract  from  a  letter  from  Mr.  War- 
burton to  Mr.  Leman : — 

'<  Calm  reflection  upon  the  state  of  my  case, 
and  your  own  sense  of  what  is  just  and  honour- 
able, willf  I  feel  confldent,  lead  you  and  Mr. 
Cochrane  to  a  right  determination,  in  the  mean 
time  there  can  be  no  occasion  for  any  hasty  or 
precipitate  judgment  on  your  part.  I  must 
request  you  to  confer  with  Mr.  Parkes  on  the 
matter,  to  whom  I  have  only  said,  that  in  my 
judsment  I  stand  in  that  position  that  no  ap- 
peal made  to  me  as  to  what  Mr.  Cochrane 
shall  or  ought  to  do,  can  with  propriety  be  an- 
swered by  me.  If  I  advise  one  course,  my 
friends  will  consider  me  as  abandoning  them, 
and  as  sanctioning  the  most  monstrous  injus- 
tice; if  I  advise  another  course,  it  may  be  im- 
Suted  (o  me  that  I  have  conspired  to  turn  Mr. 
litchell  out  of  his  seat.  That  to  Mr.  Coch- 
rane and  his  advisers,  therefore,  I  must  leave 
undivided  the  responsibility  of  determining  on 
their  course  of  action.'' 

The  time  drew  nigh,  and  the  open  ques- 
tion of  expense  still  remained  unsettled, 
and  I  found  it  necessary  to  pjE^ 
the  opinitm  of  my  counsel  wa  ~ 
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**  Under  the  circumstances,  tve  should 
stronply  advise  you  to  spare  no  pains  in  as- 
certaining the  nature  of  Messrs.  Nicholetts 
and  Cornish's  evidence,  but  especially  the 
latter,  as  a  point  of  essential  importance  to 
the  success  of  the  petition,  and  especially  with 
reference  to  the  costs/' 

I  did  not  have  the  benefit  of  the  e? i- 
denoe  I  expected,  so  that  we  could  not 
carry  out  our  object.  At  last,  some  do- 
cumentary evidence  was  supplied,  but 
under  a  protest  against  its  being  made  use 
of.  About  twenty-six  days  before,  notice 
was  received  that  actions  had  been  com- 
menced against  our  friends  in  the  borough 
of  Bridport,  and  that  they  were  to  be  tried 
in  the  next  week  at  the  Somersetshire  as- 
sizes, in  about  eight  days'  time.  Pardon 
me,  now,  for  just  recapitulating  the  points 
of  the  case  thus  fur :     Mr.  Warburtou  had 

Promised  to  take  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  ; 
e  evaded  that,  and  then  came  an  implied 
arrangement  for  withdrawing  the  petition, 
and  this  was  subverted  by  a  partial  ar- 
rangement entered  into  at  Bridport ;  and 
we  endeavoured  to  carry  out — I  can  say 
with  great  expense  and  anxiety  —  the 
spirit  of  that  arrangement,  until  we  found 
that  we  could  not  carry  it  out  without  im- 
plicating all  parties,  which  would  have  been 
contrary  to  the  second  article  of  the  agree- 
ment Why,  surely  that  was  right }  Mr. 
Warburton  does  not  want  to  be  implicated; 
for  had  the  expected  evidence  been  forth- 
coming, would  it  not  have  been  proved  that 
he  had  bribed  eleven  persons.  [Mr.  C 
Buller  :  No,  he  does  not  say  so.]  How- 
ever, I  will  say,  that  if  that  evidence  had 
been  gone  into,  Mr.  Warburton  would 
never  have  been  able  to  show  his  fieu^e  in 
Bridport  again.  1  say  it  openlv.  The 
time  was  pressing,  and  I  sent  IVlr.  War- 
burton this  letter: — 

*<  London,  March  20, 1842. 
"  My  dear  Sir, — I  learn  with  much  regret 
from  Mr.  Leman,  that  due  notice  was  given  on 
Friday  last,  in  the  cases  of  bribery  brought 
against  two  of  my  friends  at  Bridport,  and 
that  they  will  be  tried  at  the  next  Somerset- 
shire assizes,  on  the  28th  inst. 

"  I  think  you  will  do  me  the  justice  to  ad- 
mit, that  no  effort  has  been  wanting  on  my 
part  to  obtain  Mr.  Mitchell's  resignation  of 
his  seat,  and  that  I  have  never  attempted  to 
avail  myself  of  the  freauent  opportunities  af- 
forded me  by  yourself  and  your  agent,  Mr. 
Nicholetts,  for  abandoning  the  petition,  not- 
withstanding all  the  harassment  and  anxiety 
to  which  I  have  been  subjected  for  the  last  six 
months ;  for  I  was  resolved,  contrary  to  the 
expressed  opinions  of  my  friends  and  advisers, 
contrary  also  to  my  own  deeper  coavictions,  to 


submit  patiently  to  every  inconvenience,  so 
long  as  it  should  only  affect  myself,  in  the 
vain  hope  of  ultimately  succeeding  in  carrying 
out  our  object. 

"  But  as  it  is  now  quite  clear,  from  the 
course  which  Mr.  Mitchell  is  pursuing,  that 
there  is  no  longer  the  least  probability  of  in- 
ducing  him  to  yield,  and  as  my  friends  at 
Bridport^  in  addition  to  much  annoyance  and 
expense,  may  be  subjected  to  very  heavy 
penalties — while,  moreover,  it  is  impossible, 
in  the  altered  state  of  parties,  to  conduct  the 
petition  in  the  terms  of  the  arrangement  en- 
tered into  by  your  agent,  Mr.  Nicholetts.  with 
any  prospect  of  success— I  feel  it  would  be 
wrong  in  me  any  longer  to  act  as  if  my  own 
interests  were  alone  concerned,  and  that  it  is 
my  duty  to  take  into  consideration  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  others. 

"  Upon  these  grounds,  after  due  delibera- 
tion, and  acting  under  advice,  I  have  resolved 
to  allow  the  petitioners  to  act  as  they  may 
judge  best,  in  the  full  conviction  that  this  is 
the  course  which  I  ought  to  have  adopted  long 
since,  and  which  can  alone  rescue  the  borough 
from  disfranchisement,  and  your  friends  (twa 
disgrace. 

"  I  am,  my  dear  Sir,  your*s  truly^ 
"  Alexander  Cochrane.*' 

"  Henry  Warburton,  Esq." 

I  have  endeavoured  to  put  the  case,  with 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Warburton, 
as  clearly  as  I  can,  though  I  wish  to 
touch  as  lightly  upon  it  as  possible*  At 
the  same  time,  I  should  be  wanting^  not 
only  in  duty  to  myself,  but  to  the  Kcnise, 
if  I  did  not,  after  such  a  petition  has 
been  presented,  eive  every  infonnatioo 
in  my  power,  and  read  every  paper  that 
can  throw  any  light  upon  it.  1  have 
re*ad  notJntiJ5  that  was  private  and  catii>- 
deotia)  ;  but,  on  the  contrarTp  t\\e  whole 
of  the  letters  published  id  his  petitAon^ 
private  and  coofideDtial.  I  grre  >*i\t*  Wat^ 
burtrm  the  advantage  of  that.  Bil^%^  I  am  «m4 
the  House  will  be  astouoded  aL 
ab<  tu  1 1 0  stale.  \V  h » 1  e  1  was  ca  r  j 
matter  to  endeavour  to  otitn in  l 
tail  his  we^if  it  came  to  my  ' 
he  wa*  endeavouring  to  t 
stating  at  BrrdjK^rt  if 
the  iwtition  rtgiiiii?*^ 


and  that  I  ^rvii^  ' 
di^^franchi^Ld.  ;tr 
flitiou  to  hi^  u'i 
will  bring  fiirip 
the  nmnth 
me  that 
Mr,  Warb>i' 
wrtti*  a  kite 
the  pi-tiliu* 
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could  be  required,  my  agent  did  write  the 
fbUowiog :  — 

JBridport,  Sept.  13,  1841. 
My  dear  Sir, — ^I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing, that  at  my  first  interview  with  Mr.  War- 
burton  and  yourself,  Mr.  Warborton  said,  that 
although  for  the  sake  of  his  friends  in  this 
borough,  he  had  determined  to  resign  his  seat, 
yet  that  he  wished  no  farther  proceedings 
should  be  taken  on  the  petition  against  Mr. 
Mitchell ;  and  I  may  add,  that  when  some 
unexpected  difficulties,  in  carrying  out  our 
arrangements  made  in  London,  presented 
them^ves,  on  my  arrival  here  on  Friday 
last,  you  at  once,  in  order  to  remove  some 
of  thoM,  proposed  on  the  part  of  Mr.  War- 
burton,  that  the  petition  agamst  Mr.  Mitchell 
should  be  withdrawn ;  but  to  this,  as  unfair  to 
Mr.  Warburton,  some  of  the  Gentlemen  of  the 
Liberal  committee  decidedly  objected." 

The  meaning  of  this  proceeding  soon 
became  obvious,  for  a  handbill  was  pub- 
lished containing  the  spirit  of  this  letter, 
as  a  proof  that  Mr.  Warburton  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  petition  against  Mr.  Mit. 
cbell's  return,  so  that  if  anything  happened 
Mr.  Warburton  would  be  able  to  say,  that 
Mr.  Cochrane  had  caused  the  disgrace  and 
disfrandiisement  of  the  borough,  in  spite 
of  the  entreaties  of  Mr.  Warburton.  But 
there  was  a  most  singular  letter  which  Mr. 
Wadburton  sent  down  to  the  borough  of 
Bridport,  addressed  to  a  friend,  I  believe 
his  agent,  which  1  will  read  : — 

London,  Sept.  9, 1^41. 

"  My  dear  Sir, — I  understand  that  the  news 
of  my  retirement,  and  the  proposal  of  Mr. 
Cochrane  being  allowed  to  walk  over  the 
course,  have  occasioned  great  excitement 
anK>ng  many  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the 
borough. 

*  So  fiir  as  this  affords  evidence  of  their 
warm  attachment  to  the  cause  in  which  we 
have  been  associated  together  for  so  many 
^ears,  it  is  only  what  I  expected  of  them,  and 
IS  to  their  credit ;  but  when  their  first  warm 
and  generouii  impulses  have  subsided,  and 
the  hour  for  reflection  has  arrived,  let  them 
consider  and  reconsider  well  the  consequences 
of  the  course  which  at  present  they  feel  in« 
dined  to  pursue. 

"  Deeds  have  taken  place,  as  I  am  now  in- 
ibrmed,  during  the  late  election  at  Bridport, 
which  cannot  be  exposed  to  the  day  without 
covering  with  disgrace  those  who  have  been 
implicated  in  them.  Of  these  transactions  I 
am  personally  entirely  clear,  and  nothing  that 
would  leave  a  stain  behind  attached,  I  believe, 
to  any  one  for  anything  done  on  my  account  at 
the  late  election.  Not  so,  as  I  am  informed  is 
the  case  with  regard  to  the  election  of  others 
who  were  candidates.  Many  of  my  best 
friends  and  supporters  are  deeply  involved,  as 
I  am  told,  in  transactions  that  would  be  in- 
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Jurious  to  their  private  reputations,  and  highly 
discreditable  to  the  borough ;  those  transac- 
tions having  taken  place,  not  to  advance  my 
cause,  but  the  cause  of  others. 

'<  It  is  to  save  the  reputation  of  individuals 
whom  I  have  long  known,  and  whom  I  highly 
esteem — it  is  to  save  the  character  of  the  con- 
stituency of  a  borough  which  I  have  so  long 
represented — that  I  have  been  induced  to  offer 
my  seat  as  a  propitiation  to  those  who  had 
the  reputation  of  the  individuab  and  characters 
of  the  constituency  placed  at  their  mercy.  I 
do  not  say  that  that  was  my  only  inducement 
but  it  has  been  my  principal  one. 

*'  If  my  friends  and  supporters  now  take 
any  step  to  call  public  attention  very  particu- 
larly to  what  is  passing  in  the  borough,  and  to 
irritate  those  who  have  it  in  their  power  to 
crush  the  reputation  of  certain  inaividuals, 
and  cause  a  full  and  searching  investigation 
into  all  that  passed  at  the  late  election,  the 
sacrifice  of  my  seat  will  have  been  made  in 
vain.  I  shall  see  my  friends  destroyed,  and 
the  borough  of  Bridport  will  stand  classed 
with  those  of  Stafford,  Evesham,  Shoreham, 
Aylesbury,  and  others,  which  have  been  handed 
down  as  the  most  notorious  in  the  annals  of 
borough  venality  and  corruption.  It  is  also 
not  improbable,  that  on  the  report  of  the  elec- 
tion committee  for  trying  the  return  of  Mr. 
Mitchell,  such  a  case  may  |be  disclosed,  that 
the  issuing  of  a  new  writ  may  be  suspended ; 
that,  as  was  the  case  with  the  borough  of  Staf- 
ford, Bridport  may  be  only  partially  repre- 
sented for  a  long  period,  and  that^  on  the  report 
of  a  select  committee  of  inquiry,  the  borough 
may  be  either  disfranchised  altogether,  or  the 
Liberal  interest  may  be  swamped  by  incorpo- 
rating with  the  borough  a  laige  surroundmg 
rural  district.  All  this  I  have  endeavoured  to 
prevent  b^  the  course  I  have  taken.  My  ex- 
cellent friends  do  not  know  on  what  a  vol- 
cano they  are  treading.  It  has  been  my  mis- 
fortune of  late  to  give  warnings  against 
approaching  evils,  and,  like  Cassandra  of  q\\ 
not  to  have  mv  warnings  listened  to.  Let  not 
my  excellent  friends  in  the  borough,  for  whom 
I  have  the  sincerest  regard  and  affection,  be 
added  to  the  number  of  those  who  have 
scorned  my  advice. 

'<  I  adjure  them,  if  I  ever  deserved  well  at 
their  hands  for  my  conduct  in  Parliament,  and 
for  the  last  act  of  my  devotion  to  them  in 
retiring  from  Parliament,  not  to  be  parties  to 
any  attempt  to  return  a  Liberal  Member  for 
the  present  vacancy,  but  to  yield  to  the  force 
of  existing  adverse  circumstances,  and  to  live 
in  the  expectation  of  a  more  propitious  future. 
''  My  dear  Sir,  yours  most  truly, 
Henry  WASBuaTON." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  re- 
mark, Would  it  be  believed  that  any  gen- 
tleman who  had  written  sach  a  letter 
would  have  placed  such  a  petition  as  he 
had  in  the  hands  of  a  Member  of  that 
House?  In  what  ^iMbyH^C^Hl? 


923 


Bridport 


{COMMONS} 


SbcHon. 


994 


House  he  had  not»  to  hla  knowledge,  ex* 
tenuated  a  single  circumstaDce,  and  he 
was  quite  sure  that  he  had  not  **  set  down 
aught  in  malice'*  towards  Mr.  Warburton. 
He  was  confident,  moreover,  that  if  every 
hct  connected  with  the  case  were  fully  in- 
vestigated, the  result  would,  on  the  con. 
trary,  rather  strengthen  than  weaken  the 
view  and  the  facts  which  he  had  repre- 
sented to  the  House.  He  had  hinnself 
been  led  on,  day  by  day,  in  a  course  which 
his  better  reason  condemned  $  and  it  was 
in  that  way  that  he  had  been  induced  to 
give  an  apparent  sanction  to  pretences 
that  were  opposed  to  all  argument  and 
truth.  He  by  no  means  wished  in  any 
way  to  make  any  unkind  remark  as  re- 
garded Mr.  Warburton.  Indeed,  he  had 
been  almost  pained  in  stating  what  he  had 
done ;  but  he  certainly  did  feel,  reflecting 
on  the  conduct  of  that  gentleman  towards 
him,  that,  to  use  the  mildest  term,  it  had 
been  ungenerous ;  for  he  thought  that  to 
make  any  statement  that  was  cadculated  to 
afiect  injuriously  the  character  of  a  person 
just  entering  upon  political  life  was  only 
justifiable  where  the  case  was  such  that 
erery  fact  could  be  fully  and  entirely  sup- 
ported. But  he  could  not  so  lightly  pass 
over  the  question  of  (he  conduct  of  Mr. 
Warburton  as  regarded  the  borough  of 
Bridport  itself^  or  of  the  truth  of  tlje  alle- 
gations which  he  had  made  respecting  it» 
as  they  appeared  in  the  body  of  the  peti- 
tion. In  toe  first  page  of  that  petition  he 
ibund  it  stated^  that  in  1626,  when  the  pe- 
titioner first  became  connected  with  the 
bort^ugh,  he  found  that  it  was  an  estab- 
lished custom  to  pay  head-money,  and 
that  twelve  months  after  his  return  for  the 
borough  he  paid  to  his  agent  the  sum  of 
3,000?.,  which  he  had  no  doubt  whatever 
was  appropriated  to  the  payment  of  head- 
money^  Now^  what  had  Mr.  Warburton 
himself  stated  on  another  occasion  with  re- 
ference to  this  very  subject  ?  It  appeared 
in  the  reported  debates  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  on  the  11th  of  February^ 
1S31,  Lord  Ebrington  presented  a  petition 
firom  a  gentleman  at  Bridport  complaining 
that  for  a  long  time  past  the  electors  had 
been  accustomed  to  receive  10/.  each  for 
their  votes.  On  that  occasion  Mr.  War- 
burton stood  up  in  his  place  and  said : — 

*  The  gentleman  whose  name  is  attadted  to 
the  petition  is  certainly  of  a  vety  respectable 
dMnacter ;  bat  I  have  a  petition  to  present 
this  nigbtt  froos  a  very  numerous  body  of  my 
•oQSliloeiUa^  praying  for  Parbaneotary  Nforas, 
and  none  of  them,  I  an  surci  was  ever  con- 


cerned in  the  practices  referred  to;  this  is  the 
second  petition  I  have  had  the  honour  to  pre- 
sent from  them  in  favour  of  pure  election.  I 
can  say  that  at  present  there  is  nothing  of  the 
kind  known,  not  even  in  the  shape  of  treating 
—some  days  after  the  election  successfbl  can- 
didates give  one  dinner,  and  that  is  all— so 
ihat  I  believe  that  if  there  existed,  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  nothing  worse  than 
the  course  pursued  at  Bridport^  there  would 
be  no  great  need  of  reform.'' 

Now,  really  he  could  not  conceive,  and 
he  must  say,  that  he  did  feel  astonished 
and  excited  at  the  consideration  of  it,  how 
any  gentleman  who  had  made  such  a  de- 
claration as  this  in  the  House  of  Com* 
mens  could  afterwards  have  ventuied  to 
present  such  a  petition  as  had  been  pre* 
sented  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
from  Mr.  Warburton  ?  And  with  regard 
to  the  borough  itselfi  he  repeated,  that  he 
felt  deeply  the  position  in  which  Mr.  War* 
burton  had  placed  them.  By  his  own 
statement,  that  Gentleman  had  been  re* 
turned  three  or  four  times  for  the  borough 
at  hardly  any  expense;  and  what  was 
now  the  testimony  of  his  gratitiide  to- 
wards the  electors?  How  was  he  now 
acting  towards  those  excellent  Mends  of 
whom  he  spoke  so  highly  ?  Why,  he  was 
the  very  person  to  turn  common  inibrmer 
against  them;  he  was  the  very  man  to 
ooBoe  forward  and  make  bis  own  deeds— 
these  which  he  had  himself  stated  in  the 
petition-^the  ground  for  subjecting  them 
to  disgrace  and  koomin  v.  He  could  not 
understand  the  change  that  had  come  over 
the  spirit  of  hit  dream.  A  short  tine 
since  Mr.  Warburton  was  ready*  like  a 
second  Curtiue,  to  leap  into  the  gulf  to 
save  the  reputation  of  Bridport,  he  was 
now  ready  to  throw  all  his  excellent 
friends  into  the  chasm  in  order  to  fill  it 
up.  Mr  Warburtoui  it  was  said,  had 
transferred  his  affections  to  another  bo- 
rough, and  was  therefore  regardless  of  the 
claims  of  his  first  h)ve.  With  respect  to 
the  general  question  if  bribery  had  been 
practised,  or  the  ends  of  justice  defeated 
by  compromises,  it  was  a  &ir  subject  for 
consideration ;  but  he  would  rather  remedy 
the  defects  of  the  law  than  punish  those 
who  take  advantage  of  them.  If  thev 
added  Bridport  to  those  boroughs  which 
are  to  be  the  subject  of  inquiry  would 
they  not  also  add  Tiverton  and  Stroud  } 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  asks  for  a  bill 
of  indemnity  for  witnesses;  but  it  ought 
rather  to  be  called  a  bill  for  the  extension 
of  perjury.  There  will  be  no  lack  of  wit- 
nesses so  long  as  they  ara  stispc^rj^ft^at 
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die  public  expente^  and  their  evidenoe  will 
be  hmited  only  by  the  extent  of  your  ge- 
neroeity  and  credulity.  The  power  which 
the  House  seems  now  disposed  to  exercise 
misht^  in  the  hands  of  a  corrupt  nugwity^ 
and  a  corrupt  Ministry^  he  made  subser. 
Tient  to  the  basest  purposes.  Of  all  ty* 
rannies  that  most  to  be  guarded  against  is 
the  tyranny  of  a  majority,  and  of  ^1  privi- 
leges those  which  ought  to  be  most  scrupu^ 
lously  protected,  are  those  of  the  minority, 
Mr.  Jidiichell  aaid,  if  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  felt  an  anxiety 
in  rising  on  this  occasion,  how  much  the 
more  must  he  feel  anxious :  for  he  had  to 
explain  his  conduct,  not  with  reference  to 
a  political  enemy,  but  with  reference  to  a 
gentleman  who  was  said  to  be  his  friend, 
and  with  whom,  or,  at  least,  with  his 
friends,  he  had  had  the  honour  of  acting 
in  comunction  at  the  last  election.  It  was 
no  light  matter  for  him  to  be  brought 
into  collision  with  a  gentleman  like  Mr. 
Warburton.  He  was  not  there  to  attack 
Mr.Warburton's  public  character.  Though 
he  di&red  from  him  on  some  political 
points,  still  he  fully  appreciated  the  uni- 
form  tenour  of  his  public  life.  He  had 
entered  the  House  as  an  independent 
Member,  and  he  had  maintained  his  course 
as  sndi.  Therefore  any  remarks  which 
he  might  think  it  his  duty  to  make  on  the 
prifate  character  of  that  gentleman  would 
be  made  with  the  more  reluctance,  because 
he  most  always  regret  when  the  private 
character  of  any  man  whose  public  chanu> 
ter  stood  high  was  made  in  the  slightest 
manner  the  subject  of  reproach.  If  the 
character  of  Mr.  Warburton  sustained  any 
ujury  he  had  Inrought  it  upon  himself  by 
the  course  he  had  pursued  in  this  affair. 
Bdbie  proceeding  to  remark  upon  tiie  alle- 
gations contain^  in  Mr.  Warburton's 
petition  he  must  refer  for  a  moment  to  a 
statement  which  had  been  widely  cumu- 
lated in  the  clubs,  though  Mr.  Warburton 
was  too  wise  to  introduce  an  assertion  on 
the  subject  into  his  petition.  This  asser- 
tion was,  that  he  had  acted  with  great  in- 
gratitude  to  Mr.  Warburton,  because  he 
owed  his  seat  for  Bridport,  it  was  said,  to 
the  influence  of  Mr.  Warburton.  Though 
Mr.  Warburton  had  made  this  statement 
▼ery  genarallv  in  private,  he  bad  been  too 
prudent  to  place  such  an  assertion  in  his 
petition;  for  Mr.  Warburton  well  knew 
that  if  such  a  statement  reached  the  ears 
of  his  late  oonstitoeats,  the  gr«at  body  of 
them  would  be  aware  of  the  inaccuracy  of 
the  asMTtioD,  well  knowing  that  he  ob« 
tainad  hi*  al«ctioB  ladepeMently  of  Mr. 


Warburton's  influence.  He  went  down  16 
Bridport  without  holding  any  communi- 
cation with  Mr.  Warburton  as  to  the 
exercise  of  his  influence  on  his  behalf; 
and  he  owed  his  return  to  his  own  zeal  and 
to  his  connection  with  parties  in  the  bo* 
rough  who  possessed  influenoe— not  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  any  influence  of  Mr. 
Warburton's.  The  first  of  Mr.  Warbur- 
ton's statements  to  which  he  would  refer 
was  not  of  great  importance,  but  it  might 
be  made  a  test  of  the  accuracy  of  several 
of  the  allegations  in  the  petition.  Mr. 
Warburton  alleged  in  the  petition  that  he 
had  an  interview  with  his  agents,  who 
stated,  that  a  difference  had  arisen  between 
them  and  himself,  and  requested  Mr. 
Warburton's  mediation ;  and  Mr.  War« 
burton  proceeded  to  state,  that, — 

**  In  consequence  of  such  tpplioation  your 
petitioner  on  the  following  day  saw  Mr.  Mit* 
chell  for  the  first  time  since  your  petitioner 
knew  of  his  being  a  candidate ;  and  in  the 
course  of  that  interview  your  petitioner  in- 
formed Mr.  Mitchell  of  his  estimated  very 
narrow  majority  (four  votes),  and  warned 
him,  in  case  he  should  continue  to  be  a  can- 
didate, carefully  to  avoid  having  any  difi^rence 
with  his  agents,  and  advised  him  to  weigh 
well  the  discretion  of  continning  a  candidate 
uoder  these  circumsunoet." 

This  statament  of  the  interview  was 
totelly  incorrect.  Mr.  Warburton  cer* 
tainly  advised  him  to  make  it  up  with  hia 
agent ;  but  Mr.  Warbortoo  never  sud  a 
single  word  to  him  as  to  the  estimated 
narrow  majority  of  four.  Mr.  Warbnrton 
never  said  that  his  election  was  certain, 
but  he  never  mentiooed  the  estimated 
narrow  majority.  Mr.  Warbnrton  at  thai 
interriew  urged,  that  from  his  oonnesion 
with  gentlemen  residing  in  the  borouffh, 
if  he  quarrelled  with  hia  agent,  and  idtd 
not  go  down  to  Bridport  (a  courae  which, 
in  consequence  of  that  qiurrel,  he  at  one 
time  contemplated),  the  electors  would 
consider  that  he  had  been  ill-treated  by 
hia  ageote,  and  that  the  probtdnlity  of  tM 
success  of  another  liberal  candidate  would 
therefore  be  diminished,  thus  risking  the 
lose  of  a  vote  to  the  liberal  party  in  that 
House.  He  pledged  his  honour  aa  a  Gen- 
tleman and  as  a  Member  of  that  Mouse, 
that  this  waa  a  correct  statement  of  the 
interriew;  but  thb  waa  a  persenal  questioo 
between  himself  and  Mr.  Warbnrton^  for 
no  other  person  was  present  at  the  inter* 
view.  He  wouU  mentaoo  another  dr. 
cumstaace  whidi  misht  serve  also  as  a  teal 
of  the  accuracy  of  the  other  aUegationa  of 
Mr.  Warburton.  Mr.  Warburton  stated,*-^ 

'<  That,  ftom  acoRfspeBtectt  whieh (witfi 
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the  exception  of  one  letter)  your  petitioner  a  friend, 
had,  for  the  first  time,  the  opportunity  of 
reading  in  February  last,  your  petitioner  be- 
lieves that  there  existed  on  the  part  of  a  per- 
son in  London,  hereinafter  named,  and  at  that 
time  in  direct  comrouuication  with  Mr.  Mit- 
chell, a  deliberate  intention  of  carrying  Mr. 
Mitchell's  election  by  force  of  money/' 

Mr.  Warburton,  therefore,  intimated 
that  he  bad  at  that  time  formed  a  delibe- 
rate intention  of  carrying  his  election  by 
force  of  money. 

^  I  wish  to  state,  in  the  most  distinct  and 
solemn  terms,''  (said  the  hon.  Gentleman,)  ^  as 
a  Member  of  this  House,  as  a  gentleman,  and 
as  a  man  of  honour,  that  so  far  from  having 
any  intention  in  1839  or  1841  of  canning  my 
election  for  Bridport  by  force  of  money,  when 
I  went  down  to  the  borough  to  canvass  I  had 
not,  so  help  me  God,  the  slightest  intention  of 
paying  a  single  farthing  in  bribery.  The  state- 
ment in  the  petition  is  totally  incorrect.  I 
cannot  answer  for  the  acts  of  others ;  but  on 
my  honour,  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  when 
I  went  down  to  canvass,  not  only  in  1839  but 
in  1841,1  had  no  intention  of  bribery.*' 

This  statement  could  be  strongly  cor- 
roborated by  the  circumstance  that,  before 
he  went  down  to  Bridport,  he  enteied  into 
an  arrangement  with  his  agents  that  his 
expenses  should  be  guaranteed  not  to 
exceed  a  certain  sum.  Tbat  sum  was  less 
than  Mr.  Warburton— according  to  his 
own  admission — ^had  ever  spent  at  any 
election  for  that  borough.  [An  hon.  Mem' 
ber :  "  State  the  amount"]  He  would 
not  state  the  amount.  The  expenses  might 
be  only  500/.  for  aught  he  knew,  but  they 
were  not  to  exceed  a  certain  sum.  In 
proceeding  to  his  next  point  he  might 
observe  that  what  he  had  stated  on  a  former 
occasion  with  reference  to  a  gentleman  of  the 
name  of  Hutchinson — whose  name  he  con- 
ceived had  been  brought  forward  most 
unnecessarily  and  most  unhandsomely  by 
Mr.  Warburton— had  been  misconstrued. 
It  might  be  inferred  from  Mr.  Warbur- 
ton's  statement  that  Mr.  Hutchinson  was 
his  paid  active  agent,  who  went  down  in 
the  same  manner  that  Mr.  Coppock,  or 
such  a  gentleman  might  be.  That  idea  was 
wholly  unfounded.  Mr.  Hutchinson  was 
a  gentleman  of  high  standing  as  a  mer- 
chant in  London — a  gentleman,  he  would 
boldly  say  in  the  face  of  the  country,  whose 
honour  and  integrity  were  unimpeachable. 
Mr.  Hutchinson  was  his  personal  and  par- 
ticular friend,  and  having  for  many  years 
had  direct  communication  with  most  of  the 
manufecturers  in  Bridport,  he  possessed 
considerable  influence  in  the  borough, 
and  that  gentleman  accompanied  him  as 
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When  he  entered  the  House 
the  other  evening,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Buller^  was  at  the  moment 
reading  this  extract  from  the  petition, 

<'  That  the  said  Thomas  Alexander  Mitchell 
expended  3,200/.  or  thereabouts,  besides  other 
sums  laid  out  on  his  behalf  by  his  agent^  Mat- 
thew Hutchinson,  jun.'' 

When  he  heard  that  statement  read,  he 
denied  that  Mr.  Hutchinson  was  his  agent, 
and  he  still  denied  it,  though  he  did  not 
know  what  that  House  mi^ht  hold  to  be 
agency  in  a  legal  point  of  view.  With  re- 
ference to  the  '*  other  sums"  alleged  to  have 
been  expended  on  his  behalf,  he  begged  to 
state  distinctly,  on  his  honour  as  a  gentle- 
man, and  as  a  Member  of  that  House,  that 
though  he  could  not  say  whether  those 
sums  had  or  had  not  been  spent,  he  had 
never  paid  one  farthing  of  them,  he  had 
never  received  any  account  of  them,  he 
had  never  promised  to  pay  them,  he  did 
not  mean  to  pay  them,  nor  were  any  rela- 
tives of  his  to  pay  them  for  him.  He 
guarded  his  statement.  He  did  not  mean 
to  deny,  that  money  might  have  been  ex- 
pended, but  he  did  state  that  it  was  not 
his  money  or  that  of  his  relatives.  It  was 
alleged  in  the  petition,  that  bribery  had 
been  committed  after  he  went  down  to  the 
borough.  He  would  not  eo  into  detail  on 
this  subject.  Though  he  had  not  had  the 
honour  of  representing  the  borough  of 
Bridport  for  sixteen  years— -though  he 
was  not  bound  to  his  constituents  in  that 
borouffh  by  such  ties  as  those  which  con- 
nected Mr.  Warburton  with  them,  yet  no 
temptation  should  induce  him  to  come 
forward  in  that  House  as  a  common  in- 
former, to  denounce  those  whom  he  had 
represented.  He  would  not  go  into  the 
allegations  of  bribery ;  he  would  merely 
state  that  many  of  them  were  untrue.  He 
would,  however,  make  this  remark,  that, 
even  if  those  allegations  were  true,  the 
circumstances  alleged  must  have  become 
known  to  Mr.  Warburton  in  the  inter- 
change of  strictly  confidential  communica- 
tions between  Mr.  Warburton's  friends  and 
his  friends,  who  had  acted  together;  and 
he  considered  that  Mr.  Warburton,  in 
publishing  them  to  the  world,  was  guilty 
of  a  gross  breach  of  confidence,  sudi  as  he 
trusted  he  was  too  much  a  gentleman  ever 
to  have  committed.  Mr.  Warburton  as- 
serted, that  he  knew  nothing  himself  of 
any  bribery,  that  he  had  one  sole  agent,  in 
whom  he  placed  implicit  confidence,  and 
that  he  remained  m  London  while  his 
agent  was  at  Bridport  conducting  his 
election.    Now^  he  was  not-  going  to  ac« 
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cuse  Mr.  Warburton  of  bribery ;  but  he 
thoughti  that  if  Mr.  Warhttrton  had  in- 
tended to  practise  bribery,  professing  not 
to  be  conscious  of  it^  he  could  not  have 
adopted  a  more  convenient  course  than 
that  of  remaining  in  London,  and  giving 
his  agent  a  carte  blanche  to  act  as  he 
pleased.     Mr.  Warburton  stated,  that  at 
the    last  election    he  spent  2,100/.,    or 
thereabouts,  and  that  at  each  previous 
election  he  bad  spent  about  1,700/.,  and 
he  stated,  that  he  was  informed  that  the 
increase  of  400/.  on  the  last  occasion  had 
been  caused  by  sundry  break&sts  having 
been  given  on  the  day  of  election.     Now, 
he  was  informed,  that  breakfasts  similar 
to  those  referred  to  had  been  given  by  Mr. 
Warburton  at  the  three  previous  elections. 
The  expense  of  those  breakfasts  could  not, 
however,  possibly  exceed  50/.  He  thought 
he  might  ask  in  what  manner  the  remain- 
ing 350/.  had  been  spent  ?    He  was  aware, 
that  Mr.  Warburton  placed  such  confi- 
dence in  his  agent,  that  when  he  received 
a  bill,  he  paid  it  at  once.    That  was  a  very 
oonvenient  course.  Mr.  Warburton  alleged, 
that  his  agent  at  the  last  election  lent  150/. 
to  his  (Mr.  Mitcheirs)  agent    The  fact 
was,  that  their  respective  agents  were  ex- 
tremel ?  intimate,  and  he  believed  his  agent 
applied  to  Mr.  Warburton's  agent  for  that 
sum,  but  certainly  without  the  slightest 
occasion,  for  the  money  for  every  necessary 
expense  of  the  contest  was  advanced  be- 
fore the  election  to  his  agent.    He  was 
totally  ignorant  of  the  application  on  the 
part  of  his  agent  for  the  advance,  and  it 
was  made   without  any  necessity.      He 
DOW  came  to  what  he  regarded  as  the  most 
important  point  in  the  case— the  question 
whether  or  not  he  had  sacrificed  Mr.  War- 
burton at  the  last  election.     Mr.  War- 
barton  had  alluded  to  his  rupture  with  his 
a^nt.    Though  he  refused  the  payment  of 
his  agent's  accounts,  they  were  guaranteed 
br  gentlemen  totally  unconnected  with  him, 
tnough  they  were  his  constituents.     He 
now  came  to  what  took  place  in  August. 
Some  little  time  before  the  meeting  of 
Parliament,  Mr.  Warburton  said  he  came 
to  him  and  wanted  him  to  pay  his  agent 
his  account,  because  he  said  he  should 
otherwise  himself  be  implicated  in  that 
transaction.     Now,  he  had  never  received 
such  a  communication,  and  that  was  an- 
other instance  of  inaccuracy  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Warburton.     Mr.  Warburton  had 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind  in  any 
shape  or  manner  to  him.  Mr.  Warburton's 
agent  came  to  him  the  day  before  the  meet- 
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ing  of  Parliament,  and  said,  "  A  certain 
disclosure  of  secrets  has  taken  place,  and 
you  must  resign  your  seat  at  once."  He 
said,  '*  This  is  the  first  I  have  heard 
of  it."  As  might  be  expected,  he  was 
at  first  taken  quite  aback»  and  siiid  to 
him,  ^'I  will  see  you  about  it  to-mor- 
row." The  next  day,  he  had  a  long  con- 
versation with  him,  and  said  to  him,  as 
he  was  the  second  candidate,  if  it  were 
necessary  for  either  of  them  to  resign  their 
seats,  it  was  bis  duty  to  do  so;  he  ad- 
mitted that  to  Mr.  Warburton's  agent  in 
the  most  distinct  terms.  He  said  to  the 
agent — 

<<  I  have  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble  with 
this  election ;  it  has  been  the  great  object  of 
my  ambition  ;  I  have  beeo  looking  forward  to 
it  for  years ;  there  can  be  no  election  petition 
presented  now ;  give  me  time  till  the  winter  to 
see  if  I  can  make  a  defence  to  this  petition. 
I  think  you  make  a  most  unprecedented  de- 
mand on  me  to  resign  my  seat  eight  months 
before  any  election  petition  can  come  on, 
without  my  having  made  any  inquiry  whether 
I  can  defend  my  seat.  I  implore  Mr.  War- 
burton— I  implore  you  to  reconsider  the  sub- 
ject ;  there  can  be  no  necessity  for  Mr,  War- 
burton to  resign  his  seat,  give  me  time  till  the 
winter,  and,  if  necessary  then,  I  fully  admit  I 
am  bound  to  resign  my  seat.*' 

On  a  subsequent  day  he  had  another 
interview'  with  the  agent,  who  said  to 
him — 

'*  Mr.  Warburton  is  determined  that  not 
even  a  petition  for  bribery  shall  be  presented 
against  him,  and  you  must  resign.'*  '<  Good 
Ood,"  said  he  (Mr.  Mitchell),  *<  Am  I  to  be 
sacrificed  to  Mr.  Warburton's  purism  P  Why,  a 
petition  may  be  presented  against  the  return  of 
Sir  R.  Peel  for  bribery.  Am  I  to  be  called  on  to 
sacrifice  my  seat  in  this  manner  ?  We  can  pretty 
well  defend  ourselves  against  the  other  side, 
is  it  fair  to  call  on  me  six  or  eight  months 
before  hand  to  resign  my  seat  in  the  House  ? 
I  fully  admit  that  I  must  resign  it  if  necessary 
in  the  end,  but  I  say  it  is  not  necessary  at 
present." 

He  (the  agent)  said— - 

'<  Mr.  Warburton  has  made  up  his  mind, 
and  therefore,  if  you  do  not  resign  he  will." 

He  said— 

''I  implore  Mr;  Warburton  to  reconsider 
the  subject." 

''No,^'  (the  agent)  said— 

'*  He  has  made  up  his  mind ;  he  will  accept 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds  if  you  do  not,  and  he 
will  leave  you  in  free  and  undisturbed  po 
session  of  the  seat." 

They  should  hear  afterwards  in  what 
"  free  and  undisturbed  possession  "  Mr. 
2H 
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But  the 
said  to.  Mr.  WarbiirtoD*t  ageat 
then  went  to  Bridport,  and  eodearoured 
to  get  up  a  requisition  to  him  to  resign 
his  Beat.  The  first  gentleman  he  applied 
to  had  proved  himself  Mr.  Warbuiton's 
friend^  and  certainly  a  jodicious  one.  He 
said— 

*'  No»  I  will  not  iign  the  requisition,  for 
there  is  not  the  slightest  necessity  shown  for 
either  one  or  the  other  to  resign.'^ 

Finding  the  attempt  to  get  up  this  re- 
quisition to  be  a  failure,  Mr.  Warburton 
resigned  his  seat  at  the  end  of  fourteen 
days.  The  next  proceeding  had,  he 
thought,  been  pretty  ftilly  detailed  by  his 
hon.  Colleague.  It  appeared  to  Mr.  War- 
burton that  by  far  the  cheapest  plan  was 
to  resign  his  seat,  and  to  make  an  agree- 
ment with  his  hon.  Colleague  to  turn  him 
(Mr.  Mttehell)  out  at  his  hon.  Colleague's 
expense.  As  that  would  be  by  far  the 
cheapest  plan.  Mr.  Warburton  held  out 
Tery  strong  inducements  to  his  hon.  Col- 
league  to  pursue  that  plan,  for  Mr.  War- 
burton was  enabled  by  nis  influence  in  the 
borough,  not  only  to  procure  his  own  re- 
turn, but  that  of  his  hon.  Colleague  also, 
though  in  an  interest  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciple he  had  all  his  life  advocated.  *'  But," 
Wfr.  Warburton  said — 

"  I  will  go  further  than  that  we  will  divide 
the  borough  between  us." 

That  Mr.  Warburton  in  terms  said  was 
the  cheapest  way  of  getting  him  out  ef  hie 
seat'^giving  up  the  borough,  giving  up 
the  partv,  giving  up  everything,  so  that 
he  could  keep  his  seat.  Mr.  Warburton 
bad  not  been  inactive  in  carrying  out  that 
proposition;  lor  not  only  did  Mr.  War- 
burton get  up  a  petition  against  him,  but 
Mr.  Warburton  identified  himself  with  all 
the  acts  of  bribery  in  the  borough,  and  it 
appeared  that  Mr.  Hutchison  and  his 
friends  were  to  be  ruined  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  Mr.  Warburton  to  walk  into 
his  seat.  He  now  came  to  a  further  point. 
Mr.  Warburton  said  in  his  petition — 

"  That  on  or  about  the  24(h  of  January,  it 
was  signified  to  your  petitioner's  agent  by 
Mr.  Cochrane's  agent,  that  Mr.  MiteheU's 
agent  had  intimated  the  willingness  of  Mr. 
Mitchell  to  refer  all  matters  in  dispute  to  arbi- 
tration, and  to  that  proposal  Mr.  Cochrane's 
agent  begged  to  know  whether  your  petitioner 
would  consent,  to  which  your  petitioner  re- 
plied that  he  would,  if  the  arbitrator  were  to 
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he  empowered  to  examine  him  and  Mr.  Mit- 
ehell,  and  were  lo  regulate  his  dccisieo  by 
the  rule  of  honoer  between  gentlemen ;  and 


your  petitioner  is  informed  that  en  yenr  jast- 
titioner*a  answer  being  eommunieaftBd  to  lir. 
Mitchell,  he  disavowed  hating  ever  anlho^ 
rized  such  a  proposal  to  be  nume/' 

The  iaet  vaa,  tka  tot  prapoaition  vm 
made  by  a  gentleman,  a  fHemI  of  hath 
parties,  not  by  him,  to  submit  the  caan 
te  axbitratioa,  certainly  aol  with  hia  save* 
tion.  and  Mr.  Warburton  distinctly  refused 
te  agree  to  it ;  and  it  was  only  a  mttttight 
or  three  weeks  afterwarda,  when  he  fouod 
things  taking  a  very  unpl^Muit  torn*  thai 
he  agreed  to  submit  the  case  to  arhitratiea. 
But  Mr.  WarbyrtoB  did  not  sav  om» 
syUaUe  about  that.  He  only  stated  that 
to  show  how  the  petition  waa  get  up.  H* 
new  came  to  the  ground  Mr.  Waibiirlott 
had  stated  for  calling  oa  the  Heuea  to  eiib<» 
mit  this  ease  to  tlie  inquiry  of  the  com* 
mittee  that  had  already  Jieen  appeiated ; 
and  on  that  poiat  he  eeuld  not  but  observe 
on  the  remarkable  absenoe  from  the  Hoime 
of  the  hen.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
who  had  proposed  that  committee^  [[*'  An 
hoB.  Mem^ :  He  ia  present.**]  He  did 
not  see  the  boa.  Member.  He  maaat't» 
call  the  attentioa  of  the  House  to  that  aa 
a  remarkable  foet.  ['*  An  hon.  Memhep  : 
He  bee  thia  aaoment  left  tha  House  froaa 
indispositioB."]  With  refereafle  ta  tha 
compromiee  be  could  aat  go  ioto  any  eoai* 
premiea  that  taek  pkoe  ia  August  laat 
between  hieCelleagiteaad  Mr.  WarhHitM. 
I  ae  aflbffdtag  gnmad  for  this  iaquiry.  AU 
he  said  was,  that  this  infuir]!  was  prtii^ 
I  eipally  directed  against  him ;  but  he  had 
been  no  party  to  that  eompremiee,  and  ha 
did  not  see  why  Mr.  Wari>ttrtoa  was  e»« 
titled  te  call  for  any  inquiry.  If  he  were 
rightly  informed,  in  the  five  boroHghe  {»• 
eluded  in  this  inquiry  there  had  been  an 
agreement  in  every  ease  entered  into,  that 
one  of  the  sitting  Members  should  laeate 
his  seat  by  a  certain  period,  anda  certain  suea 
of  mone^  wae  paid  down  ae  a  pj<4s^  to  se« 
cure  this.  Waa  he  ia  that  poeition  }  Ha 
had  steed  his  ground  maafelly  from  first  te 
last.  There  he  was;  he  had  not  admitted 
his  giiilt,  or  vacated  hie  seat  His  hon.  Co)-> 
league  had  stated  the  reason  why  ha  with* 
drew  his  petition ;  he  had  withdiawn  it, 
heceHee  he  wae  called  aa  ta  carry  it  on  fNr 
the  benefit  of  another  at  hie  own  avpease. 
Why  did  he  aot  go  on  with  hia  petitiaa  } 
Because  his  boa.  Collsagtte  had  beea 
elected  en  a  fireeh  writ  in  September,  and 
hia  coiiasel  had  given  it  as  their  decided 
opiaion  that  hb  petition  vea  but  wale 
paper;  because,  if  he  could  preve  bribny 
m  the  graveat  mawmr  agaiaal  hia  Cid- 
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le9gae  in  the  June  electiop^  that  could  not 
be  brought  forward  in  a  petition  against 
his  election  in  September.  He  did  not, 
therefore,  go  on  with  a  petition  for  which 
his  counseftold  him  there  were  no  grounds. 
If  that  were  compromise^  then  eFery  peti- 
tion withdrawn  was  compromised,  and  was 
a  fit  subject  for  inquiry.  He  should  have 
lao  difficulty  iii  brinnng  down  to-morrow 
twenty  petitions  in  wnich  siniilar  compro- 
mises had  talten  placoj  because  the  peti- 
tioqers  had  thougnt  Hi  to  withdraw  them. 
If  this  case  were  a  fit  subject  for  inquiry, 
the?  were  all  so.  The  hen.  Member  for 
Lbjceard  had  stated,  that  part  of  the  com- 
promise waSj  that  fifty-one  actions,  in- 
curring penalties  of  25,000/.,  which  h&d 
been  brought  against  him,  were  to  be  with- 
drawn '  but  he  would  leave  the  House  to 
judge,  whether  bringing  an  action  or  carry- 
ipglt  out  were  the  same  thing.  The  bring- 
ing of  these  actions  had  been  intended  to 
frighten  him,  but  it  hi<d  not  had  that 
efiect.  These  actions  had  been  given  up, 
because  those  who  brought  them  had  not 
the  slightest  hope  of  success.  They  had 
l^eed  giveq  up  three  weeks  or  a  montn  be- 
fore this  petition  had  been  got  up  against 
hicn  I  and^  therefore,  that  part  of  the  ar- 
gmpept  of  the  hon.  ]if ember  for  Liskeard 
fell  to  the  grpund.  What  then  was  the 
effect  or  the  petition  ?  To  denounce  the 
very  indjviduals  whom  Mr.  Warburton 
r^a&iied  his  seat  in  September  la/^tj^  (ac« 
ceding  to  hjs  own  account)  to  serve.  He 
would  t^ke  upon  himself  to  say,  that  if  the 
House,  qn  alle^itions  of  briberv,  brought 
forward  l)y  a  disappointed  caqoidate,  who 
bad  been  himself  convicted  of  bribery  by 
his  Qwn  showing,  appointed  this  committee 
to  inquire,  they  would  have  nothing  else  to 
do  but  appoint  committees  to  inquire  from 
year  to  year.  There  was  only  one  more 
point  to  which  he  would  call  their  atten- 
tion— it  was  the  question  whether  he  had 
sacrificed  Mr.  Warburton  or  not.  He  said 
(jistipctly  he  had  not ;  no  such  thing  could 
be  alleged  against  him  ;  he  felt  that  he 
bfid  a<;ted  correctly  throughout :  that  Mr. 
^arb^rtpn  had  not  a  right  to  demand  the 
resignation  pf  his  seat  when  he  did ;  and 
therefore  that  he  was  fully  absolved  from 
th^  imputation  of  any  breach  of  honour  to- 
wards Mr.  Warburton. 

$ir  7*.  Wilde  said,  that  having  listened 
with  attention  to  both  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
w^ohad  just  addressed  the  House,  he  did 
9ot  deem  it  necessary  to  trouble  the  House 
with  any  remarks  as  to  the  reference  of 
the  petition  to  the  committee  because  those 


two  hon.  Gentlemen  had  made  such  state- 
ments to  the  House  that  he  conceived 
there  could  not  be  a  moment's  hesitation 
as  to  the  propriety  of  the  petition  being  so 
referred.  Tne  statements  of  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  not  only  confirmed  all  the 
material  allegation  contained  in  that  peti- 
tion, so  far  as  they  related  to  the  reference 
to  the  committee,  but  they  had  actually 
gone  beyond  them»  and  now  rested  upon 
authority  which  could  not  be  disputed, 
namely,  the  admission  of  the  parties  them- 
selves. As  Mr.  Warburton  was  a  friend 
of  his  [*'hear"l — he  felt  no  necessity  to 
disavow  Mr.  Warburton's  acquaintance. 
He  knew  of  no  discredit  attached  to  it. 
While  avowing  his  friendship  for  that 
Gentleman,  he  was  not  aware  that  that 
circumstance  the  less  entitled  him  to  be 
heard  when  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  set- 
ting that  Gentleman's  character  before  the 
House  in  the  lieht  in  which  he  honestly 
believed  it  ought  to  be  regarded.  He 
asserted  his  friendship  with  Mr.  Warbur- 
ton that  due  allowance  might  be  made  for 
anything  that  might  fall  from  him  in  the 
course  of  the  observations  which  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  make.  The  petition  came  be- 
fore the  House  in  a  judicial  form.  The 
House  was  called  upon  to  exercise  its 
judgment  upon  it,  and  to  refer  it  to  a  com- 
mittee for  inquiry.  If  any  person  who 
had  been  in  the  kouse  should  have  con- 
sidered what  was  the  general  impression 
with  respect  to  that  tribunal^  or  should 
have  reflected  what  attributes  properly  be- 
longed tg  a  judicial  tribunal,  when  called 
upon  to  exercise  an  important  function, 
how  much  must  they  have  been  struck 
when  they  observed  tfie  loud  and  continu- 
ous cheers  with  which  every  statement  re- 
flecting upon  the  party  appealing  to  that 
tribunal  for  justice,  had  been  met  by  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  He  appealed  to 
the  House  whether  one  single  remark  re- 
flecting upon  Mr.  Warburton  had  not  been 
received  with  marks  of  gladness  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side.  And 
upon  what  occasion  ?  Mr.  Warburton's 
situation  stood  in  peculiar  contrast  with 
that  of  the  two  hon.  Members  whose  re- 
marks had  been  so  loudly  cheered*  Th^t 
contrast  was  to  be  presented  in  two  re- 
spects. First,  Mr.  Warburton  was  not 
there  to  be  heard  on  his  own  behalf.  The 
other  two  hon.  Gentlemen  had  been  heard 
in  their  own  behalf  and  most  ably  they 
had  spoken.  Mr.  Warburton  in  the  second 
place  was  praying  for  an  inauiry,  pledging 
himself  to  prove  the  allegations  or  bit  m« 
2  H  a         Digitized ^i^OOgie 
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tition  before  a  committee.  The  other  hoD. 
Gentlemen  were  there  on  the  spot  making 
their  contradictions  and  opposing  inquiry. 
Mr.  Warburton  said,  "  You  make  charges 
against  me— my  character  is  involved. 
Bring  me  to  trial,  and  let  me  hear  and 
meet  the  charges. "  [An  hon.  Member : 
The  Bill  of  Indemnity.]  He  contended 
that  Mr.  Warburton  was  there,  because 
charges  were  made  against  him.  [*'  No, 
no."]  He  trusted  he  might  be  heard. 
Any  one  of  those  Gentlemen  who  cried 
''  no,  no*'  so  loudly  might  rise  and  do  so 
in  due  form  and  at  the  proper  time,  and 
show  that  their  "no,  no"  was  accurate, 
but  meanwhile  he  begged  they  would  do 
him  the  favour  to  hear  him,  and  perhaps 
he  mi^ht  succeed  in  offering  some  reason 
in  confirmation  of  what  he  alleged.  He 
repeated  then,  that  Mr.  Warburton  was 
there,  because  charges  had  been  made 
against  him — because  imputations  had 
been  cast  upon  him,  and  he  felt  detirous 
of  being  brought  to  the  test  of  inquiry. 
He  was  certain  that  Mr.  Warburton  would 
not  have  appeared  before  them  had  it  not 
been  for  that  reason.  Many  observations 
bad  been  made  that  were  calculated  to  have 
a  great  effect,  and  had  taken  such  effect, 
upon  the  House.  Mr.  Warburton  had  re- 
signed his  seat,  as  he  said,  to  save  his 
friends  from  exposure  in  regard  to  the  con- 
duct they  had  pursued  on  behalf  of  one  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  addressed  the 
House.  But  it  had  been  asked,  if  such 
were  Mr.  Warburton's  motive,  bow  was 
that  consistent  with  his  being  here,  and 
by  his  petition  impeaching  them  and 
their  conduct.  Mr.  Warburton  said, 
**  I  will  resign  my  seat ;  I  will  sacri- 
fice  my  interests  to  save  my  friends;"  but 
when  the  facts  of  the  case  are  turned  into 
a  personal  charge  of  corruption;  when 
Gentlemen  high  in  authority,  acting,  no 
doubt,  most  honourably  upon  their  convic- 
tionsy  make  charges,  and  bint  insinuations 
against  Mr.  Warburton,  then  Mr.  War- 
burton said — and  he  had  a  right  to  say — 
**  I  give  up  my  friends,  indeed  I  resign 
my  seat ;  I  sacrifice  my  interest ;  I  waive 
all  I  had  been  striving  to  attain — all  these 
I  can  give  up  and  resign ;  but  I  will  not 
give  them  up  my  character.  When  a 
gentleman  came  forward,  thus  praying  for 
inquiry,  and  stating  that  his  object  in 
seeking  it  was  because  charges  had  been 
made  against  him  which  he  sought  to  re- 
but ;  upon  what  authority  was  it  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  took  upon  themselves,  before 
the  inquiry  was  granted,  and  perhaps  en- 


tertaining the  intention  of  opposing  it,  to 
assume  that  be  was  guilty  ?  Was  th^Lt  fair 
— was  it  just  ?  Mr.  Warburton  would  not 
have  presented  that  petition  had  he  not 
found  that  his  resignation  had  been  con- 
strued into  a  fear  of  exposure.  Then  he 
said  ''I  will  bring  that  speedily  to  the 
test,  for  I  will  apply  for  a  committee,  so 
that  if  I  again  present  myself  as  a  member 
of  that  House,  I  may  do  so  boldly,  taking 
my  stand  upon  the  report  of  that  commit- 
tee." Was  it  at  all  inconsistent  that  a 
man  should  sacrifice  his  own  interests  to 
save  those  from  whom  be  bud  received 
kindness  and  support,  but  that  when  the 
matter  was  made  one  of  personal  reproach 
and  disgrace  he  sbould  say  '*I  can  no 
longer  submit.  There  are  men  so  unjust 
and  precipitate,  so  ready  to  condemn  from 
party  and  personal  motives,  that  I  must 
bring  these  matters  to  a  test.  Do  not  let 
my  character  be  taken  away  upon  cheers 
and  by  hints  and  allegations,  but  inquire 
and  judge  upon  the  evidence."  Yet  when 
Mr.  Warburton  challenged  inquiry,  pre- 
senting himself  in  opposition  to  the  two 
hon.  Gentlemen,  saying  he  was  ready  to 
meet  them,  and  show  that  his  own  con- 
duct was  just  and  honourable  in  every  re- 
spect, it  appeared  that  judgment  was 
already  passed  against  him,  though  he  was 
not  there  to  speak  in  his  own  behalf.  The 
petition  prayed  for  inquiry  into  compro- 
mises that  had  taken  place,  one  being  that 
under  which  one  hon.  Member  on  the 
other  side  had  been  returned,  and  the  se- 
cond being  the  withdrawal  of  the  cross 
petition.  The  withdrawment  of  that  pe- 
tition took  place  in  February  last.  Now, 
Mr.  Warburton's  object  was,  to  have  these 
things  inquired  into.  He  could  not  come 
into  the  House  to  ask  that  an  enquiry  be 
entered  upon  for  the  purpose  of  clearing 
his  character.  The  House  would  not  grant 
an  inquiry  on  such  a  ground.  But  Mr. 
Warburton  was  perfectly  justified,  and  his 
motive  was  a  highly  proper  one,  in  asking 
for  inquiry  on  such  a  ground  as  the  House 
could  recognise.  The  petition,  without 
making  distinct  charges,  stated  facts 
which  resolved  themselves  into  charges. 
Mr.  Warburton  charged  one  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  having  obtained  his  seat  upon  a 
pledge,  and  that  after  having  given  that 
pledge,  he  did  not  redeem  it,  but  after- 
wards withdrew  his  petition,  being  actuated 
by  private  and  personal  motives  of  his 
own.  The  hon.  Member  himself  had  ad- 
mitted having  given  the  pledge,  but  said 
that  it  was  done  away  with  by  a  second 
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arrangement.    What  was  that  arrange- 
ment? Mr.  Warburton's  account  of  it  was 
that  this  arrangement  having  been  made, 
the  hon.  Meml^r  went  down  to  Bridport, 
Mr.  Warburton  engaging  to  offer  no  op- 
position.  When  the  hon.  Gentleman  went 
down,  however,  an  opposition  was  started 
by  a  gentleman    named  Hansell.     Mr. 
Warburton  wrote  that  letter,  the  reading 
of  which  had  caused  so  much  merriment 
in  the  House^  and  whatever  some  gentle- 
men might  think,  he  thought  that  was  a 
bond  fide  letter,  written  in  fulfilment  of 
the  engagement  entered  into  by  Mr.  War- 
burton, to  prevent  opposition,  and  calcu- 
lated to  effect  that  object.     Yet  the  mo- 
tive of  Mr.  Warburton  had  been  alleged 
to  be  to  prevent  an  exposure  which,  if  it 
were  made,  the  hon.  Member  now  sitting 
had  said,  in  a  letter,  nothing  could  pre- 
vent  the    borough    being    disfranchised. 
Upon  that  Mr.  Warburton  resigned  his 
seat.     Mr.  Warburton    had  done  every- 
thing calculated  to  effect  the  purpose  of 
the  arrangement,  that  there  should  be  no 
opposition.    That  letter  was  written,  and 
immediately  afterwards  a  letter  was  sent 
by  the  agent  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Cochrane)  to  Mr.  Warburton's  agent,  ex- 
pressing the  writer's  sense  of  Mr.  War- 
burton's  honourable  and  straightforward 
conduct.      The  hon.   Member  requested 
Mr.  Warburton's  agent,  Mr.  Warburton 
himself  not    being    present,    and   being 
wholly  ignorant  of  the  fact,  to  introduce 
him  to   Mr.   Hansell's    committee;    and 
with  that  committee,  without  the  know- 
ledge of  Mr.  Warburton,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber entered  into  an  arrangement,  which, 
as  he  said,  was  that  lecond  arrangement 
which  superseded  his  former  one  with  Mr. 
Warburton  himself.      But  of  the  latter 
arrangement  Mr.  Warburton  had  never 
heard  a  word.     If  the  hon.  Member  and 
Mr.  Warburton  were    at   issue   on   this 
point,  there  were  written  documents  to 
show  which  was    the  correct  statement. 
Mr.  Warburton  now  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  made  that  arrangement  without 
his  (Mr.  Warburton's)  presence  or  know- 
ledge, and  it  was  made  with  persons  with 
whom  Mr.  Warburton  had  no  connection. 
Did  the  last  arrangement  supersede  the 
first?    The  letter  he  was  about  to  refer  to 
was  written  after  the  latter  arrangement, 
yet  recognizing  the  first.    The  letter  was 
as  follows : — 

**!  need  not  assure  you  that,  except  to 
carry  out  the  arraugement  for  the  benefit  of 
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bis,  and  in  strict  conformity  with  the  honour- 
able understanding  between  us,  Mr.  Cochrane 
and  I  have  no  wish  to  take  any  steps  whatever  : 
and  that,  therefore,  we  feel  ourselves  entirely 
in  your  and  Mr.  Warburton's  hands,  to  act  as 
you  may  direct,  as  to  the  actions  and  petition 
for  Mr.  Warburton's  benefit.  You  will  see 
Mr.  Warhurlon's  very  correct  and  honourable 
feelings  towards  us  in  this  matter,  and  all  I 
beg  of  you.  for  his  sake,  is,  not  hastily  to  de« 
cide  on  steps  as  to  Hutchinson's  actions,  &c., 
which  may  have  the  effect  at  last  to  leave  Mr. 
Warburton  the  only  sufferer." 

That  was  written  on  the  27th  of  Sep- 
tember, and  the  arrangement  with   the 
hon.  Member  was  made  several  days  be- 
fore.     An  extraordinary  use    had   been 
made  of  that,  for  a  passage  had  been  read 
which  wholly  altered  the  meaning,  a  part 
only  having  been  quoted,  which  maae  it 
appear  as  if  Mr.  Warburton  had  stimulated 
the    actions    against    Mr.    Hutchinson, 
which  was  not  the  case.     A  criminal  in- 
formation had  been  moved  for  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  bribery,  and  which  was 
now  pending,  unless  disposed  of  by  com- 
promise;   besides  which  there   were  two 
indictments  and  six  actions.  There  was  an 
action  against  the  hon.  Member  for  25,500/. 
brought  by  the  person  who  had  acted  as 
agent.     There  were  actions  against  four 
other  persons.     What  had  become  of  those 
actions?  It  had  been  Raid  by  the  agent  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.   Cochrane),  that 
evidence  was  so  abundant  to  convict  the 
other  hon.   Member,  that  the  only  difii- 
culty  was  how  to  select  it ;  and  that  the 
case  would  be  perfectly  sustained  without 
compromising   Mr.  Warburton's  friends; 
yet  afterwards  the  agent  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wrote    to    Mr.   Warburton's    a^ent, 
pressing  for  evidence,  and  on  the  2nd.  of 
February  application  was  made  for  that 
evidence,  and  stating  unless  it  was  fur- 
nished the  petition  would  be  withdrawn. 
Upon  the  19th  a  letter  was  received  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  dated,  not 
from  London,  as  it  had  been  said,  but  from 
the  Carlton  Club.     It  was  natural  enough 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  withdraw- 
ing his  petition,  should  consult  with  his 
friends  at  the  Carlton.    ["  Oh,  oh"].    He 
was  sorry  that    anything   he  had    said 
should  create  such  agony   among    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.     He  was  stating  that 
a  letter  was  written  requiring  the  evi- 
dence to  be   furnished   by  a   given  day, 
namely,  bv    the   2l8t  of  February.      It 
was  furnished  by  that  day;  but  the  pe- 
tition, notwithstanding,  was  withdrawn. 


Mr.  Warburton,  and  your  friends  asweU  as  I  and  the  letter  ^(;i||eg},  ^^l^^e  hon. 
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Member  had  read.  Then,  how  stood  the 
charge  that  Mr.  Warbarton  had  made? 
Mr.  Warburton'fi  charge  was  this  : — 

*'  You  gave  me  an  honourable  pledge  to 
prosecute  the  petition — you  have  withdrawn 
that  petition— you  sought  an  opportunity  of 
wtthdrawinf  it  by  calling  upon  me  to  furnish 
evidence  by  a  given  day.  I  furnished  that 
evidence  a  day  prcTious  to  that  upon  which 
you  require  it,  yet,  in  spite  of  that  circum- 
stance,  you  withdraw  your  petition.  At  the 
moment,  too,  at  which  you  withdraw  your 
petition,  you  were  under  prosecution  by  a 
criminal  information,  and  your  friends  were 
under  indictments  for  bribery  upon  several 
actions." 

Mr.  Warbarton  then  said, — 

"  I  think  you  withdrew  your  petition,  aban- 
doned your  pledge,  and  kept  your  seat  in 
breach  of  your  word  solemnly  given  to  me.'' 

So  stood  Mr.  Warfoiirton*8  pledge  against 
the  hoQ.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J. Coch- 
rane). What  Was  Mr.  Warburton's  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  upon  Chat  (the 
Opposition)  aide  of  the  Houae  (Mr.  Mit- 
chell)?    It  was  this: 

'*  You  came  into  the  borough  of  Bridport — 
you  were  supported  by  tey  friends  in  that 
borough — ^they  supported  you  under  an  en- 
gagement that  my  seat  was  at  all  events  to  be 
secured — you  were  attended  by  friends  of  your 
own  who  practised  corruption  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  involve  my  agents — involved  them 
to  such  a  degree,  as  that,  although  I  defy  you 
to  prove  any  corruption  against  nae  personally, 
it  yet  became  impossible  for  me  to  defend  my 
seat." 

Mr.  Warbarton  had  never  admitted — 
nay,  he  had  everywhere  distinctly  denied 
that  his  return,  or  at  least  his  election, 
was  procured,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
by  bribery  or  corruption,  practised  by  any 
persou  having  his  authority.  There  was 
no  pretence  for  saying  that  Mr.  Warbar- 
ton was  cognizant  of  the  bribery  that  was 

going  on,  or  that  he  was  Vimielf  in  a^^J?^  ^""l^t  T  /"k^  """TTJ^  T 
way  mixed  up  with  it.    Mr.  Warburtoi  X^'PP^rtit,  Aat  his  only  difficulty 
now  came  before  the   House,  and  chal-    W?Mch  part  of  the  evidena  to  select.  1 
lenged  the  proof  of  it.    Mr.  Warburton 
said  to  the  hon.  Member, — 


himself,  but  that  his  friends  wtmM  be 
severely  et)Mised  if  he  attempted  to  deft»d 
hie  seaV.  Mr.  Warburton  did  not  aibet 
to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mtt- 
chdi)  had  m)t  eo  used  his  (Mr.  Wai^ttt- 
ton's)  friends  as  to  implicate  him  hi  the 
corruption  that  wna  practised.  Mr.  War- 
burton said— 

^  I  believe  t  eould  not  defend  my  seat,  not 
beesuse  \6f  any  personal  bribeiy  ^n  my  oWti 
part,  but  because  of  the  biibety  practised  by 
my  agents,  induced  by  the  hon.  Member  <Mr. 
Mitchein^--4hertefore  I  will  not  eiubafk  in  the 
contest  before  an  election  committee.  You 
have  been  committing  bribery  to  such  an 
extent,  that  I  will  not  join  with  you  in  defend- 
ing the  petition.  I  will  not  go  before  the 
House,  of  which  I  was  formerly  a  Member,  in 
order  to  stand  the  test  of  whether  bribery  has 
been  committed  or  not,  when  I  know  ibat  you 
have  been  guii^  of  it,  and  principally  thronffh 
agents  of  my  own;  therefore,  unless  you 
resign  your  seat,  I  shall  resign  mine.'' 

Was  Mr.  Warburton  wrong  in  resigmag 
under  rach  circumatances  ?  If  the  bribery 
could  be  proved  again^  Mr.  Warborton'a 
agents,  why  shouM  he  join  with  tiie  hen. 
Member  (Mr.  Mitbheil),  of  whom  he  had 
60  much  reason  to  complain,  and  mabe 
common  came  with  hvm  in  defeadii^  the 
petition  ?  Mr.  Warbuiton  said  he  would 
not  do  so.  The  hon.  Member,  tMrtwMi- 
etanding  the  engagement  entered  imto 
•prior  to  the  efection,  had  not  rasgned^  he 
still  retained  hia  seat.  What  was  his 
reason  for  doing  m>i  The  hon.  Mealier 
aand:*^ 

*'  I  thought  I  could  maintain  my  sest,  and 
I  have  maintained  it.*' 


"  You  were  supported  by  my  friends,  under 
an  engagement  that  my  seat  was  to  be  se- 
cured." 

The  hon.  Member  admitted  that  fact. 
So  much  of  Mr.  Warburton's  charge  was 
mibstantially  admitted.  What  happened  ? 
Mr.  Warburton  found  that  in  consequence 
of  the  conduct  of  his  agents  he  was  im- 
plicated in  the  corruption  that  had  been 
practised^notonly  that  be  was  implicated 


The  ^ue^tion  that  then  naturally  sag- 
gefifted  Itself  was  this — **  Mow  have  you 
maintained  your  Seat  ?^  By  n  compro 
mise  with  the  hon.  Memher  opposite,  who, 
for  some  cause  or  other  was  ftidoced  to 
withdraw  his  petition,  notwithstanding  the 
lact  that  he  had  sudi  abundant  evidence 


That 
being*  the  case,  had  Mr.  Warbtirton  made 
out  thi*?  statements  set  forth  in  his  petitions 
as  far  as  these  points  were  concerned? 
Mr.  Wa'rburtdn  presented  himself  to  the 
House  protesting  that  his  return  at  the 
last  election  was  rendered  invalid  by  no 
personal  riribery  on  his  part,  direct  or 
indirect,  a^nd  he  prayed  inquiry  into  ihe 
circtfmststflces  of  the  election.  Mr.  War- 
burton e^ted  in  his  petition  that  in  the 
eleddoni  of  1826  he  had  paid  what  was 
called/ "  head-noney."  He  was  not  going 
to  ddfeod  thttlj  or  to  say  <me  word  in  ex«< 
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of  it.    All  be  hoped  wm,  that 
no  Geotteman  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  had  erer  paid  it.     He  did  not  tarn 
hii  head  to  that  side  of  the  House  lest  he 
should  be  supposed  to  be  lookiug  at  any 
paitioulur  Member.  He  beliered^  however^ 
ihat   adniasioos  had  been  made  in   that 
HoiiSB  bj  GeiitloBiea  highly  honourable  and 
rsspoctable,  that  they  had  paid  *'  head- 
Money/'    Perhaps  if  he  were  to  gase  about 
him  It  night  be  in  his  power  to  point  out 
oovio  partKiilar  Members  from  whom,  if  he 
vera  aot  much  mistaken,  he  had  beard 
that  admission.    He^  did  not  mean  to  say 
one  word  io  extenuatieo  of  the  practice  i  and 
whatefer  the  coMUre  that  mij(ht  justly  fall 
upon  Mr.  Warburton  for  having  paid  it  in 
1896,  there  it  must  rest.    He  could  not 
defend  it  or  extenuate  it.    It  seemed  to 
him^    hovever»   that  an  impression   had 
been  made  upon  the  House  (by  no  means 
an  accurate  one)  by  what  had  been  read  by 
the  hou.  Member/which  he,  as  the  Friend 
of  Mr.  WarburtoOf  should  regret  should 
Rmain*     He  would,  therefore,  briefly  al- 
lude to  it,  with  the  view  of  removing  it. 
It  might  be  supposed,  from  what  had  been 
read,  that  Mr.  Warburton  had  made  a 
speech  in  that  House  utterlv  inconsistent 
with  certain  facts.     He  haa  never  heard 
of  that  speech :  but  it  was  said  to  have 
been  made  in  1831.    Mr.  Warburton,  in 
his  petition,  stated  that  in  1826  he  paid 
"  head  money."    He  then  went  on  to  say, 

*'  In  1830  your  petitioner  was  re-elected 
under  the  expectation  that,  at  the  usual  time 
he  would  comply  with  the  ancient  usage ;  but 
that  shortly  afterwards,  on  the  introduction 
tate  Parliament  of  a  bill  ibr  reforming  your 
booonmble  Ilouse,  the  principal  political  lup- 
portsrsofyonr  petitioner  in  the  borough  as- 
sembled and  determined  tliat  the  custom  and 
practice  of  paying  '  head  money  '  should  be 
abolished,  and  required  your  petitioner,  on 
pain  of  losing  their  support,  to  abstain  from 
paying  the  <  head  mon^ '  for  the  previous  and 
any  future  election  ;  and  that  your  petitioner 
obeyed  their  direction,  but  devoted  a  much 
larger  som  than  the '  head  money '  for  his  then 
last  election  would  have  amounted  to,  in  the 
erection  of  a  public  building  for  the  advantage 
of  the  town  ;  and  your  petitioner  begs  to  add 
that,  to  the  credit  of  the  poorer  electors  at 
that  period,  not  more  than  two  individuals 
onmplained  that  your  petitioner  had  disap- 
pointed them;  and  that  from  and  after  the 
period  referred  to,  the  practice  in  the  borough 
of  paying '  bead  money '  entirely  ceased.'^ 

Now,  he  i4>prehended,  that  nothing 
eould  be  nore  correct  than  the  conduct  of 
those  voters  of  Bridport,  At  a  subsequent 
period,  ia  1831,  a  certain  number  of  per- 


sons io  that  borough  presented  a  petition 
to  the  House  of  Commons  praying  for 
Parliamentary  reform;   and  then  it  was 
that  Mr.   Warburton  was  said  to  have 
made  the  speech  that  had  been  referred  to, 
which  was  to  this  effect — that  none  of  the 
parties  whose  names  were  attached  to  the 
petition  had,  in  Mr.  Warburton's  belief, 
ever  engaged  in   bribery  or  corruption. 
Was  he  right  in  assuming  that  that  was 
the  effect  of  Mr.  Warburton's  speech,     tf 
he  were  right  in  that  assumption,  then,  he 
asked,  was  there  anything  inconsistent  in 
such  an  assertion  from  Mr.  Warburton, 
when,  in  the  previous  year  1830,  a  number 
of  the  electors  of  Bridport  met  and  threat- 
ened him  to  withdraw  their  support  from 
him  unless  he  discontinued  the  praaice  of 
paying  "  head  money."     Mr.  Warburton 
said  from  that  time  he  had  never   paid 
head  money,*'  or  made  any  other  pay- 
ment that  could  be  deemed  bribery ;  and 
when  his  consistency  was  called  in  ques- 
tion for  asserting  in  1831   that  bribery 
was  not  practised  in  Bridport,  and  for 
praying  in  1842  that  an  inquiry  might  be 
made  into  the  corrupt  practices  prevailing 
in  that  borough,  he  defended  Mr.  War- 
burton's constituency  by  stating  that  Mr. 
Warburton   was  willing  to  sacrifice  his 
seat,  and  to  continue  dispossessed  of  it  as 
long  as  he  could  do  so  without  being  sub- 
ject to  the  charge  of  personal  corruption, 
but  that  when  insinuations  were  thrown 
out  against  him,  implying,  in  the  strongest 
manner,  that  he  himself  had  been  guilty 
of   bribery,  it    then    became   imperative 
upon    him,  in  vindication    of   his    own 
character,  to  pray  the  House  to  enter  into 
an  inquiry.     If  there  were  any  warrant 
for   the    charges    that   had    been    made 
against    him,    how   unwise  would   it  be 
in  Mr.  Warburton  to  press  for  such  an  in- 
quiry.    Aud  if  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
now  sat  for  the  borough  were  pure  and 
unimpeachable,  how  unwise  would  it  be  in 
them  to  resbt  the  inquiry.    But  it  hap. 
peoed,    that  he  who  was  accused,  was 
anxious  for  inquiry,  whilst    those    who 
retained  the  seats  and  were  cheered  by 
the  House,  were  afraid  of  inquiry.     He 
now  came  to  offer  one  or  two  observations 
with  respect  to  the  question  with  which 
the  House  had  more  immediately  to  deal, 
namely,  the    reference    of  the   petition. 
Upon  what  ground  could  it  be  met — the 
House  having  nothing  to  do  with  the  mo- 
tives and  feelings  which  prompted  parties 
to  make  applications  to  it— upon  what 
ground,  when  tb(j^I|[ou^  found  that  cer- 
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tain  orimiDal  proceedings  had  been  insti- 
tuted ill  the  courts  of  justice  against  both 
the  hon.  Members  who  now  sat  for  the 
borough — when  the  House  found  it  ad- 
mitted that  one  hon.  Member  had  obtained 
his  seat  upon  an  agreement  to  present 
a  petition,  and  that  the  other  had  obtained 
his  seat  upon  an  engagement  not  to  present 
and  to  prosecute  a  petiti<on  in  a  certain 
manner — ^when  the  House  became  aware 
of  these  circumstances,  upon  what  ground 
could  it  refuse  to  enter  upon  an  inquiry. 
They  had  not  mere  surmise  nor  report— 
they  had  the  best  evidence,  Mr.  Warbur- 
ton  s  conviction  that  bribery  had  been 
committed,  who,  though  he  denied  his 
personal  corruption,  yet,  by  the  fact 
of  his  resignation,  admitted  that  cor- 
ruption had  taken  place.  Nay,  more, 
they  had  both  the  sitting  Members  ad- 
mitting the  fact,  and  attempting  to 
throw  obloquy  on  Mr.  Warburton,  by 
saying  that  he  called  on  the  House  tQ  dis- 
franchise the  borough.  Even  if  that  was 
a  just  charge  against  Mr.  Warburton, 
still  it  was  not  less  a  reason  why  the 
House  should  interfere.  When  the  bribery 
was  admitted  by  both  the  Members,  would 
the  House  refuse  an  inquiry?  He  was 
aware  of  only  one  objection  to  such  a 
course.  It  might  be  said  that  the  bribery 
was  so  extensive  and  general,  that  it  could 
not  be  remedied  by  a  particular  measure 
against  a  particular  borough,  and  that  a 
partial  prosecution  was  impracticable.  But 
the  bribery  in  the  present  case  was  ad- 
mitted, said  as  they  had  granted  an  in- 
quiry into  other  five  cases  of  allegation  of 
bribery,  he  thought  they  could  not,  con- 
sistently refuse  inquiry  in  the  present  case. 
It  had  been  said,  that  Mr.  Warburton  had 
broken  confidence?  He  had  broken  no 
confidence.  There  was  not  the  shadow  of 
a  pretence  for  saying  so.  The  agent  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  behind  him  (Mr.  Mit- 
cliell),  on  being  refused  payment  of  his 
bill,  went  to  the  agent  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  opposite  (Mr.  Cochrane),  and  deli- 
vered up  all  the  papers.  Had  that  hon. 
Gentleman  not  received  them  ?  He  had  a 
letter  in  his  possession,  in  which  that 
agent  attempted  to  justify  this  betrayal  of 
confidence.  But  nothing  could  justify  such 
a  betrayal  of  trust,  and  he  regretted  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  obtained  his  seat 
by  such  impure  means.  In  regard  to  the 
private  treaty  with  Mr.  Hansell,  the  cor- 
respondence connected  with  which  had 
been  produced  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  against  Mr.   Warburton— what 


did  Mr.  Warburton  say  as  to  that  treaty  ? 
He  said  that  he  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it  3  and  yet,  when  Mr.  Warburton 
was  defending  himself,  he  was  told  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  confidence. 
What  did  Mr.  Warburton  say  when  he 
came  to  thut  House,  in  consequence  of 
being  charged  with  personal  corruption  ? 
He  said  that  he  could  not  deny  that  most 
corrupt  practices  prevailed,  though  he 
denied  that  he  was  mixed  op  with  them ; 
and  he  prayed  the  House  for  an  inquiry  to 
ascertain  whether  that  corruption  ooula  be 
fairly  chargeable  against  him  or  not* 
Although  he  considered  the  subject  of  bri- 
bery as  one  of  deep  interest,  and  as  one 
requiring  the  immediate  attention  of  the 
House,  he  avowed  that,  in  the  present 
case,  he  was  probably  more  influenced  by 
private  firiencuhip,  than  public  duty.  He 
thought  he  had  done  right  in  justifying 
Mr.  Warburton  in  asking  for  an  inquiry, 
and  he  did  not  see  how  the  House  could 
refuse  it  without  acting  inconsistently  in 
reference  to  what  they  had  done  in  several 
other  cases. 

Mr.  Mitchell  explained.  He  had  ad- 
mitted that  bribery  had  taken  place,  bat 
he  denied  that  he  had  any  share  in  it. 

Sir  J.  WaUh  said,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  had  alluded  to  him  as  the  imme- 
diate cause  of  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place  on  the  present  occasion,  he 
wished  to  be  permitted  to  state  the  very 
slight  connection  which  he  had  with  the 
subject.  His  observations,  with  reference  to 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem* 
ber  for  Bath,  arose  from  this  circarostaoce 
—The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  rea- 
son for  bringing  forward  his  chai^^ 
against  five  individuals  was,  that  they 
were  matter  of  general  notoriety,  and  he 
also  particularly  impressed  upon  the 
House  that  he  was  not  actuated  by  any 
party  motives ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  certainly  did  proceed  most  im- 
partially. On  the  one  side,  he  selected  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  held  a  high 
office  in  the  preceding  Government.  On 
the  other,  he  turned  to  two  or  three  Gen- 
tlemen on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of 
the  House.  The  House,  however,  was 
divided,  not  into  two,  but  into  some  three 
or  four  parties,  and  he  did  think  it  rather 
unfortunate  that  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  did  not  include  Bridport,  par- 
ticularly as  the  compromise  which  took 
place  there  had  excited  so  much  atten* 
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tioo.  li  was  for  this  reason,  that  he  drew 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  the  subject.  His  reason  for 
now  addressing  the  House  was  the  rather 
singular  position  in  which  he  found  him- 
self. At  the  time  he  made  the  ap- 
Eeal  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
e  was  not  aware  that  it  was  intended 
to  enter  into  a  general  investigation  on 
the  subject  of  bribery  in  the  boroughs 
to  which  the  motion  applied.  He  had 
subsequently  objected  in  a  very  strong 
manner  to  the  committee  constituted  on 
the  demand  of  a  single  Member,  who 
merely  said  he  believed  certain  things  had 
occurred.  An  investigation  which  might 
materially  affect  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  a  large  number  of  persons  ought  not 
to  be  entered  into  in  this  manner.  It  was 
certainly  on  his  suggestion  that  this  mat- 
ter had  been  brought  before  the  House, 
and  that  Mr.  Warburton  had  petitioned 
to  have  the  matter  taken  into  considera- 
tion. The  case  had  assumed  a  new  as- 
pect, in  consequence  of  the  introduction 
of  certain  words  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman ;  and  if  he  assented  to  the  pre- 
sent motion  he  should  be  acting  in  the 
most  inconsistent  manner,  because  he 
should  be  voting  for  an  investigation  with 
respect  to  Bridport  when  he  objected  to 
such  an  inquiry  taking  place  in  other 
boroughs.  It  was  almost  impossible  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  take  the  course  which 
he  was  now  doing  without  subjecting 
himself  to  the  charge  of  putting  himself 
forward  as  the  champion  of  corruption, 
and  as  desirous  of  shielding  corruption. 
He  wished  to  deny,  distinctly  and  em- 
phatically, the  truth  of  any  such  imputa- 
tion. His  objection  to  the  inquiries  of  the 
committee  being  extended  in  this  manner 
was,  that  it  must  necessarily  be  a  partial 
committee,  and  that  such  an  inquiry 
would  create  a  most  dangerous  precedent. 
The  inquiry  was  at  present  in  the  hands 
of  a  Member  of  the  minority,  who  had 
procured  the  appointment  of  the  commit- 
tee on  his  making  certain  allegations,  and 
expressing  his  l^lief  therein.  On  some 
future  occasion  a  Member  of  the  majority 
or  an  unscrupulous  Minister,  might  make 
the  same  allegations,  and  place  different 
boroughs  on  their  trial,  thus  exercising 
a  power  of  intimidation  which  would  con- 
trol the  freedom  of  the  Members  of  the 
House,  and  also  the  freedom  of  election ; 
and  backed  by  an  unscrupulous  majoritv, 
t  Minister  so  disposed  might  materially 
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infringe  upon  the  freedom  and  independ- 
ence of  the  House  of  Commons.  For  the 
reason  which .  he  had  stated,  he  should 
certainly  vote  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  Brotherton  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  they  ought  to  settle 
the  question  to-night.  Tbey  had  had  dis- 
cussion enough,  and  after  the  disclosures 
made,  no  one  could  doubt  of  the  neces- 
sity for  inquiry. 

Mr.  jB.  Escott  said,  he  had  a  strong  ob- 
jection to  voting  for  the  inquiry,  because 
he  had  heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  ask  what  distinction  there 
was  between  the  present  inquiry,  and  that 
moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath.  The  distinction  between  the 
two  inquiries  was  this— that  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
was  alked  for  by  an  honorable  man  against 
whom  no  imputation  of  bribery  rests. 
What  was  asked  for  to-night  was  not  re- 
quired by  a  Member,  but  by  one  who  had 
been  a  Member,  and  who  had  admitted 
himself  to  have  been  guilty  of  a  crime.  He 
maintained,  that  it  was  beneath  the  dig- 
nity of  that  House  to  grant  any  inquiry  to 
one  who  could  ^  not  demand  it  with  clean 
hands. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  upon  reading 
the  petition,  and  upon  hearing  the 
statements  made  to-night,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion,  that  there  was  ground 
for  making  inquiry  into  the  various  allega- 
tions, at  least,  as  far  as  compromise  was 
concerned.  It  seemed  to  him,  that  the 
reasons  which  had  influenced  the  House 
in  the  other  cases,  ought  to  have  the  same 
weight  in  this.  He  did  not  think,  that 
the  point  uken  by  his  hon.  Friend  ("Mr. 
Escott),  viz.,  that  the  party  charging  com- 
promise admitted  his  own  participation, 
was  a  sufficient  Parliamentary  ground  for 
non-interference.  Neither  could  he  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Walsh)  that  this  petition  ought  to  be  ex- 
empted from  the  inquiry  of  the  committee, 
because  certain  words  regarding  bribery 
had  been  subsequently  introduced.  If 
bribery  were  to  be  exempted  in  this  case, 
so  it  ought  in  the  others,  and  although  the 
alteration  might  have  been  made  without 
due  notice,  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  pos- 
sible to  avoid  investigating  the  fact  of 
bribery,  when  it  appeared,  that  the  com- 
promise had  been  occasioned  by  the  desire 
to  conceal  it.  He  was,  however,  very 
much  afraid,  that  the  committee  recently 
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tjkpointed  had  undertaken  a  task  which  it 
was  almost  impossible  fbr  it  to  perform. 
Only  five  casesi  it  was  tnie,  had  been  re- 
ferred to  ft,  but  if  the  investigation  pro- 
eeeded  on  the  broad  ground  of  ascertaining 
whether  bribery    had    been    committed, 
without  reference  to  compromise,  he  did 
not  see  how  it  could  be  conctnded  in  the 
coarse  of  the  present  Session.    Of  one 
things  he  feit  peiauaded,  that  the  kss 
these  proceedings  possessed  of  a  ctimina- 
lory  character  towards  individnala,    the 
better.    The  House  ought  not  to  contem- 
plate individual  punishment ;  he  did  not 
mean  mdiridual  punishment,  so  much  as 
individoal  degradation  t  that  ought  not  to 
be  the  object  in  t iew  ;  because  it  was  oat 
of  the  question  to  deny,  that  for  the  last 
twenty  or  thirty  years,  compromises  of 
this  son,  had  constantly  been  entered  into. 
it  would  be  absurd  to  dispute  the  fact ; 
and  to  aelect  fit e  or  six  cases,  and  to  hold 
the  parttes  up  to  exposure  or  vengeance, 
would  be  manifestly  unjust.     Every  roan 
who  had  sat  in  Parliament  for  thirty  years 
must  know,  that  it  was  never  thought  to 
wply  a  charge  against  a  Member,  that 
in  maiutakiing  a  pereonal  right,  he  had 
4kMie  so  at  the  smallest  cost,  and  with  the 
least  trouble.    The  House  ought  to  con- 
aider  what  was  the  most  ^[^tual  mode 
uf  instituting  a  searching  inquiry  into  bri- 
bery in  the  Mlowiog  eases.    Either  where 
eorropKion  existed  in  a  borough,  and  in* 
^ffiduals   were  not  inclined  to  petition 
f»  the  purpose  of  exposing  it;  or  fin 
cases  of  compromlsea  ma^  before  elec- 
tion committees,  in  order  to  prevent  ex- 
pofture.    The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
•i.  RuaaeH^  hud  undertaken  to  bring  in  a 
bin  upon  tnat  snbject,and  he  was  <^ opin- 
ion, that  the  pidifflinary  committee  ought 
mtWer  to  consider  the  beat  saode  of  faciii- 
isfting  the  fature  udmtnistrstion  of  justice, 
tihan  of  spending  a  long  period  in  inquiries 
intopatticfdur  oaaesofdelinqueocy.  So^ 
u  cuuiue  was  more  fitting  the  character  of 
the  House,  and  more  likely  to  uocomplish 
a  geneml  public  benefit.    Alter  the  im- 
punity which  had  attended  auch  arrange- 
ments, for  so  many  years,  such  waa  the 
great  object  at  which  ^  Hooee  ought  to 
aim,  and  he  tbswght,  Hhat  the  noUe  Loid 
would  act  wisely  in  not  hastily  bringing 
Ibrward  his  foeaaare,   in  the  course  of 
which,  he,  in  perfect  good  faMi,  had 
offcsed  bis  co'^peratioa,  as  far  as  waa 
•oonsiafeeot  with  those  prineiplea  of  juatkse 
govunwd  the  pfOoaediBga  of  «he 


ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country.    The 
case  of  Bridport  would  certainly  be  an 
addition  to  the  labours  of  the  comaMltee 
now   sitting,  and,  perhaps,  it  would  be 
t)etter  o  decide  to-night  upon  the  aaoond 
tH-anch  of  the  proposition  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  Liakeard.    The  great  advan- 
tage   of  the    bill  contemplated  by  the 
noble  Lord  would  probably  be,  that  it 
would    be    passed    in  such   a   form   as 
to   enable    the  Houae   to    inquire    into 
alleged  compromises  of  Urn  kind— Hiot 
merely  prospectively,  but  retrospectively. 
Looking  at  the  particular  terma  of  the 
motion  before  the  House,  he  meat  repeal, 
that  looking  at  the  general  principle,  it 
seemed  to  him,  that  it  fell  within  the  rale 
which  had  already  been  kid  down.     He 
reserved  his  opinion  on  the  question  which 
was  to  be  brought  forward  by  the  hoo. 
Baronet,  as  to  the  actual  powers  of  the 
committee,  and  whether  the  terms  of  ap- 
pointment conformed  with  the  original  in- 
tention of  the  House,  but  he  must  observe 
that  it  seemed  expedient  that  the  commit- 
tee should  possess  the  right  of  inquiring 
into  bribery,  when  it  might  be  auppoaed, 
that  the  bribery  determined  the  nature  of 
the  compromise,     if,  indeed,  it  were  to 
be  a  committee  to  aaeertain  whether  bri« 
bery  had  been  committed  at  the  last  eiee- 
tioo,  he  was  certain,  that  the  first  caae 
would  occupy  more  time  than  the  remain- 
der of  the  Session.     What  he  now  lucom- 
mended  was,  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
should  be  taken  upon  the  preliminary  nso- 
tion,  and  that  the  question^-^wbat  practiee 
should  be  pnrsued,  shouU  be  left  for  fu- 
ture consideration.    Such  was  the  best 
jud|nient  he  couM  tbrm  at  present,  not 
having  yet  heard  the  full  extent  of  the 
cuaei  but  only  what  had  been  stated  in 
the  course  of  the  piuaent  debate. 

Lord  /.  jRuiselZ  dtfiered  from  the  right 
hoo.  Baronet,  and  probably  from  a  lame 
majority  of  those  who  heard  him ;  he 
thought,  that  there  was  less  reason  for 
referring  this  petitioo  to  the  committee 
now  siuiog  dian  had  existed  in  any  of  the 
fonner  cases.  When  he  stated,  that  there 
was  teas  reason,  he  meant  as  regarded  the 
points  to  be  inquired  into.  The  point 
aMst  afiectiog  the  character  of  the  House 
waa  that  mentioned  by  the  right  lion.  Ba- 
ronet,—viz.,  whether  the  compromise  that 
had  been  effected,  had  been  occasioned  by 
a  desire  to  avoid  the  uxposore  of  bribery. 
The  eatabliahment  of  this  fact  would  oo- 
osssarily  lead  to  furchtr  lagialatmn  oa  tho 
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sabject.  When  he  said,  that  there  was 
less  ground  rn  this  case  than  in  some 
others,  it  was  because  the  statements  in 
Mr.  Warbttrton*s  petition,  and  the  speeches 
of  the  two  hon.  Members,  contained  all 
the  l^cts  relating  to  the  compromise  that 
could  in  any  other  shape  be  laid  before 
the  House.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter,  nor 
cotiM  the  committee  conveniently  enter 
into  the  precise  engagement,  or  into  the 
implied  nnderstanding  and  vartous  dis- 
putes imd  quarrels  between  the  three 
gentlemen.  He  mvst  say,  that  they  were 
vnfortttcate,  and  had  led  to  a  not  very 
creditable  exposure  of  transactions.  The 
infestigation  of  this  matter  might  lead  to 
a  general  inquiry  into  the  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption prevailing  in  Bridport,  and  that 
might  end  to  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
borough.  If  that  were  the  object,  the 
motion  ought  to  hare  been  different  to 
that  which  had  been  submitted  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  C.  Biiller.) 
It  ought  myt  to  be  a  proposal  for  a  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  rarious  allega- 
tions, hot  for  an  examination  at  the  Bar, 
or  before  a  committee  specially  appointed 
to  conHne  iUi  labours  to  the  case  of  Brid- 
port. ft  was  obvious,  that  if  they  added 
the  case  of  Bridpott  to  the  €ve  xn  sis 
other  places,  and  endesYtnired  to  ^ow 
the  extent  of  bribery  which  was  supposed 
to  have  taken  place,  not  only  would  it  re- 
quire the  whole  of  the  present  Session, 
but  also  the  next,  before  they  arrived  at 
an  adequate  and  satrsfactory  result.  He 
thought,  that  there  was  less  reason  for 
inquiry  in  this  case  than  in  any  others,  as 
fttt  compromise  had  been  admitted,  not 
onty  in  the  petition,  but  by  Members  in 
tlhat  House ;  but  it  might  be  as  wefl  to 
have  the  facts  more  regularly  recorded, 
by  going  before  a  select  committee,  than 
by  rejecting  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  On  that  narrow 
ground,  therefore,  he  was  not  disposed 
to  disagree  with  the  present  motion.  Let 
him  say  generally  in  reference  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Memiber  fbr 
Bath,  that  words  had  been  added  to  that 
motion  after  he  had  left  the  House,  un- 
derstanding  that  the  motion  was  assented 
to,  vrhrch  he,  for  one,  did  not  expect  to 
have  been  added,  and  therefore  in  con- 
aenting,  not  perhaps  wflHngly,  to  let  those 
words  remain,  in  the  appointment  of  the 
committee,  he  must  say,  in  whaft  sense  he 
cowceived  the  -coraimttee  chouM  inquire 
into  the  'bribery.    He  conceived,  the  com- 


mittee should  inquire  first,  whether  any 
compromise  had  been  entered  into ;  and 
in  the  next  place,  whether  it  did  require 
any  further  inquiry,  whether  such  com- 
promises did  not  lead  to  the  sorrender  of 
the  teat  independent  of  any  bribery.  If 
the  surrender  of  his  seat  might  have  been 
caused  by  other  circumstances,  if  a  Mem- 
ber found  that  be  was  in  an  impaired  state 
of  health,  or  that  the  duties  of  the  House 
were  incompatible  with  his  private  buii- 
ness,  he  might  resign  his  seat.  Thus  the 
committee,  in  all  cases,  would  not  be  aUe 
to  ascertain  the  reason  why  one  Member 
had  surrendered  his  seat,  unless  they  vrent 
so  far  as  to  inquire  into  the  general  alle- 
gitions  of  bribery.  Further  than  this,  ft 
was  mterlj^  impossible  for  this  committee 
to  do  jusltce  to  the  various  cases  in  the 
various  boroughs  ;  they  could  not  expect 
that  the  committee  would  carry  the  inquny 
so  fkr  as  to  enable  the  House  to  determine 
whether  it  would  either  suspend  the  wtit, 
or  proceed  to  disfranchise  the  borough  en- 
tirety. He  thought,  in  the  first  place,  that 
this  was  beyond  their  power  in  any  limited 
time,  and  he  conceived  in  the  second  place 
that  this  was  not  the  mode  in  which  a 
ctmimittee  for  sudi  a  purpose  ought  to  he 
appointed.  There  were  not  now,  but  there 
ought  to  be,  two  modes  by  whidi  such  an 
tnquh'y  sY)ould  be  carried  on.  They  might 
either  trust  to  an  election  committee,  be- 
fore which  the  facts  would  come  out  and 
appear  in  the  report,  or  if  Aere  was 
any  reason,  as  there  was  in  the  case 
of  Gram  pound,  and  on  which  he  recol- 
lected he  obtamed  the  assent  of  the 
House  to  his  proposal,  on  which  there 
should  be  a  special  inquiry,  they  might 
have  a  particular  inquiry  into  the  state  of 
the  borough  itself,  unconnected  with  the 
conduct  of  individuals,  or  any  right  to  a 
seat  in  this  House.  The  present  commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  election  compromises 
would  not  answer  either  of  those  purposes. 
He  believed  that  this  committee  could  only 
ascertain  whether  in  the  several  cases  to 
be  brougfht  before  them  the  Members  had 
efSected  compromises,  and  Whether  sudh 
transactions  had  taken  place  for  the  pur- 
pose of  avoiding  an  investigation  into  bri- 
bery and  corruption.  Ff  this  were  eo, 
there  would  be  reason  Why  the  House 
tihould  provide  a  better  measure  for  the 
treatment  of  bribery  and  corruption,  and 
not  to  rest  satined  with  the  inquiry  which 
todk  place  in  the  exhaing  committees, 
yfhert  the  question  waslintweenindividuiAs 
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aa  to  their  rights.  In  this  restrictive  sense^ 
he  did  not  object  to  the  appointment  of  a 
select  committee,  although  he  was  cer- 
tainly sorry  that  it  had  been  thought  ne- 
cessary by  Mr.  Warburton,  and  that  it  was 
thought  necessary  for  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  Members  of  that  House,  to  enter  into 
the  details  of  transactions  which  he  sin- 
cerely wished  could  have  been  spared. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  that  he  must  have 
imperfectly  stated  his  views  to  the  House, 
for  he  generally  concurred  with  the  opin- 
ion of  the  noble  Lord ;  he  certainly  had 
arrived  at  the  same  conclusions. 

Sir  R,  H.  Inglis  differed  from  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  conclusions  at  which  he  had 
arrived.  The  constitution  had  vested  in  a 
specified  tribunal  the  investigation  and  de- 
cision of  all  questions  as  to  those  affairs, 
80  far  as  related  to  the  rights  of  individu- 
als. So  far  as  public  morals  were  con- 
cerned, the  law  had  invested  another  tri- 
bunal with  the  power  of  punishing  the  in- 
dividuals. In  the  present  instance  they 
had  not  tried  either  the  first  of  these  tri- 
bunals— they  had  not  tried  before  a  com- 
mittee the  election  petition.  They  had 
tried  the  other.  There  were  five  actions 
pending,  involving  penalties  of  25,000/. 
They  were  now  attempting  to  transfer  this 
jurisdiction  from  the  properly  constituted 
tribunal  to  another  tribunal  which  they 
themselves  declared  to  be  already  over- 
worked. What  reason  had  they  to  think 
that  there  was  not  one  of  the  other  twenty 
cases  which  had  been  withdrawn  during 
the  present  Session,  that  did  not  require 
nquiry  as  much  as  Bridport?  Did  they 
mean  to  select  here  and  there  a  particular 
instance  to  carry  out  some  party  view? 
Besides,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  had  not  yet  got  the  machinery  on 
which  the  whole  success  of  his  experiment 
depended.  The  bill  for  indemnifying  wit- 
nesses had  only  been  read  a  second  time, 
on  the  understanding  that  the  discussion 
should  take  place  on  the  next  stage.  Was 
there  any  hope  that  the  bill  would  pass 
that  House  under  a  week,  or  that  it 
would  pass  the  other  under  two  more? 
Did  the  hon.  Member  think  that  the  bill 
would  come  perfect  for  the  House  to  act 
upon  before  the  end  of  June  ?  He  only 
asked  the  House  not  to  deceive  themselves 
and  practically  to  deceive  the  country, 
that  they  would  be  able  to  take  effectual 
means  to  prevent  bribery  for  the  future, 
and  to  punish  it  for  the  past,  by  referring 
this  matter  to  a  tribunal  which  was  not 


Etectioni 


96i 


yet  in  existence^  and  which  must  sit  at  a 
period  when  it  was  physically  impossible 
they  would  conclude  the  inquiry. 

Viscount  Palmer ston  would  venture  to 
submit  to  the  House  one  or  two  observa- 
tions in  reference  to  what  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  when  he  reverted  to 
that  part  of  the  labours  of  the  committee 
which  related  to  the  election  compromises. 
He  might  have  taken  an  erroneous  view  of 
the  matter,  but  he  wished  to  submit,  in  re- 
ference to  that  object  of  the  committee, 
whether  the  House  had  not  run  away  with 
an  exaggerated  idea  of  the  question  to  be 
submitted  to  the  committee.     Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  seemed  to  think  that  all  com- 
promises of  election  petitions  were  culpa- 
ble,  and  especially  if  they  had  for  their 
object  the  withdrawal   from  the   cogni- 
zance   of   the    committee    of   the    fact 
of  bribery  having  been  committed.     He 
thought  that  this  view  was  founded  on 
a  misconception  of  what  was  the  exist- 
ing law.     The  law  for  the  trial  of  con- 
troverted elections  treated  the  application 
for  the  seat  as  for  the  private  right  of  a 
private  individual ;   it  did  not  let  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,  so  far  as  those  in- 
terests were  concerned.     He  thought  that 
this  was  a  fault  in  the  existing  law,  he 
thought  it  was  a  law  which  ought  to  be 
corrected ;  but,  whilst  it  remained  they 
could  not  complain  of  individuals  taking 
advantage  of  the  law,  and  carrying  out 
its  intention  to  obtain  their  own  particular 
rights.    The  act  for  the  trial  of  contro- 
verted elections  stated,  that  the  petitioner 
might  withdraw  his  petition  at  any  time  he 
pleased,  and  tlierefore  it  invited  the  peti- 
tioner to  compromise  if  it  was  for  his 
interest  to  do  so.    But  what  said  the  act 
with  regard  to  the  sitting  Member — the 
defending  party  ?    Why,  the  85th  section 
of  the  act  stated,  that  if  the  committee 
should  find  that  the  defence  of  the  sitting 
Member  had  been  frivolous  and  vexa- 
tious, it  might  punish  such  Member  for 
having  made  that  defence,  by  imposing 
upon  him  the  penalty  of  paying  the  costs 
of  the  petitioner.    Therefore,  the  sitting 
Member  was  told  to  consider  whether  the 
defence  he  had  to  make  was  aprtrndfade 
good  one  or  a  primd  fcune  bad  one,  in 
order  that  he  might  not  be  saddled  with  the 
expenses  of  his  opponents,  and  incur  a  pe- 
nalty for  having  brought  the  question  to 
trial.  Hewould  take  acase  in  which  flagrant 
bribery  had  been  committed.    He  would 
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suppose  that  the  sitting  Member's  legal' 
adviser  told  him  that  his  sgents  had  been 
so   indiscreet,  and  so  blameable,  as   to 
have  committed  him  in  acts  of  bribery, 
which  coold  be  proved  without  the  least 
difficulty,  and  that  his  seat  could  not  be 
maintained.     "What  was   the  condition, 
then,  io  which  the  sitting  Member  was 
placed — first,  by  the  law,  and  next  by  the 
impression  which  seemed  to  prevail  in  that 
House?     If  he  persevered  in  his  defence, 
and   in  opposing  the    petition,   and  put 
the  petitioner  to  the  proof  by  compelling 
him  to  adduce  evidence,  in  order  to  es- 
tablish the  fact  of  bribery  and  criminality 
of  the  borough,  why  the  committee  might 
turn  round  upon  him  and  fine  him  for 
having  so  done,  and  sentence  him  to  pay 
the  costs  of  his  opponent ;  and,  on  the 
Other  hand,  if  consulting  his  own  interest 
he  should  retire   from  the  contest,  and 
make  a  compromise  with  that  opponent, 
by  which  he  should  agree  to  give  up  his 
his  seat  without  putting  the  petitioner  to 
any  further  expense,  then,  according  to 
the  present  disposition  of  the  House,  he 
was  to  have  a  committee  of  inquiry  ap- 
pointed to  investigate    the  transaction ; 
and  he  was  to  be  held  up  to  the  public  as 
a  person  having  committed  an  odious  of- 
fence in  retiring  from  the  contest,  and  not 
bringing  the  question  before  the  election 
committee.      Now,    he  would  seriously 
submit  it  to  the  just  and  generous  consi- 
deration  of   the    House,   whether    they 
thought  a  Member  ought  to  be  exposed  to 
this  alternative,  and  whether,  in  fact,  hon. 
Members  were  not  running  a  little  too 
fast.    Were  they  not  going  too  rapidly 
in  attaching  to  these  compromises  that 
degree  of  criminality  which  there  appeared 
to  be  a  general  disposition  to  attach  to 
it  ?  For  his  part,  he  was  desirous  that  the 
law  should  be  altered.     He  thought  that 
the  public  ought  to  be  introduced,  as  a 
third  party — the  party  indeed,  that  was 
principally  interested  in  these  cases,  be- 
cause be  entirely  differed  from  the  prin* 
ciple  on  which   the  present  law  stood, 
as    regarded    this    question.      The    law 
now  looked  upon  these  things  as  mat- 
ters between  the  individuals  who  sought 
to  obtain  their  seats  on   the  one  side, 
and  those  who  wished  to  maintain  them 
on  the  other.    In  fact,  it  treated  a  seat  in 
Parliament  as  private  property.     But  it 
was  no  such  thing.     It  was  not  the  pro- 
perty of  either  party,  but  it  was  a  great 
trust  held  for  the  benefit  of  the  public ; 


and  these  trials  as  to  what  individual 
should  hold  the  seat,  ought  to  be  tried 
mainly  with  a  view  to  the  public  interests, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  purity 
of  election,  and  not  for  deciding  whether 
one  particular  party  or  the  other  should 
enjoy  the  seat.  It  was  not  a  private  right, 
but  a  public  trust  imposed  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people  at  large.  He  felt,  therefore, 
that  the  main  object  to  which  the  House 
should  direct  their  attention,  should  be 
the  system,  and  not  to  individuals — that 
they  should  aim  at  making  such  a  change 
of  the  law  as  would  prevent  those  com- 
promises in  future,  and  enable  the  House 
to  punish  bribery  wherever  it  existed.  For 
these  purposes,  he  would  cheerfully  and 
cordially  give  his  vote,  but  for  all  the 
reasons  he  had  given,  and  from  all  that 
had  passed,  he  did  not  think,  that  the 
committee  which  had  been  agreed  to  could 
arrive  at  any  conclusion  that  would  mate- 
rially assist  them  in  the  correction  of  that 
which  he  thought  it  ought  to  be  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  remedy.  He  fancied  that 
no  man  would  be  disposed  to  doubt  the 
great  extent  to  which  bribery  had  pre- 
vailed ;  on  the  contrary,  they  all  knew 
that  the  system  had  been  unfortunately 
more  extensive  than  what  could  be  con- 
fined to  the  cases  which  had  been  speci- 
fically mentioned.  Was  it  then  expedient 
to  pursue  an  inquiry  to  the  full  extent  to 
which  bribery  had  prevailed  ?  He  did  not 
think  it  was,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
why.  If  they  inquire  at  all,  they  ought  to 
inquire  to  the  full  extent  of  the  system 
that  had  been  pursued.  If  the  practice 
had  been  so  extensive,  as  he  was  afraid  it 
had,  he  thought  that  the  public  feeling, 
and  the  public  morality  would  be  best  con- 
sulted by  the  House  going  at  once  to  enact 
some  law  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  the 
system  in  future.  If  it  could  be  proved 
to  the  country  that  the  criminal  practice 
had  been  most  extensively  pursued,  it 
would  rather  tend  to  diminish  the  feeling 
of  the  public  against  any  particular  in- 
stances, because  whenever  an  offence  was 
participated  in  by  large  numbers,  the 
sense  and  feeling  of  abhorrence  became 
mitigated ;  and  in  the  case  of  bribery,  he 
thought  that,  in  proportion  as  they  showed 
the  practice  to  have  been  extensive,  would 
be  the  diminution  of  feeling  against  the 
individual  offenders.  He,  therefore,  should 
say,  that  the  most  useful  object  to  which 
the  labours  of  the  committee  could  be 
directed,  would  be  to  consider  in  what 
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im)de  Ihis  practiqe  cQuId  io  future  be 
mpAt  effectually  prev^ntec).  That  would 
be  a  moie  uaeful  occupation  of  the  com- 
mittee than  for  them  to  inquire  into  a  few 
QUt  of  the  Qiaiiy  casea  of  brlbery^^  and 
holdiBi^  up  a  iEnall  number  0/  individuals 
to  that  odium  which  they  should  q(i|v 
abate  io  conjunction  with  others.  Ana, 
no^QreoYer*  after  ihe  House  had  deteripined 
that  in  the  case  of  Ipswich,  where,  un- 
doubtedly, groi^nds  for  iqquiry  were  at 
least  quite  as  great  as  those  io  other  qasea, 
na  inquiry  should  take  place,  he  could 
hfU'dly  understand  upon  what  principle 
the  House  oquld  direct  an  inquiry  in 
other  and  less  established  ceiaea^ 

Lord  Swanky  said,  that  in  a  great  part 
oX  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord  he 
Qptirely  concurred*  He  entirely  concurred 
iu  those  observations  with  which  the  noble 
itOfd  had  commenced  his  speech— namely, 
that  the  House  appeared  to  take  up  with 
au  e>(traordi(iary  degree  of  energy  the  in- 
vestigation of  that  subject  matter  of  com- 
tromiae*  which  every  man  who  had  sat  as 
>.iig  in.  Parliament  as  he  had  done  mnst 
know  was  a  matter  of  notoriety  at  Qvery 
eUcitioo  for  every  consecutive  Parliament ; 
susd  he  conqurr^  with  the  oable  Lqrd  in 
tbinl^iog  tbat  the  suUeot  patter  of  thes^ 
coiupromisea  followed  at  a  matter  of 
9Qiirsfi  horn  what  was  understood  to  be  a 
WPft  narliamentary  usagfjt  The  nobl^ 
liord  ba4  stated  that  the  investigation  of 
bribery  hefoff^  aP  election  committee  was 
^ot  a  99atter  of  trial  of  a  public  but  of  a 
private  right.  It  was  a  queHtipq  tried  be- 
{weea  two  parties,  and  at  the  e^uense  of 
those  two  parties — the  one  seeking  to 
obtain  the  s«at  and  the  other  to  defend  it, 
apd  ^Ach  was  always  held  to  he  at  liberty 
io  proceed  jus^  ao  far,  and  to  stop  at  that 
particular  poi.qt  when  he  conceived  thst 
(is  own  individual  pbject  was  accom- 
pliahed  in  ohtsining  or  defending  the  seat, 
and  to  abstain  from  the  def^^ncj^  of  the  peti- 
tion when  his  object  was  accomplished^ 
or  when  it  appeared  hopeless,  or  was  from 
anj  other  cause  desirable  not  to  press  it 
fucthejr,  but  agreeing  with  the  noble  Lord 
in  his  statement  of  the  object  of  an  etec- 
lii^n  cojiamittee  as  at  present  constituted, 
and  thiukiog  it  idesirahle  that  the  law 
should  b^  so  altered  as  to  enable  the  public 
to  bave  an  interest  in  the  discovery  and 
lAVei^tigation  of  bribery,  whiich  they  had 
iO^  at  present.  He  certainl v  d  iSereg  from 
tbe  noble  Lord  in  the  view  he  took  of  the 
^msc  wbj^b  ought  tp  bt  pursued  in  tbi 


case  of  tho  oommittee  about  to  be  ap- 
pointed, and  he  also  diQered  from  hif  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  who  said  that  there  were  but  two 
courses  which  it  was  competent  oc  de- 
sirable for  that  House  to  pursue.  Hia 
hon.  Friend  said,  there  was  an  election 
committee  to  try  the  seat  of  the  Member, 
and  there  was  the  criminal  tribunal  to 
which  they  might  have  recourse  to  investi- 
gate an  individual  act  of  bribery;  that 
these  were  (he  only  two  courses  open  (p 
the  House.  He  said,  if  that  were  the  case« 
there  was  a  great  gap  which  it  was  de- 
sirable for  the  House  to  fill  up;  there  was 
a  great  interest  which  was  not  at  present 
provided  for.  There  were  cases  in  which 
there  was  no  object  in  coming  before  a 
criminal  tribunal,  and  in  which  there  if  as 
no  object  in  inqurring  the  ei;pensQ  of 
an  investigation  before  a  committee,  and 
yet  there  might  be  flagrant  qases  of  cor- 
ruption and  bribery  in  a  borough :  but  the 
House  must  shut  his  eyes  and  wink  bard, 
because  th^re  wai  no  public  prosecutor 
whose  own  rights  were  concerned,  or  who 
could  enforce  the  pepal  cpnseouences^  tq 
hriog  the  matter  to  light,  He  differed 
from  hjs  h^n.  Friend  on  thU  poiot,  and 
he  thought  ^hera  wa,s  little  if  anv  differ- 
ence between  th<e  noble  Lord  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  iu  the  object  proposed  afid 
the  course  to  be  pursued  on  the  occasion* 
because  the  noble  Lord  i^ppe^ri^d  to  con- 
sider there  was  still  a  third  point  to  be 
aimed  at,  napiely,  the  investigation  of 
cases  of  bribery  and  corruptioq  in  which 
00  individual  bad  an  object  in  instituting 
a  prosecution.  Such  cases,  he  thought^ 
ought  to  be  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House,  not  so  much  fgr  the  purpose  of  ex- 
posure  or  punishmept  of  the  individualf, 
as  for  the  sake  of  adopting  such  a  ooufse 
of  legislation  aa  should  provide  an  ef&c. 
tual  remedy  against  the  evil  in  future.  Iq 
that  case,  what  better  course  could  they 
take,  what  more  parliamentary  ground 
could  they  have  for  future  legislation  than 
tjbe  illustration  by  evidence,  and  exempli- 
fication of  the  system  in  alt  its  variations 
and  modifications,  as  illustrated  by  the 
cases  which  bad  forced  themselves  upon 
the  attentioi>  of  the  House.  H^  thought 
there  were  great  objections  to  referring 
every  case  to  the  committee  appointed  by 
the  hon.  aud  learned  Gentleman.  He 
thought  there  was  ^ery  grieat  objection  tp 
keeping  a  parliamentary  tribunal  always 
rcaay  to  receive  cf«ry  accuintira  of  thip 

Digitized  by  VjOOv  IC 


909  firtd^<  {Mat 

deiOrvtiQa  ihal  might  be  laad^— and  b« 
((id  not  undqriUnd  hU  right  hoo.  Friend 
Had  ibe  noble  (iOpdy  in  assenting  to  the 
i9ption  of  the  hon.  Member,  to  pledge 
themselves  to  any  distinpt  opinion^  whe- 
ther U  were  right  that  thie  caae  of  Brid-r 
port  should  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
hmrned  Member  for  Bath ;  but  simply  to 
pledge  themaelves  |o  thisi  that  on  the  pe* 
tition  of  the  late  Member  for  Bridpprt, 
and  the  statements  of  the  two  sitting 
Members  for  that  borongh,  i|  was  not  de- 
sirable this  House  should  shrink  from  en- 
tering into  an  inquiry  as  to  the  prooeedt 
iogs  which  had  taken  place  at  the  last  and 
previous  election  for  Bridport,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  affsoting  the  seat,  or  of  visiting 
either  the  hon.  Members  for  the  borough 
with  any  penal  consequences,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  laying  before  the  House  the 
case  of  Bridport  as  an  exemplification  of 
that  which  had  taken  place,  and  might 
lake  plaee  again  to«morrow,  and  year 
after  year*  with  impunity,  if  the  House  of 
Commons  did  not  show  they  were  deter- 
mined, by  all  the  means  in  their  power,  to 
put  a  stop  to  it.  Thongh  he  admitted 
that  no  ease  coeM  be  more  full  or  com- 
plete iban  that  wbich  was  now  before  the 
Houee,  yet  it  should  be  remembered  that 
n  gteat  pari  of  the  statement  was  not  on 
secord ;  that  il  was  in  their  minds,  ears, 
and  would  be  in  their  recollection,  aa  the 
alatementa  of  the  two  hon«  Membera  for 
ftridport  Bnt,  admitting  that  the  whole 
of  that  were  on  record,  and  that  there 
would  he  very  little  in  the  case  to  add  to 
Ike  labours  of  the  committee  appointed  by 
tba  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  be 
waa  nal  prepared  to  make  a  distinct  d^ 
ekration  of  his  opinion,  that  it  waa  a 
case  which  ought  to  go  to  the  committee 
ao  appointed ;  while»  on  tbe  other  bend, 
W/ith  reference  lo  the  motion  el  whiah  tbe 
nobJe  l^d  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had  given  no- 
lice  with  regard  to  fotnre  proceedings  for 
the  purification  of  this  Houae»  no  matter 
how  extensive  the  practices  of  bribery  might 
knee  been,  that  was  no  reason  why  tbe 
House  shonhl  sol  attempt  its  future  pnri* 
ficntfcin  by  an  nnWeraal  and  general  expo-r 
aiMe  of  Ike  praotioea,  and  by  bemeal  en- 
daavonr  to  defeat  those  praeiices  by  legia- 
laUve  measures.  Wiihonl  expressing  an 
opinion  whether  Ihia  case  should  ha  re^ 
fisrred  to  the  cemfliiltee  of  the  hon.  and 
laorned  Membei  tot  Bath,  aliU  it  was  a 
east  la  irtdck  Iho  Houh  akonhi  not  abtit 
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theif  eyea  and  say,  "  We  will  bear  all 
these  things  which  ht^ve  been  stated  h| 
petition,  and  by  the  Members,  to  onr  own 
Honsa,  and  yet  we  will  not  take  any  stepa 
for  placing  this  state  of  things  as  9  record, 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  as  a  groundwork 
for  future  kgislation»and  for  theea^posure 
of  such  practices  ae  are  alleged  to  take 
place,  as  a  beacon  and  warning  ig  other 
boroughs  at  future  eleptions/'  With  this 
caution,  then,  desiring  to  g^ard  himself^ 
in  acquiescing  in  the  motion  of  th9  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  l^iskeard,  as  ha 
thought  his  right  hon^  Friend  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  would  guard  himself  alsQ,  in  assent- 
ing t.Q  a  motion  couched  in  precisely  the 
same  words  as  the  motion  of  tbe  hon«  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath-*-wi8biqg  to 
guard  himself  against  the  implicaiion 
which  might  appeer  tP  foltow  tnat,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  he  was  prepared  to  refer 
this  and  any  subsequent  case  which  might 
hereafter  be  presented  to  the  cpmmittee 
appoint€4  on  tbe  motion  of  the  hpn,  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  he  waa  pre-^ 
pared  to  affirm  that  this  was  a  ca^e  which 
ought  not  to  he  paased  unnoticed  by  the 
House,  and  tbat^  for  the  purposes  of  future 
legislation,  an  inquiry  ought  to  take  pla^a 
in  the  case  of  BrUport*  Thinking,  theiiy 
that  it  w^s  a  casa  which  should  be  in-^ 
quired  into,  apd  guardipg  himself  agaiusl 
any  oonatrootion  which  nu(|ht  be  pu|  on 
hia  assenting  tp  words  precisely  siovlar  to 
those  in  whi(;h  the  ban*  Member  for  Baib 
bad  framed  hie  m^tinn ;  and  looking  tgi  it 
as  a  motion  assenting  to  the  necessity  of 
an  inquiry  into  the  cireumatances  of  the 
case,  he»  for  one,  was  prepared  to  give  his 
cordial  assent  M>  the  first  motion  of  tbe 
boOr  and  learned  Member  fisr  I^iskeard, 

Mr,  Q,  ianies;  I>t  tham  see  to  whM 
an  extent  they  were  opening  the  doora  of 
this  House,  if  they  attempted  an  inquiry 
of  this  nature.  It  waa  not  because  Mr. 
Warburton  was  at  a  forn^r  period  a  MeiPOh 
ber  of  thia  Heuxe  that  they  sheuld  give 
more  attention  to  hie  petition  thaA  tp  a 
petition  of  any  private  indivjduaU  Tf 
they  gave  a  preference  to  Mr^  Warburton 
on  this  occasion,  bow  would  tbey  be  able, 
in  future,  wbeo  an|  disapppinted  candi* 
datOi  however  low  \n  chara(Qtefi  m^u  in 
station^  unknown  or  ignoblei  or  however 
Utile  patronised  h|  a  political  part;,  ehose 
to  send  bis  petiuon,  alleginff  thai  tboep 
who  were  ihs  Mem|pMsrs  ou^i  noi  to  re* 
tain  their  seat«»  and  dishonouraUy  eiidea* 
nml^  to  c,U««ial^^|heB^j^^^«^^ 
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charges  of  bribery  against  them— how 
would  they  feel  entitled  to  reject  a  similar 
motion  ?  He  wished  to  impress  upon  the 
House  that  it  could  not,  with  any  sense  of 
justice,  admit  this  petition,  though  it  was 
that  of  a  Gentleman  who  had  long  been 
known  to  them  as  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  who  was  entitled  to  their  respect  and 
consideration;  and  the  reasons  he  had 
stated  he  thought  were  a  sufficient  ground 
for  saying"  No" to  the  present  motion.  The 
noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Palmerston),  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies (Lord  Stanley)  had  stated  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  existing  law,  the  question  before 
an  election  committee  was  merely  a  private 
question  between  party  and  party.  He 
begged  leave  to  say  that  he  did  not  agree 
wiUi  them  in  that  view  of  the  matter ;  for 
the  acceptance  of  the  office  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  was,  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  a 
public  duty  which  could  not  be  legally  re- 
fused. Therefore  the  public  were  con- 
cerned in  the  decision  of  a  tribunal  ap- 
pointed to  judge  such  questions ;  and  it 
was  upon  that  ground,  as  he  understood, 
that  the  committee  was  appointed  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath.  The  present  was  a  case  of  a 
wholly  different  nature  from  those  to  be 
referred  to  that  committee,  and  therefore 
he  should  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  C.  BtUler  said,  it  was  unpleasant  to 
him  that  the  question  had  assumed  the 
appearance  of  one  of  a  personal  character. 
He  must,  as  a  matter  of  dnty,  return  his 
warmest  thanks  to  the  Members  of  the 
Government  who  had  spoken  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  particularly  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net (Sir  R.  Peel)  and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley),  for  the  very  cordial  and  effec- 
tive assistance  they  had  given  in  promoting 
the  adoption  of  remedial  measures  against 
bribery.  The  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  noble  Lord  was  deserving 
the  highest  praise.  He  begged  to  assure 
the  House  that  it  was  not  the  object  of 
any  hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  in  promoting  those  inquiries 
to  gratify  vindictive  feelings ;  they  thought 
that  the  best  way  of  laying  a  groundwork 
for  future  legislation  on  the  subject  of  bri- 
bery  was  to  place  before  the  public  some 
samples  of  what  had  been  going  on  at 
elections  and  before  election  committees. 
Though  he  agreed  entirely  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  what  be  had  said  with  respect  to 
that  which  was  of  paramount  importance 
to  the  House,  that  remedial   measures 


should  be  adopted  to  prevent  compromisea 
and  to  put  an  end  to  bribery ;  and  though 
he  said  it  was  a  most  important  thing  to 
carry  out  such  bills  as  those  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  yet  he  was  sure  that  the 
inquiry  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  was  precisely  that  which 
was  likely  to  carry  out  the  object  which 
they  all  had  in  view.  They  knew  that 
House  was  taken  by  fits ;  that  cold  fits 
followed  hot  fits,  and  that  then  again  the 
House  could  be  very  cold.  Now,  he  was 
anxious  to  take  advantage  of  the  glow  of 
good  which  he  felt  necessarily  would  fol- 
low the  adoption  of  some  of  those  remedial 
measures.  But  there  might  be  a  way  in 
which  the  inquiry  might  be  rendered  unne- 
cessary, if  the  noble  Lord  were  to  take  the 
chance  of  carrying  these  bills  with  tem- 
perate and  wise  provisions,  so  that  before 
the  committee  entered  into  the  inquiry 
they  might  be  told,  "  We  have  got  these 
remedial  measures."  He  meant  to  say, 
that  when  these  bills  should  be  passed,  the 
strongest  enemies  of  bribery  would  not 
care  for  this  inquiry.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  let  them  not  give  up  the  bird  in  the 
hand  for  two  in  the  bush.  Now,  there 
were  those  who  objected  to  refer  these 
cases  to  inquiry.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  think  that  the  matter  not  having  beea 
introduced  in  the  first  reference,  it  would 
afford  a  precedent  for  making  such  matters 
the  subject  of  constant  reference,  and  that 
whatever  might  occur  in  future,  the  House 
would  become  a  standing  committee  to 
which  these  cases  might  be  referred.  He 
admitted  the  force  of  this  argument,  but 
the  case  of  Bridport  was  one  which,  ia 
order  of  time,  ought  to  have  been  taJcea 
first.  It  was  an  oversight  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  that  he  had  not 
done  so.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, in  conclusion,  said  he  would  move 
only  the  first  part  of  his  motion,  leaving 
the  second  part  as  an  adjourned  debate. 

Sir  K  Peel  thought  the  best  course 
would  be  to  postpone  the  decision  on  the 
question  as  to  the  reference  to  the  com-i 
mittee  to  another  day.  But  there  was 
another  point  worthy  of  consideration-^ 
namely,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  had  a  bill  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House,  given  an  indemnity 
to  witnesses  in  particular  cases  which  were 
to  go  before  this  committee,  and  that 
committee  would  have  additional  facilities 
of  hearing  witnesses  upon  oath.  -If  this 
petition  were  referred  to  ai)other,€m¥Sit- 
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tee,  the  power  of  that  committee  would 
be  much  less  extensive.  He  thought  that 
the  multiplicatioo  of  these  bills  of  iudem- 
nitj  would  be  a  great  evil,  as  affecting  the 
privileges  of  the  House. 

The  House  divided  on  Mr.  C.  Buller's 
motion — Ayes  156;  Noes  37:  Majority 
119. 

List  of  the  At  £8. 

Grogan,  £. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
HamiItOD,iW.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.SirH. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acton,  Col. 
Aglionby,  H.  A« 
Aldam,  W. 
Archbold,  R. 
Bailey,  J., 
Baldwin,  d* 
fiaring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Bemal,  Capt. 
Blackbume,  J.  I. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bramston,T.W. 
Broadlev,  H. 
Brocklenant,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bunbury,T. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Bvng,  G. 
Cuapman,  B. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Qayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cockbum,rt.hn.Sir  G. 
Corry,  rt.  hn*  H. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Dawnay,  hn.  W.  H. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Dnndas,  Admiral 
Dundas,  F. 
East.  J.  B. 
Easthope,  Sir  J. 
Ellis,  W. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Evans,  W. 
Field  en,  J, 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M . 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Gill,T. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goulbum,  rt.hn.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.C. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
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Heathcoat,  J, 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Howard,  hn.  J.  K. 
Howard,  hn.  £.  G.  G. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jermyo,  Earl 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jolliffe,SirW.  G.  H. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W,  S. 
Lawson,A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Litton,  E. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Mcynell,  Capt. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Munday,  E.  M. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  J, 
Ogle,S.C.  H. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
philips,  G.  R. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Praed,  W.  T. 


Puaey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rashbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seale,  Sir  J.  H. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Shell,  rt.  hn.  R.  L. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,hon.  W.  O. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Towneley,  J. 


Trail,  G. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Waddington,U.  S. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Yorke,  H.  R. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Buller,  C. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Allix,  J.  P. 
Bagge,  W. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Burrell,SirC.  M. 
Carnegie,  hon.  Capt. 
Christmas,  W. 
Colville,  C.  R. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  J.  D.S. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Goring,  C. 
Henley,  J.  W. 


Hodgson,  R. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackenzie,  W.F. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Neville,  R. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Pollington,  Visct 
Richards,  R. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Stuart,  H. 
Trotter,  J. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

TELLEBS. 

Escott,  B. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 


Mr.  C.  BuUer  then  moved, 

''  That  such  inquiry  be  referred  to  the  select 
committee  appointed  to  inquire  whether  such 
compromises  have  been  entered  into,  and 
whether  such  bribery  has  taken  place.in  the 
towns  of  Harwich,  Nottingham,  Lewes,  Pen* 
ryn  and  Falmouth,  and  Reading." 

Mr.  G.  Bankes  protested  against  the 
House  then  going  into  the  question,  and 
called  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
to  name  some  other  time  at  which  he 
would  bring  it  on. 

Mr.  Ferrand  submitted  to  the  House, 
whether  it  would  not  be  an  act  of  even- 
handed  justice,  wherever  a  petition,  charg- 
ing bribery  and  corruption,  had  been  pre- 
sented from  any  city,  borough,  or  county, 
to  refer  that  also  to  the  same  cororoitt^. 
21 
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Mr.  Darby  said,  he  had  been  convinced 
by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tiverton  ^Viscount  Palroeraton), 
and  he  thought  it  rather  hard  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  use  such  convincing  argu- 
ments and  not  support  them  by  his  vote. 

Viscount  PcUmerston  was  very  much 
flattered  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  been  convinced  by  any  speech  of  his ; 
it  was  not  often  that  speeches  wrought 
conviction  in  that  House  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  attended  to  his  speech,  he 
would  have  seen  that  he  (Visount  Palmer- 
ston)  considered  inquiry  objectionable,  but 
as  long  as  the  committee  existed  he  should 
vote  for  referring  every  case  to  its  consi- 
deration. 

Debate  adjourned. 

The  House  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  May  30,  1842. 

MfNiina.    BiLU.    PuNie.— 2*-  Jurisdiction  of  Juitlc». 
Acp»r<Mk— PentoBvilk  Prison;    Fines  and  Rcaoifvtia 
(Wales  and  CbahiTe);  Roasted  Malt 
3*'  and  passed:— Punishment  of  Death  (Ireland). 
Private,— I*-  Indemnity  Mutual  Marine  Assurance  Com- 
pany}   The   Duk«  of  firidgewatcr's    Tyustees    BsCste 
(Archbishop   of  York's);     Rosuma's  Picno    Lambefi 
Flavian,  and  others  Natoraliaationi    Lert»asiUes,  Jean 
Baptiste,  and  othen  Naturalisation  i  Verooosin*  Piene 
Frederic  Kugboe  NaturaHiaition. 
!2«    Rudyenfs  Estate. 

lU^mi,    Notthgn  Union  (NewcasOvtnd  DsrBqgtdn 
Junction)  Kailinqrt  Charterhouse  Estate;    Bristol  asMl 
Glouoertar  Railway i   Slag  Roads;   Forth  ad  Clyd» 
Navigation  (specially). 
3*'  and  passed  :—Ofeenock  Harboun. 

Pjrrinoifs  PnaasiiTBO.  By  Viscount  Lotton,  nd  Lord 
Ixwd  Blayney,  ftoni  Lismore,  and  KiUevan,  Ite  tho 
Enoounvement  of  SdMwIs  in  connection  with  the  dnsNli 
Education  Society  (Treknd).->-By  the  Earl  of  Rosabary, 
ftom  Midmar«  and  Magilligan,  for  the  Alteration  of  the 
Law  respectiog  the  Scottish  (ihurdi.  —From  the  Romaa 
Catholics  of  Bristol*  Ibr  a  Retter  Religioua  Instntetiofi 
for  the  CatholiOB  tai  thi  Army  and  Navy. 

Irish  Poor-Law  Commissioners.] 
The  Earl  of  Glengall  had  to  submit  a 
motion  to  which  he  did  not  anticipate 
that  there  would  be  an;  objection.  It 
related  to  the  salaries  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners  in  Ireland.  He  understood 
that  those  commissioners  had  each  a  salary 
of  800/.  per  annum,  besides  which,  there 
was  an  allowance  of  one  guinea  per  day 
for  table  money,  and  an  allowance  of  ano- 
ther guinea  per  day  for  travelling  expenses 
making  the  receipts  of  each  commissioner 
amount  to  from  1,500/.  to  1,600/.  a-year. 
This  might  be  right  or  it  might  be  wrong, 
but  it  would  be  well  to  know  what  the  fact 
was.     He  would,  therefore,  now  move — 

**  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Hoase,  an 


account  of  the  salaries,  allowances,  and  travel, 
ling  expeoees  of  the  Poor-law  Conrnkissionefs 
in  Ireland.'' 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Statb  of  TiPPERAitT.]  The  Earl  of 
Olengall  said,  that  he  had  now  another 
motion  to  submit,  to  which  also  he  did 
not  think  there  would  be  any  objection  on 
the  part  of  their  Lordships.  It  was  for  a 
return  of  the  number  of  rewards  offered 
by  order  of  the  Government  of  Ireland, 
for  the  apprehension  of  offenders,  and  alsa 
the  number  of  such  rewards  claimed  and 
paid  in  the  year  1841,  and  also  a  return 
of  the  number  of  outrages  reported  to  the 
Government  in  the  same  year.  He  wooM 
now,  in  a  very  few  words,  call  the  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordships  to  the  disturbancea 
which  had  taken  place  lately,  to  the 
North  Riding  of  the  county  of  Tipperary ; 
but  he  wouki  not  have  adverted  to  this 
subject,  or  submitted  the  present  rootioo, 
did  he  not  feel  that  some  observation  waa 
called  for,  lest  there  should  be  some  mif* 
conception  or  misconstruction  of  some 
words  which  had  fallen  from  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Wharncliffe)  in  a  short  con- 
versation on  the  state  of  the  county  of 
Tipperary  on  Friday  evening  last.  Any 
one  who  was  thoroughly  acquamted  with 
the  state  of  that  coonty— he  alluded  more 
particulariy  to  the  North  Ridmg^masl 
agree  with  him  that  there  was  great  dan« 
ger  from  any  misconception  as  to  the  acta 
of  the  magistrates^  or  resident  gentry 
there.  The  magistrate*  themselves,  were 
fully  aware  of  the  periloua  sitaatioo  in 
which  they  were  placed,  and  how  easy  it 
would  be  to  make  that  siination  still  more 
perilous,  by  any  misconception  gaining 
publicity  aa  to  their  conduct.  Some  alln- 
sion  had  been  made  to  the  conduct  of  some 
of  the  petty  landlords  of  the  counUv  aa 
not  being  kind  to  their  tenants.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  some  such  might  not  be 
found,  but  it  so  happened,  that  none  of 
the  outrages  to  which  he  had  referred  had 
occurred  in  consequence  of  any  act  of 
such  landlorda.  Indeed,  even  the  most 
Radical  newspapers  bad  not  ventured  to 
charge  any  act  of  outrage  to  the  con- 
duct of  any  auch  parties.  It  waa  no«r 
notorioQS  that  murders  had  been  commit- 
ted in  the  open  day,  and  outra|;ea  of  all 
kinds  had  been  perpetrated  with  impunity. 
Such,  indeed,  was  the  state  of  the  county, 
and  such  was  the  extent  to  which  intimi- 
dation  waa  carried,  that  a   respeetabl£ 
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individual^  who  had  made  an  agreement 
to  let  his  hoase  for  a  police-station,  was 
compelfed  to  break  his  engagement,  and 
the  police  were  obliged  to  encamp  under 
canfass  for  a  time.  There  was  also  the 
case  of  Mr.  Hall,  who  had  been  assaulted, 
and  who  was  a  gentleman  against  whom 
no  charge  had  ever  been  made,  of  any 
unjost  or  harsh  conduct  to  bis  tenants. 
In  Che  case  of  Gainor's  farm,  which  be- 
longed to  a  respectable  individual,  there 
was,  as  in  that  of  Mr.  Hall,  not  a  shadow 
of  a  pretext  for  charging  the  owner  with 
any  harshness  to  those  who  might  be  said 
to  be  dependent  on  him.  But  it  was  use- 
less for  him  to  cite  cases  of  this  sort  of 
outrage.  Re  looked  upon  the  whole  of 
these  outrages  as  the  result  of  a  general 
consprracy  against  the  authorities  and  laws 
ct  the  land,  and  agamst  all  social  order. 
No  class,  however  estimable,  was  safe  from 
becoming  the  victims  of  such  outrages. 
Their  Lo^sfarps,  no  doubt,  recollected  the 
mekncfaoly  case  of  the  late  lamented  no- 
bleman (the  Earl  of  Norbury),  who  was 
shot  ainiost  at  his  own  door.  What  had 
been  his  offence  ?  He  had  extensive  es- 
tates, and  to  that  part  of  one  on  which  he 
resided,  he  was  anxious  to  add  about  120 
acres  to  his  park.  To  complete  this,  it 
was  necessary  that  the  holders  of  some 
small  tenements  om  the  land  should  be 
remoted.  But  that  was  done  without 
anything  like  harshness,  and  all  the  parties 
who  wens  removed,  were  paid ;  but  that, 
it  appeared,  did  not  satisfy  the  disaffected, 
ami  the  noble  Earl  soon  after  perished  by 
a  brutal  assassination.  There  was  the 
case  of  another  large  landed  proprietor — 
a  nobb  Lord,  trho,  at  the  close  of  his 
office,  as  the  representative  of  his  Sove- 
reign in  Ireland,  had  purchased  large  pro- 
perty in  the  country,  and  who  was  one  of 
the  best  landlords  in  Ireland,  yet  no  man 
in  the  country  was  more  annoyed  and  per- 
secuted than  he  was.  What  let  him  ask, 
was  the  cause  of  those  outrages  ?  What 
was  the  cause  of  those  systematic  attacks 
on  all  law  and  socral  order  ?  How  was 
it,  that  such  acts  were  allowed  to  escape 
with  impunity  ?  The  cause  would  be 
found  in  the  fact,  that  such  was  the  state 
of  society  that  witnesses  could  not  be 
found  to  give  evidence,  or  jurors  to  con- 
vict. If  witnesses  were  found  willing  to 
give  evidence  as  to  the  cotntnrssion  of  any 
serious  outrage,  they,  and  their  families, 
were  oblif^ed  to  be  sent  to  the  Canadas  or 
10  Ibe  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  to  prevent 
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their  being  murdered.  Formerly,  it  was 
the  practice  to  intimidate  jurors,  so  as  to 
induce  them  to  stay  from  the  assize  courts, 
but  now  they  were  compelled  to  attend  ; 
and,  as  was  stated  by  Mr.  Garmicbael  in 
his  report,  instances  were  not  unfrequent 
of  one  man  holding  out  against  his  eleven 
brother  jurors,  until  it  was  found  impossible 
they  could  agree.  They  weredischarged, 
and  the  trial  was  put  off  to  the  next  assizes, 
but  long  before  they  came  about,  the  wit- 
nesses were  all  removed,  so  as  to  be  out  of 
the  reach  of  any  process  of  the  court. 
These  things  took  place,  let  it  be  borne  in 
mind,  on  trials  for  outrages  of  the  most  atro- 
cious character,  and  in  this  way  some  well- 
known — some  most  notorious  offenders, 
got  off  with  impunity.  It  was  perfectly 
well  known  in  Ireland  that  the  murderers 
of  Mr.  Bryan  were  now  walking  about 
without  molestation,  having  obtained  an 
acquittal  by  means  such  as  those  to  which 
he  had  alluded.  It  was  known  that  be- 
tween December,  1836,  and  December, 
1840,  there  had  been  3,905  rewards  of- 
fered by  Government  for  the  apprehension 
and  conviction  of  offenders.  Those  rewards 
generally  amounted  to  from  50L  to  100/. 
each  ;  but  out  of  these  how  many  did  their 
Lordships  think  were  claimed  and  paid  ? 
Just  107  out  of  the  3,905.  How  different 
was  the  result  of  the  administratk>n  of  the 
law  in  England !  He  bad  taken  the  number 
of  commitments  and  convictions  in  four 
large  counties  in  England,  and  contrasted 
them  with  four  counties  in  Ireland.  He 
had  taken  Staffordshire,  Surrey,  Warwick, 
and  York,  and  contrasted  them  with  Cork, 
Limerick,  Sligo,  and  Tipperary,  and  be 
found,  that  in  the  English  counties  two- 
thirds  of  those  committed  were  convicted, 
— while  in  Ireland  rt  was  the  reverse ;  for 
theretwo-thtrds  of  those  committed  were  ac- 
quitted— and,  consMering  the  way  in  which 
the  people  were  excited  by  the  priests,  he 
should  not  be  surprised  if  the  acquittals 
were  much  greater.  Considering  the  num- 
bers whose  whole  occupation  was  that  of 
exciting  the  people  against  the  Qovern- 
ment  and  the  local  authorities,  it  would 
not  surprise  him  if  the  state  of  Ireland 
were  to  become  much  worse  than  at  present. 
The  whole  country  was  inundated  with 
those  chapmen  of  sedition  and  dealers  in 
revolution,  for  the  purpose  of  unsettling 
the  property  of  the  country ;  and  to  what 
end?  To  sow  dissensions  between  the 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland.  It  was 
to  thit  end  that  so  many  declaraltont  and 
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statemenU  were  sent  forth  from  the  Corn 
Exchange  in  Dublin  ;  and,  considering  the 
zeal  and   perseverance  with  which   these 
statements  were  circalated   through   the 
country,  it  could  not  excite  surprise  to  find 
the  whole  country  in  a  state  of  revolt ; 
and  so  it  would  be  but  that,  fortunately 
for  the  country,  there  was — in  despite  of 
all  efforts  to  prevent  it — a  better  feeling 
growing  up  between  landlords  and  tenants. 
With  respect  to  the  priests,  he  was  far 
from   denying,   that  there  were  amongst 
them  many  very  excellent  and  well  dis- 
posed  individuals,   who  did   all  in  their 
power  to  dissuade  the  people  from  violent 
and  outrageous  courses.     He  was  aware 
that  there  were  in  this  county  two  highly 
respectable   Roman  Catholic  clergymen, 
who  openly  denounced  this  system  of  out- 
rage and  endeavoured  to  dissuade  the  peo- 
ple from  joining  in  it.     It  was  high  time 
that  such  a  step  was  taken,  for  if  it  had 
not  been  so,  the  North  Riding  of  Tip- 
perary  would  before  this  have  been  in  as 
great  a  state  of  insurrection  as  the  country 
was  ID  the  year    1798.      He  sincerely 
thanked   those  rev.  Gentlemen  for  their 
exertions.     He  hoped  the  example  which 
they  had  set  would  be  followed  by  others 
of  their  rer,  brethren  in  Ireland ;  sincerely 
should  he  feel  grateful  to  them  for  it.   He 
was  well  aware  that  there  were  in  Ireland 
as  good  Roman  Catholic  clergymen  as 
there  were  Protestant  clergymen  in  Eng- 
land or  Ireland,  and  he  gave  to  all  such 
full  credit  for  their  intentions;    but  he 
must  draw   a  broad  line  of  distinction 
between  such  clergymen  and  those  who 
might  be  called   the  youthful  agitating 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland.    To 
them  and  to  the  excitement  they  caused, 
was  Ireland  indebted  for  many  of  the  evils 
which  she  now  suffered.     They  were  the 
most  active  agents  at  the  hustings — they 
took  the  lead  in  the  registrations — they 
were  the  active  agitators  for  the  election 
of  men  of  their  own  party  as  Poor-law 
guardians.     The  youthful  Catholic  clergy 
were  the  most  active  agitators  in  the  cause 
of  repeal — the  earnest  collectors  of  the  sub- 
scriptions for  that  object.     It  was  notori- 
ous that,  but  for  their  exertions,  the  repeal 
fund   would  not  have   reached   to  one- 
tenth  of  its  present  amount.    These  were 
facts  which  could  not  be  denied  by  any 
who  were  acquainted   with  the  state  of 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment.     While 
he  was  on  this  subject  let  him  advert  to 
one  circumstance.     It  was  well  known 


that  sums  of  money  had  been  forwarded 
from  the  sympathizers  in  the  United  States 
of  America,  but  they  were  not  sent  for 
such  purposes  as  those  to  which  they  had 
been  applied,  such  as  they  were,  by  the 
keepers  of  the  Repeal  treasury.  The  money 
was  sent  in  the  hope  that  recourse  would 
be  had  to  arms  by  the  Repealers,  and  that 
it  would  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  pow- 
der and  ball  and  other  munitions  of  war ; 
and  no  doubt  the  ''  sympathizers"  would 
feel  much  disappointed  at  finding  that 
their  money  had  been  applied  so  very 
different  from  what  they  intended.  No 
doubt,  after  learning  its  application,  the 
remission  of  further  sums  for  repeal 
**  agitation  **  would  be  stopped.  Let  the 
young  priests  of  Ireland,  then,  take  warn- 
ing and  stop  in  time.  Let  them  take  the 
excellent  example  of  many  respectable 
members  of  the  Catholic  priesthood.  Let 
them  look  to  what  had  been  gained  by 
the  Catholic  church  from  revolution  in 
every  part  of  the  world.  Let  them  look 
at  what  took  place  in  the  united  provinces 
of  Holland.  Let  them  look  at  what  had 
been  the  consequences  to  their  church  by 
the  revolution  of  England  in  1688.  Let 
them  look  at  Spain,  for  the  church  of 
which  so  much  sympathy  had  been 
expressed  in  Ireland.  What  had  the 
Catholic  church  in  Spain  gained  by  re- 
volution? If  they  considered  these  cir- 
cumstances they  would  perceive  how  little 
they  could  gain  by  agitation  for  purposes 
which  if  they  were  gained  could  proiduce 
only  revolution.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  moving  for  the  returns  already 
mentioned. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  would  be  sorry  were 
there  to  be  any  misconception  or  miscon- 
struction  of  observations  that  fell  from 
him,and  still  more  should  it  risk  any  injury 
or  danger  to  others.  What  he  said  on 
Friday  last  when  this  subject  was  a  mat- 
ter of  conversation  for  a  short  time  was, 
that  when  he  was  one  of  the  select  com- 
mittee on  Irish  affairs  a  few  years  ago,  he 
was  much  gratified  at  finding  an  improved 
feeling  on  the  part  of  Irish  landlords  to- 
wards their  tenants,  and  a  desire  to  better 
their  condition,  but  he  added  that  he  had 
known  instances  in  which  landlords  had 
used  the  rights  of  property  in  a  manner 
which  was  indefensible.  These,  he  had 
added,  were  instances  not  confined  ex- 
clusively to  the  Tory  or  Conservative 
party,  but  might  have  been  observed  in 
those  who  called  themselves  Liberals,  and 
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who  were  80«— at  least  in  their  speeches. 
He,  howefer,  did  not  impute  the  state  of 
Tipperary  as  matters  of  blame  to  any 
party.  If  outrages  existed,  much  of  them 
might,  no  doubt,  be  regarded  as  the  effects 
of  former  disorders  and  mislead ings,  and 
much,  perhaps  the  greater  part  of  the  re- 
cent outrages,  might  be  traced  to  feelings 
of  private  revenge,  arising  out  of  family 
disputes :  and  such  disorders  could  not  be 
cured  until  the  return  of  the  people  to  a 
better  state  of  feeling. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  said,  as 
the  noble  Earl  had  brought  on  this  motion 
without  notice  it  could  not  be  expected 
that  other  noble  Lords  would  be  prepared 
to  follow  him  in  his  statements.  No  doubt 
the  noble  Earl  had  a  perfect  right  to  take 
that  course,  and  he  would  not  have  arisen 
to  offer  a  word,  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
have  it  inferred  that  his  silence  might  be 
taken  as  acquiescing  in  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Earl.  Leaving  the  question  of 
the  proportion  of  committals  and  convic- 
tions, on  which  he  did  not  wish  to  enter 
at  present,  he  would  say  a  word  as  to  the 
Catholic  priests,  and  in  justice  to  that 
body  he  must  express  a  hope  that  the  noble 
Earl  did  not  impute  to  them  a  desire  to 
encourage  crime.  No  doubt  there  were 
Catholic  as  well  as  Protestant  clergymen 
who  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  in  this  country, 
interfered  more  actively  in  politics  than 
was  desirable,  but  their  political  agitation 
•was  not  connected  with  agrarian  outrages. 
That  was  always  to  be  regretted,  but  then 
let  him  state  what  he  knew  as  coming 
within  his  own  observation — that  while 
acting  as  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  he 
had  received  the  most  effective  assistance 
from  Catholic  priests,  and  from  that  body 
generally.  He  understood  that  the  noble 
Lord  who  now  filled  the  office  of  Irish 
Secretary  had  recently  availed  himself  of 
an  opportunity  of  bearing  similar  testimony 
to  the  services  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy. 

Earl  Fortescue  said,  that  having  heard 
only  a  part  of  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Earl,  he  could  not  follow  him  into 
all  his  remarks,  but  in  what  he  had  heard 
he  could  not  concur.  All  who  had  at- 
tended to  the  subject  would  admit  that  of 
late  years,  say  within  the  last  three  or  four, 
there  had  been  a  diminution  of  crime  in 
Ireland.  During  the  time  in  which  he 
held  the  office  of  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land homicides  had  diminished  fifty  per 
aonum ;  and  from  what  he  bad  beard,  he 


believed  the  diminution  continued  to  the 
present  time.  With  respect  to  the  Catho- 
lic priests  in  Ireland,  he  would  admit  that 
there,  as  well  as  in  this  country,  were  men 
in  holy  orders  who  mixed  themselves  up 
very  indiscreetly  in  political  affairs,  but 
when  he  said  this,  let  him  injustice  add, 
that  from  no  men  or  party  in  Ireland  bad 
he  received  such  able  assistance  in  the 
prevention  and  suppression  of  crime  as  he 
had  from  Roman  Catholic  priests. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  could 
bear  his  testimony  to  the  able  assistance 
derived  from  the  Catholic  clergy  of  Ire- 
land in  the  prevention  and  suppression  of 
crime.  As  one  means  of  the  latter  he 
would  suggest  a  discreet  enforcement  of 
the  Arms  Act.  This  subject  received,  he 
thought,  too  little  attention  from  the  po- 
lice. When  they  found  a  district  quiet 
they  kept  no  sharp  look  out  for  concealed 
arms.  He  thought  that  if  a  sharp  look 
out  were  kept  at  the  beginning  of  winter 
the  police  might  be  soon  in  the  possession 
of  every  gun  in  the  district. 

The  Earl  of  Glengall:  The  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Normanby)  had  said, 
that  agitation  was  not  necessarily  connected 
with  crime ;  but  did  the  noble  Marquess 
recollect  the  remark  of  one  of  his  most 
distinguished  predecessors  in  the  Govern* 
ment  of  Ireland — he  meant  the  Marquess 
Wellesley — than  whom  no  higher  autho- 
rity could  be  quoted?  That  eminent 
statesman  had  said,  with  respect  to  Ire- 
land, that  he  could  not  separate  crime 
from  agitation.  In  that  remark  he  most 
fully  concurred.  He  thought  it  impossible 
to  separate  crime  from  agitation.  If  they 
wanted  an  illustration  of  this  stronger  than 
another,  let  them  look  at  the  murders  and 
outrages  which  had  been  committed  with 
the  view  to  prevent  men  from  voting  at  the 
election  for  Tipperary.  Men  were  taught 
first  to  combine  to  defeat  the  law — they 
were  taught  to  combine  in  attacks  on 
person  and  property  —  they  were  next 
taught  to  combine  to  prevent  voting  at 
elections,  and,  if  nothing  less  could  avail, 
to  do  so  by  murder.  With  these  facts 
before  him,  to  what  other  conclusion  could 
he  come  than  this,  that  agitation,  intimi- 
dation, and  crime,  went  hand  in  hand, 
and  law  and  justice  were  defeated,  because 
men  were  deterred  from  coming  forward 
in  serious  cases  !  As  to  the  diminution  of 
crime,  he  did  not  deny  that  the  returns 
showed  some,  but  it  did  not  appear  that 
there  was  any  increase  of^conviction^ai 
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compared  with  comaitmeats.  He  did  not 
find  ID  the  returns  which  had  been  made 
any  mention  of  the  3,905  rewards  offered, 
and  the  comparatively  small  number  of 
claimants  of  those  rewards  for  apprehend- 
ing and  convicting  felons.  As  to  what  the 
noble  Marquess  had  said  of  his  remarks 
on  the  conduct  of  the  priests  in  Ireland, 
the  noble  Marquess  should  recollect  what 
he  had  said — ^that  a  broad  margin  and 
wide  distinction  should  be  made  between 
the  respectable  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland 
and  those  young  agitating  priests  who 
made  themselves  so  prominently  busy  on 
all  public  occasions  in  which  they  ought 
not  to  interfere.  With  respect  to  these  he 
again  would  say,  that  he  could  not  retract 
what  be  had  said — that  he  could  not  se- 
parate crime  from  agitation,  and  that  he 
charged  with  such  agitation  those  young 
priests  who  were  constantly  inciting  their 
flocks  in  chapels  and  chapel-yards  on 
Sundays  and  festival  days.  This  agitation 
he  looked  upon  as  the  fruitful  source  of 
much  mischief  to  Ireland. 

Lord  Cloncurry  lamented  as  much  as 
any  one  the. amount  of  crime  now  preva- 
lent in  Ireland.  It  gave  him  much  pain, 
and  it  reflected  great  disgrace  upon  the 
people  where  it  occurred ;  but  it  was  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  these  crimes  were 
the  fruit  of  past  errors  in  the  government 
of  the  people.  Noble  Lords  ought  to 
bear  in  mind  that  there  were  3,000  Ca- 
tholic priests  in  Ireland,  and  he  would 
undertake  to  say  that  there  was  not  10 
per  cent. — he  would  say  not  5  per  cent.— 
of  the  whole  engaged  in  the  work  of  agi- 
tation* There  were  many  whose  daily  ef- 
forts were  exerted  to  put  down  crime  and 
agitation.  It  was  true,  there  were  many 
of  the  young  aspirants  in  the  Catholic 
priesthood  who  did  take  a  part  in  agi* 
tation,  which  it  would  be  better  for  them 
to  abstain  from  doing;  but  it  should  be 
remembered  that  they  depended  upon  the 
eleemosynary  subscriptions  from  their 
flocks  for  their  subsistence,  and  who  were, 
in  a  manner,  obliged  to  act  in  accordance 
with  the  feelings  of  their  flocks.  The 
only  support  they  derived  from  Govern- 
ment was  the  small  pittance  granted  to 
Maynooth  College,  and  which  many  noble 
Lords  were  constantly  presenting  petitions 
to  withhold  from  them.  The  Catholic 
priesthood  of  Ireland  were,  as  a  body,  as 
well-conducted  and  as  religiously  and 
peaceably  inclined  as  any  body  of  men 
could  be«    But  there  were  many  of  the 


magistracy  of  that  country  whose  conduct 
could  not  bear  comparison  with  the  priests 
— men  who,  if  not  convicted  of  oriost, 
were  often  guilty  of  the  greatest  impro- 
prieties. This  fact  was  boroe  out  by  the 
necessity  of  the  Government  being  de- 
pendent upon  stipendiary  asagistratee. 
What  was  the  cause  of  the  fact  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  mentioned  of  the 
convictions  in  England  being  much  greater 
in  proportion  to  the  committals,  than  ia 
Ireland?  It  arose  from  the  circumstance 
that  the  Irish  magistrates  often  committed 
men  without  sufficient  evidence  to  warrant 
their  committal — ["  No,  no."]  He  was 
quite  convinced  of  this,  and  he  was  certain 
that  if  a  different  principle  of  acting  to- 
wards the  people  of  Ireland  were  adopted, 
they  would  be  found  as  obedient  to  the 
laws  as  any  people  upon  earth.  In  his 
own  county  (Limerick),  which  was  ad- 
joining the  county  of  Tipperary,  through- 
out the  extent  of  his  own  property^  no  of- 
fender had  been  apprehended  for  several 
weeks. 

The  Marquess  of  Downshire  heard  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  with  great  paio. 
The  noble  Lord  appeared  anxious  to  stand 
up  for  the  character  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic priesthood  of  Ireland,  and  for  that  he 
did  not  quarrel  with  him*  He  felt  great 
respect  for  that  body  of  men,  but  he  must 
draw  the  same  distinction  that  had  bean 
so  forcibly  drawn  by  his  noble  Friend  on 
this  side  of  the  House  between  those  rev. 
Gentlemen  who  attended  to  the  spiritual 
duties  imposed  upon  them,  and  those  who 
mixed  themselves  up  with  political  agita- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  had,  in  order  to 
strengthen  his  argument  in  favour  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood,  oast  some  re-> 
flections  upon  the  magistrates  of  Ireland, 
which  he  (the  Marquess  of  Downshire) 
could  not  concur  in.  He  believed  there 
was  no  body  of  men  in  any  country  who 
more  zealously  devoted  their  time  gratuit- 
ously to  the  best  of  their  ability  to  ad- 
vance the  interests  of  the  people^  and  ad- 
minister the  laws  amongst  them  than  the 
magistracy  of  Ireland.  With  respect  to 
that  county  where  unfortunately  these 
murders  and  outrages  had  lately  taken 
place,  he  believed  it  would  be  found  upon 
inquiry  that  the  magistracy  there  had  de- 
voted their  time  and  exposed  their  lives  in 
endeavouring  to  do  justice  towards  all, 
and  administering  the  laws  to  the  best  of 
their  power. 

Lord  Lorton  would  make  i 
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aerfaiion.  The  conduct  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  had  been  much  eulogised, 
but  he  believed  chey  were  to  a  man  Re- 
peakn ;  if  that  did  not  constitute  them 
agitators,  he  did  not  know  what  would. 

The  Marquets  of  Cimnrwarde  was  not 
aware  of  the  fact,  but  if  he  were  in  favour 
of  a  repeal  of  the  union  he  would  not  be 
ashamed  to  avow  it*  The  Act  of  Union 
WM  mAj  an  act  of  Parliament,  and  he 
saw  no  more  haim  in  aakiag  for  its  repeal 
than  in  asking  for  the  repeat  of  any  other 
not  of  tht  Le^atinv. 

The  Marquess  of  Ncrwumby  was  able 
to  deny  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  that  all  tlM  Catholic  clergy  were 
Ri^iealersy  from  his  own  experience. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PbktovvillbPaison.^  Lord  Whrnm-- 
cUfft  aaid,  that  on  moving  that  this  bill 
lie  commitled,  lie  would  idea  the  oppor- 
tunity of  requesting  his  noble  Friend 
(Lora  Colborne)  not  to  press  his  notion 
lor  a  copy  of  the  report  of  Dt,  Bailey  re- 
lative to  the  General  Penitentiary.  He 
ted  read  chat  report,  and  admitted  that  it 
was  very  aUy  drawn  up.  It  contained 
many  exceUent  saggastions,  but  there 
wan  reasons  which  ande  it  desirable  that 
Uie  lapoK  sboald  aat  be  priaced  at  pre- 
aant.  Many  of  the  evils  of  the  existing 
ayetem  woakl  be  avoided  by  the  plan  to 
1^  adopted  in  ibe  now  model  prison^  and 
it  was  of  importance  that  every  facility 
ahoald  be  given  to  have  a  &ir  and  cam- 
plele  trial  of  the  system  of  secondary  po- 
nisbment  nbioh  tbia  bill  would  establish 
in  tbis-oaantry. 

Lord  €M&rmB  aaid,  that  after  the  state- 
uMot  asade  by  bis  aahle  Friend,  he  cer- 
tainly could  not  press  for  the  praduction 
of  die  report. 

Hie  Marqoess  of  Narmanky  concurred 
artth  the  noble  Lord  opposite  that  it  was 
very  desirable,  at  least  for  the  present, 
that  Dr.  Bailey's  report  should  not  be 
made  fabhc.  Dr.  Bailey  bad  devoted 
bis  attention  to  the  sai^ect  with  very 
grant  ability  and  success,  and  had  fur- 
niahsd  a  very  able  report.  He  hoped 
that  the  aMasare  woukl  be  considered 
aserely  as  an  cxperimoaty  and  that  it 
wonkf  have  a  fair  irial. 

Bill  want  thiaugh  oamasitlee. 


JvEisDiCTioa  OF  JuTicsa.]  The  Lard 
CktmcMor  woved  the  seoond  leading  of 
lha<iansdiGUon  ai  Jastices  fiilL    it  was 


founded  upon  a  report  made  by  a  com- 
mission appointed  to  inquire  into  the  cri- 
minal jurisprudence  of  the  country,  and 
that  bill  had  been  prepared  by  the  late 
Government.  The  object  of  it  was  to 
transfer  the  trial  of  many  oflfences  that 
were  not  of  a  capiul  description  from  the 
assizes  to  the  court  of  quarter  sessions. 
Those  offences  that  were  punishable  with 
death  or  transportation  for  life,  were  still 
to  be  tried  at  the  assizes ;  but  other  of- 
fences, except  certain  specified  ones  which 
were  of  a  peculiar  character,  were  to  be 
tried  by  the  magistrates  at  quarter  sessions- 
There  were,  however,  some  offences,  such 
as  diose  that  were  likely  to  lead  to  local 
excitement — cases  arising  out  of  combi- 
nations amongst  trades — out  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Reform  Bill,  and  the  Parliamentary 
Reform  Bill— which  it  was  thought  ad- 
visable should  foe  tried  at  the  assizes,  not 
so  much  with  reference  to  the  judges  who 
presided,  as  to  the  juries.  What  he  now 
proposed  was,  that  the  bill  should  be  read 
a  second  time,  and  that  if  any  noble  Lord 
had  any  objection  to  make  to  any  of  the 
clauses  it  would  be  competent  for  him  to 
do  so  in  committee.  He  believed  the  bill 
had  been  framed  with  great  care  and  at- 
tention, under  the  imiMdiate  inspection 
of  the  commissioners  appointed  by  Lord 
John  RosseU. 

Lord  Godolphin  was  understood  to  say, 
that  be  did  not  consider  the  magistrates  at 
quarter  sessions  ought  to  be  placed  on  a 
par  with  the  learned  judges  of  the  land, 
and  that  these  were  many  cases  proposed 
by  this  bill  to  be  tried  at  quarter  sessions 
which  ought  atiU  to  be  tried  at  the  assizes. 
He  would  confine  all  offences  to  the  as- 
sises for  which  parties  on  conviction  were 
liable  to  be  transpoited  for  fifteen  years. 

The  Lard  CkamceUor  said,  he  would 
taike  the  subject  into  consideration  be- 
tween then  and  the  period  when  the  bill 
should  go  into  committee. 

Lord  WhaimcUffe  thought,  that  if  the 
quarter  aeasions  were  not  competent  to 
try  oifences  iiable  to  fifteen  years'  trans- 
portation, they  were  not  competent  to  try 
persons  for  ofi^snces  that  were  punishable 
with  tea  years'  teansportation.  The  ob- 
jection of  the  noUe  Lord  would  apply 
quite  as  atrongly  to  the  one  set  of  offences 
as  the  other.  But  there  appeared  to  bim 
to  be  a  fallacy  on  this  subject.  If  the 
noble  Lord  had  had  as  much  experience 
of  the  business  done  at  quarter  sessions  as 
be  faad|  the  noble  Lord  would  faave  known 


975 


Jurisdiction 


{LORDS} 


of  Jusiices, 


976 


that  greater  skill,  greater  care  and  pati* 
eDce,  was  required  on  the  part  of  jaries  to 
decide  justly  in  minor  offences,  than  larger 
offences.  The  most  difficult  cases  were 
not  felonies,  but  misdemeanors. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  understood 
to  say,  that  those  misdemeanors  to  which 
his  noble  Friend  referred  as  being  dif- 
ficult to  investigate,  would  be  found  to 
be  included  in  the  number  of  offences 
proposed  to  be  tried  by  the  judges  at 
the  assizes.  Were  this  not  the  case, 
bis  classification  of  offences  would  be 
wrong. 

Lord  Campbell  hoped,  that  the  juris- 
diction of  the  quarter  sessions  would  be 
improved  by  this  measure.  If,  indeed, 
those  courts  were  always  presided  over  by 
such  men  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Wharncliffe),  then  he  would  not 
hesitate  to  entrust  cases  of  the  greatest 
difficulty  to  them  ;  but  it  did  happen  that 
many  of  the  chairmen  of  quarter  sessions 
were  certainly  by  no  means  competent  to 
administer  the  law.  A  bill  was  intro- 
duced three  years  ago,  empowering  any 
county  which  thought  (it  to  appoint  a 
professional  chairman,  with  a  salary  to  be 
be  paid  out  of  the  county  rates.  That 
bill  did  not  pass  into  a  law,  but  he  thought 
some  such  measure  absolutely  necessary 
to  the  due  administration  of  the  law  in 
this  country. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  wished  to  observe, 
that  the  bill  now  before  the  House  be- 
came necessary  in  consequence  of  certain 
alterations  which  had  been  made  within  a 
few  years  in  the  criminal  law  of  the  coun- 
try. With  respect  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  quarter  sessions,  he  knew  not  what 
bis  noble  and  learned  Friend's  experience 
was,  but  certainly  for  many  years  of  his 
life  he  attended  the  quarter  sessions  in  five 
or  six  counties,  and  he  must  say  that 
according  to  his  recollection  and  expe- 
rience justice  was  admirably  administered 
in  those  counties,  and  that  the  chair- 
men possessed  a  very  accurate  knowledge 
of  the  criminal  law,  and  administered  it 
most  impartially. 

Lord  Campbell  did  not  mean  to  throw 
the  slightest  disparagement  upon  the 
county  magistrates  or  chairmen,  but  cer- 
tainly,  he  might  make  the  observation, 
that  a  country  squire,  who  occupied  his 
time,  and  that  very  laudably,  in  agricuU 
tural  pursuits,  and  the  sports  of  the  field, 
was  not,  however  zealous  he  might  be 
to  do   his   doty,   the   most   fit 


to   administer  the  criminal  law  of  the 
country. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  thought  a 
country  squire  was  much  more  competent 
than  those  who  devoted  themselves  to 
politics.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
was,  no  doubt,  a  very  good  advocate  for 
his  own  profession,  but  he  hoped^  that  if 
professional  chairmen  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed, they  would  not  be  paid  out  of 
county  ratest  but  out  of  the  consolidated 
fund.  He  thought  this  bill  a  great  im- 
provement ;  and  though  he  did  not  agree 
with  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Godolphin) 
as  to  the  incompetency  of  the  quarter 
sessions,  still  he  concurred  with  him  in 
opinion,  that  such  offences  as  sheep-steal- 
ing and  horse-stealing,  should  be  tried 
before  the  judges  of  the  land.  A  sentence 
pronounced  by  them  would  produce  a 
greater  moral  effect  than  one  passed  by 
the  magistrates  at  quarter  seuions.  He 
thought  the  assizes  ought  to  be  held 
oftener  than  twice  a-year.  Why  should 
a  man  be  only  kept  a  fortnight  in  prison 
before  his  trial  at  the  sessions,  if  accused 
of  sheep-stealing,  but  if  committed  for 
forgery,  be  kept  five  months  in  gaol  ? 

Lord  Brougham  observed,  that  the 
Home  Circuit,  till  lately,  had  three  assizes 
in  the  year.    This  had  been  altered  by 


the  establishment  of  the  Central  Criminal 
Court.  There  never  was  any  reason  why 
the  Home  Circuit  should  have  three  as- 
sizes, more  than  any  of  the  other  circuits; 
except  this,  that  the  counties  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  metropolis,  had  a  greater 
number  of  offences  to  try,  and  a  third 
assizes  was  adopted,  because  it  was  thought 
expedient,  that  the  offenders  should  not 
remain  untried  longer  than  was  absolutely 
necessary.  When  that  act  passed  in 
1834,  several  of  the  counties  in  the  Home 
Circuit  were  included  in  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Central  Criminal  Court.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord,  that  a  more  speedy 
trial  of  offences  would  be  one  of  the  great- 
est improvements  in  the  criminal  law. 
At  the  same  time,  the  difficulty  would  be 
extreme  of  giving  to  all  the  counties  addn 
tional  circuits,  because  there  would  then 
arise  a  necessity  for  a  greater  number  of 
judges.  He  differed  from  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  cross  Benches,  as  to  the  expediency 
of  having  a  chairman  belonging  to  the 
profession  of  the  law.  He  thought,  that 
it  would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage, 
were  the  assizes  presided  over  by  a  learned 
persoojchairman,  and  he  stated  this  without  id- 
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tending  any  invidious  application  to  those 
who  had  hitherto  so  meritoriously,  dili- 
gently, and,  generally  speaking,  so  ably 
discharged  that  office.  He  did  not  think, 
however,  that  the  bill  adverted  to  by  his 
noble  Friend  near  him  (Lord  Campbell) 
would  have  produced  the  effect  intended. 
He  was  afraid,  that  few  counties  would 
make  application  for  a  legal  chairman,  if 
the  expense  was  to  be  borne  by  the  county. 
But  as  it  was  highly  expedient  that  an 
alteration  should  be  made  as  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  chairmen,  he  begged  to  sug- 
gest to  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack, 
that  this  point  would  form  a  fit  adjunct 
to  the  bill  relating  to  county  courts. 

Lord  Wharncliffe  said,  he  had  given* 
no  opinion  as  to  stipendiary  chairmen. 

The  Marquess  of  Narmanby  said,  his 
noble  Friend  stated,  that  he  gave  no 
opinion  as  to  stipendiary  chairmen.  He 
might  be  allowed  to  say,  that  his  noble 
Fnend  would  be  the  last  person  to  feel— 
that  which  every  other  person  felt — the 
accidental  removal  of  a  person,  who,  for 
a  number  of  years,  had  meritoriously  exe- 
cuted those  fnnctions.  His  own  experi- 
ence led  him  to  believe,  that  it  would  be 
highly  desirable  to  make  a  trial  of  the 
experiment  of  a  barrister  as  chairman. 

The  Marquess  of  Northampton  could 
not  help  expressing  his  surprise  at  the 
difficulty  mentioned  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  Why  should  not  additional 
judges  be  appointed  ?  and  as  to  the  ex- 
pence,  this,  m  his  opinion,  ought  never 
to  be  placed  in  competition  with  the  bene- 
fits likely  to  arise  from  the  alteration. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Attempt  to  Shoot  Her  Majesty.] 
The  Earl  of  Oalloway  presented  a  peti- 
tion against  railway  travelling  on  Sunday. 
The  noble  Lord  was  proceeding  to  ask  a 
question  in  relation  to  this  subject,  when 
the  Duke  of  Buccleuch  entered  the  House 
and  whispered  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  These  no- 
ble Lords,  with  the  other  Members  of  the 
Government  immediately  left  the  House. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  almost  instantly  re- 
turned, and  the  fact  that  her  Majesty  had 
been  shot  at  becoming  known,  their  Lord- 
ships at  once  adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  30,  1842. 
Mimms.]    Bills.    PvMic— !••  Eleeton  RcmoraL 


RfportoL— Witneiia  Indemnity. 
PriwOe^V'    Gair's  NaturaUsation. 
Reported.  —  Carlow  Road ;   Liverpool  Borauf^  Court ; 
Saltcoats  Haiiiour;  Tadcaster  and  OUey  Road;  Gravea- 
end  TerraoePier. 

Private,— S"*'  and  passed  :—Clerlcenwell  Improvanent. 
PcTiTfoiia  Piuaiimo.  By  Mr.  Hawes,  from  the  Trustfles 
of  various  Roads,  against,  and  from  J.  Beresford  Turner,  in 
fiivour  of  the  Turnpike  Roads  Bill  i  and  flrom  Dunbar* 
Ron,  Alton,  and  Stroud,  against  the  Exportation  of 
HiU  Coolies  fitmi  British  India.— By  Mr.  T.  Dunoombe^ 
and  Mr.  S.  Wortley,  from  the  Guardians  of  the  Hereford 
Union,  York,  Haithwalte,  and  Meltham,  against  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  Bill.— By  Sir  John  Hanmer,  from 
HuU,  against  the  Introduction  of  a  Clause  compelling 
PubUc  Houses  to  keep  Closed  from  IS  o'clock  on  Satur- 
day night  till  1  o'dock  on  Sunday  morning.— From  John 
Wren,  for  Inquiry,  into  the  late  Election  at  Southampton. 
—By  Sir  H.  Douglas,  from  the  Lq;islative  Council  and 
House  of  Assembly  of  New  Brunswick,  i^jainst  Altera- 
tion of  the  Timber  Duties.— By  Sir  A.  Grant,  from  Cam- 
bridge,  fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Attomies  Certifl- 
catesv— By  Mr.  Jackson,  Lord  Bernard,  and  Mr.  litton, 
ftom  Ferns  Lei^din  Oawry,  Temple  Michad,  Carrign* 
line,  Barmaliaby,  and  Gavaghy,  for  Alteration  of  the 
present  system  of  Education  (Ireland).— From  Roman 
CathoUcs  of  Stocktan-upaa-Tees,  for  Equality  of  Civil 
Right!.- From  Worthing,  and  Chidiester,  against  the 
Property  Tax  BilL— From  Ennis,  in  flivour  of  the 
Rivers  (Ireland)  Bill.— From  Maestcg,  for  Payment  of 
Wages  in  Goods,  instead  of  Money.— From  George 
Williams,  for  Adoption  of  Measures  for  Preventing  Bri- 
bery at  Elections. —  From  Charles  Frederick  Collia 
Barns,  fbr  Inquiry  into  the  Proceedings  of  the  late 
Election  at  Brighton,  and  for  Bxtensian  of  the  Franchise, 
and  vote  by  Ballot.— From  the  Rev.  James  William 
Graves,  for  Relief  on  account  of  the  Amount  of  Tithes 
due  to  him. 

Lyme  Regis  Electiov.]  House  in- 
formed, that  the  committee  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  Lyme  Regis  Election  had 
determined, — 

''  That  William  Pinney,  Esq.,  was  not  duly 
elected  a  Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Par- 
liament for  the  Borough  of  Lyme  Regis. 

<<That  Thomas  Hussey,  Esq.,  was  duly 
elected  and  ought  to  have  been  returned  a 
Burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament 
for  the  Borough  of  Lyme  Regis." 

Determinations  to  be  entered  in  the 
journals.  House  further  informed,  that  the 
committee  had  unanimously  come  to  the 
following  resolutions:-— 

'*  That  the  committee  think  it  right  to  inform 
the  House,  that  although  the  general  charge 
of  bribery,  alleged  in  the  petition,  has  not  been 
gone  into,  yet  it  has  appeared  in  evidence,  in 
the  course  of  the  scrutiny,  that  a  corrupt  prac- 
tice has  for  some  years  prevailed  in  the  Borough 
of  Lyme,  of  lending  money  upon  notes  of  hand, 
bills  of  sale,  or  other  securities,  to  a  consider- 
able portion  of  a  constituency  which  did  not 
exceed  280  by  the  last  registration. 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  a 
practice  so  insidiously  corrupting  and  demo- 
ralising, is  peculiarly  adapted  to  interfere  with 
the  free  and  honest  exercise  of  the  franchise, 
especially  in  small  constituencies  ;  that  it  has 
had  this  effect  in  the  Borough  of  Lyme,  and 
that  it  deserves  serious  attention  and  ir 
on  the  part  of  the  House.  ^  by  ^DO^ 
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Report  to  lie  on  lh«  Table.  Retttrn  to 
be  amended. 

Grand  Juries  (Irelah1>^.]  Mr. 
(yCmnM  whhet)  to  put  a  question  to  the 
noUe  Lordi  the  dietary  for  Ireland.  A 
refiorl  bid  been  fiBcenily  made  on  the 
ffiatidjikry  ayttetn*  suggettlog  the  adop- 
fioB  or  kgMattfe  vMuiires  with  refireiice 
to  thai  tubj^t.  What  he  desired  to  know 
WlAy  whether  it  was  the  inteotioo  of  the 
Gotemftitfit  to  aet  upon  that  report ! 

Lord  EVx>t  was  nndemood  to  aav«  the 
report  the  right  hon»  Oeatiefnan  lerarred 
^  bad  (Nily  been  lately  tnada.  and  aa  the 
Oovemment  tequired  ample  time  to  con- 
aUier  the  ianporlant  questiocia  involved  in 
11^  tbeit  would  probabl]|[  be  no  legislative 
ineMite  on  the  tabject  mtroduGea  during 
the  prepMit  6eiaiofl% 

PvBtic  Bvai«Kaa.3  Sir  jB»  Ped  Mid, 
he  bad,  eo«e  tkna  since,  eiten  noiiee  of 
hit  intention  to  proceed  with  the  propeny- 
lax  that  eveiMBgt  He  believed,  it  waa  also 
the  ittMeaiien  of  the  Hoaae  that  it  would 
oertainlY  be  prooeeded  with.  There  were 
a  number  of  preliminary  arramgemeats 
which  it  was  absolutely  essential  to  make, 
a  the  measure  vms  brought  into  operation 
•n  the  &th  of  July  i  and,  taking  that  cir- 
Quanstaooe  into  oensideration,  l^  did  hope 
that  no  objection  would  be  offered  to  pRK 
ceed  with  the  bfU  at  once  ;  and  that  he 
might  be  permitted  to  appeal  to  bon. 
Membem  to  aeree,  that  no  question  likely 
to  lead  to  a  discussion— not  even  a  ques- 
tion of  privileg^e — should  be  interposed. 

Several  motione  were  acoordingly  post- 
poned. 

Mr.  WRBN^e  Petition — Southamp- 
ton Election.]  Sir  John  Eastkape 
begged  to  inquire  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hants,  at  what  time  he  proposed 
to  submit  the  motion  of  which  he  had 

fiven  notice,  respecting  the  petition  which 
ad  been  presented  from  Southampton, 
on  the  proceediageat  the  late  Sootbampton 
election  t  This  qneation  had  been  ren- 
tleted  net»iaary  bv  the  course  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  tor  Lymington. 

Mr.  Flying  intimated  that  he  should 
present  the  petition  immediately  before 
the  motion  of  the  boo»  Member  for 
Lymiogton  fbr  the  issuo  of  tbe  writ  lor 
Southampton  name  before  the  House. 

Mr»  X .  jhtttuccvnuB  had  been  entrusted 
^«tth  a  petition  upon  this  ial^ec\»  which  th^ 


Hour  would  peihapa  think  it  would  be 
convenient  that  he  should  preeent  at  once. 
It  had  been  his  intention  to  pioaent  that 
petition  at  the  time  when  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  fbr  Lymiogton  camo 
under  discuS8ioh»  but  the  postponement 
of  that  motion  iodooed  him  to  think  that 
it  waa  highly  desirable  that  the  petitioQ 
should  be  priated  with  the  TOtoa,  in  order 
that  ita  oootoota  might  be  made  known  to 
all  hon%  Members;  and  ho  waa  oomrinoed 
that  when  the  alhgationa  arhich  it  eon. 
tained  were  made  known  to  the  Hooee, 
there  would  be  no  hesitation  in  reAiainf 
to  issue  the  new  writ  lor  thia  bocoogh. 
The  petition  proceeded  ^feom  John  Ween^ 
the  witness  who  had  been  io  custody,  in 
consequence  of  what  had  passed  before 
the  eleotion  committee,  and  it  ataled  a 
variety  of  circumstaneea,  and  piossed  upon 
the  House  the  necessity  of  a  farther  ond 
aearching  inquiry,  in  which  the  witnesses 
ahonldandortlie  protection  of  an  indemniiy, 
into  the  seandaloua  oorniption  whieh  bod 
taken  place  in  tlie  borooghof  Soothaaap^ 
ton.  The  petitionor  furUior  prayed,  that 
the  House  would  delay  the  isnmig  of  tho 
writ.  He  moued  that  the  petkioa  be 
printed  with  the  votes. 

Mn  Maddnmm  sbouM  certainly  opfoae 
the  motion. 

Mr.  7\  Ihmcomkei  •SoNly,nponasnl^- 
ject  like  the  present,  the  Honse  noat  wisli 
to  have  all  the  iofonnOtion  vshich  they 
oouM  poasibiy  procure;  and  it  w«s  ias- 
possible  that  tbey  could  rejeot  the  oAr 
of  the  wittiess,  who  came  before  tho  Honse 
and  tendered  his  evideaoe. 

Petition  drawn  upi  and 

The  Speaker  intimated  that  it  was  not 
In  oooordance  with  the  prnotiee  of  the 
Honse  that  a  petition»  being  thos  pm- 
sented)  should  be  i^iated  witi  the  votes, 
but  the  petition  must  be  refenwd  to  thfe 
coUMnittee  on  public  petitions. 

Mr.  W.  0.  iS^mi^  aaid«  chat  having 
read  the  petition,  he  thooght  that  it  was 
of  the  utmost  importance  that  it  sfaonU 
be  printed,  and  that  it  ehoold  be  in  the 
hands  of  all  hon,  Membem  as  apeedily  as 
posatUe.  The  petitioner  dedared  that  if  he 
were  graated  an  indemnity  and  exanaiBed, 
he  should  be  able  to  disclose  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  a  meat  exienalve 
system  of  bribery,  not  only  at  the  last,  but 
at  the  two  previous  elections  for  the 
borottgh  of  Sootliampton. 

Mr.  XocAinnon  wouM  %ag  to  observe 
that  this  petition  was  from  the  very  per- 
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mh  who  bad  behaved  to  ill  before  the 
committee*  He  put  it  to  the  good  sense 
of  the  House  whether  they  would  f  tolate 
the  comroon  understandiog  of  the  rales  of 
the  HoQse  for  the  purpose  of  printing  a 
petition  which  showed  that  the  evidence 
which  this  very  person  had  previously 
given  was  not  to  be  believed. 

Mr.  Redm§ton  said,  that  there  had  been 
a  time  when  the  conduct  of  this  man,  bo 
far  from  its  calling  for  animadversion  from 
hon.  Members  opposite,  had  demanded 
their  sympathy.  But  circumstancee  now 
seemed  to  be  changed.  The  object  of  his 
hon.  Friend  in  making  this  motion  at  the 
oresent  time  was  to  save  the  time  of  the 
House.  He  put  it  to  the  bon.  Member 
for  Lymingtooi  whether  he  could  bring 
forward  his  motion  until  the  petition  had 
been  printed. 

Sir  Roberi  Peel :  As  a  motion  was  to 
be  brought  forward^  and  as  it  was  distinctly 
stated  tTiat  this  petition  had  reference  to 
the  sulject  matter  of  that  motion,  the 
question  was  whether  this  was  not  a  case 
which  was  eiempted  from  the  operation  of 
the  general  rule  of  the  House.  If  the 
hon«  Member  for  Finsbury  had  given  no- 
tice of  his  motion>  it  would  have  been 
competent  to  him  to  have  moved  that  the 
petition  be  printed;  but  as  the  petition 
related  to  a  motion  about  to  be  brought 
forward,  he  thought  that  the  case  was  one 
in  which  the  rule  might  be  broken  through. 
It  was,  no  doubt)  of  great  importance  that 
the  rules  of  the  House  should  be  adhered 
to,  but  this  might  be  looked  upon  as  a 
case  which  justified  an  exemption.  Whe- 
ther the  character  of  the  witness  entitled 
him  to  credit  was  a  question  upon  which 
they  would  be  able  to  form  a  judgment  on 
seeing  the  petition ;  but  with  reference  to 
issuing  the  writ,  as  the  allegations  on  the 
petition  had  a  strong  bearing  on  it,  he 
should  think  that  it  was  important  that 
the  motion  should  be  acceded  to. 

Mr.  0*C<nM9ll:  The  misconduct  of  the 
witness  when  before  the  committee  had 
consisted  in  his  refusing  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion, lest  he  should  criminate  himself.  He 
now  came  forward  and  said  that  if  he  was 
indemnified  he  would  give  evidence.  It 
was  obvious  that  he  would  be  able  to  make 
some  disclosures,  because  he  had  been  one 
of  the  most  active  men  at  the  election  t 
and  there  was  no  doubt  he  knew  all  that 
had  occurred. 

Mr.  2*.  Vtmcambe  had  (iresented  the 
jietitioa  merely  for  the  purpose  of  sating 


the  time  of  the  House  ;  for  if  be  had  not 
presented  it  now,  he  should  have  done  so 
on  Wednesday  next,  when  a  considerable 
discussion  would  no  doubt  have  ensued. 
They  would  find  in  that  petition,  that 
so  far  from  Wren  not  having  spoken  the 
truth,  the  charge  was  that  he  had  spoken 
too  much  of  the  truth,  and  that  he 
was  now,  in  consequence,  placarded  all 
over  Southampton  as  having  betrayed  his 
party ;  and  the  public  were  now  cautioned 
against  dealing  with  that  individual^  in 
consequence  of  what  he  had  statedt  The 
petitioner  further  said,  that  he  had  not 
mentioned  one-tenth  of  the  transactions 
which  he  knew  to  have  occurred  at  the 
elections,  and  that  he  had  a  book  in  which 
the  several  sums  of  money  expended  in 
bribery  were  set  down.  If  they  resisted 
the  printing  of  this  petition,  and  would 
not  receive  the  information  which  was  now 
o£Pered  them  through  that  petition,  he 
wanted  to  know  what  the  public  would 
think  of  that  transaction.  The  book  to 
which  the  petitioner  referred  contained 
the  entries  relating  to  various  sums 
amounting  to  6,000l.,  and  one  of  the 
pages  of  this  book  was  stated  by  him  to 
be  signed  by  the  returning  officer.  That 
was  a  very  important  point  to  be  inquired 
into ;  and  if  the  petition  were  printed,  he 
really  thought  that  no  hon.  Member  would 
vote  for  the  issuing  of  the  new  writ. 

Mr.  Fleming  said,  that  Mr.  Wren  had 
not  only  told  ail  that  he  knew,  but  a  great 
deal  more.  If  the  House  wished  to  know 
the  character  of  Mr.  Wren,  he  would  read 
to  them  a  letten  The  hon.  Member  was 
then  proceeding  to  read  a  letter,  when 

Mr.  T,  DunconU>e  rose  to  order.  If 
that  letter  was  to  be  read,  the  petition 
ouffht  to  be  read  first. 

Mr*  Fleming  had  had  a  communication 
from  the  returning  officer,  whose  letter, 
after  what  had  been  said,  ought  to  be 
read.  He  had  also  a  letter  which  showed 
the  general  character  of  this  person  Wren. 
The  letter  was  addressed  to  himself,  and 
the  writer  said,  that  having  read  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  late  election  com- 
mittee, and  having  observed  that  Wren 
had  been  represented  as  a  respectable 
tradesman  in  the  town,  he  considered  it  to 
be  bis  duty  to  inform  him,  as  the  Member 
for  the  county,  of  a  circumstance  which 
had  occurred  to  himself.  He  then  stated 
that  at  an  interview  which  he  had  had  with 
Wren  some  time  since,  a  conversation 
had  sprung  up  reB|)||cj^ig|(,a  person  who 
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was  an  intolfent  debtor,  and  who  was 
about  to  be  heard  in  London  before  the 
commissioners.  The  writer  of  the  letter 
remarked,  that  he  did  not  consider  the 
person  referred  to  would  get  through  the 
court  if  he  spoke  the  truth;  whereupon 
Wren  said,  that  "he  should  not  him- 
self speak  the  truth  in  such  a  case ;  and 
that  as  for  an  oath,  he  did  not  Talue  it, 
and  that  he  would  swear  through  thick  and 
thin  to  gel  through  the  court,"  or  words 
to  that  effect.  [*'  Name,  name.'']  The 
writer's  name  was  Robert  Tomkins,  and 
he  was  a  respectable  tailor  at  South- 
ampton. 

Mr.  G.  H,  Ward  rose  to  order.  It  was 
not  in  order  when  a  person  came  before 
the  House,  tendering  information,  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  rise  in  his  place  to 
blacken  the  character  of  that  individual 
by  statements  such  as  those  that  had  been 
read.  His  belief  was,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  have  quite  enough  to  do  to 
defend  his  own  conduct.   ["  Order."] 

The  Speaker  said,  that  an  hou.  Member 
rising  to  order  could  hardly  make  such 
observations  as  those  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield. 

Mr.  Henry  Baring:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  had  gone  into  the  case  of 
Mr.  Wren.  There  could  be  no  objection, 
be  should  think,  to  have  this  petition 
printed ;  but  with  regard  to  Wren's  cha- 
racter, as  the  hon.  Member  had  chosen  to 
state  some  of  the  allegations  contained  in 
the  petition,  his  hon.  Friend  felt  that  he 
had  a  perfect  right  to  say,  that  he  believed 
that  a  greater  vagabond  did  not  exist. 

Mr.  Fleming  had  also  received  a  com- 
munication from  Mr.  Abraham,  the  return- 
ing oflBcer.  This  letter  was  dated  the  20th 
Mav,  and  the  writer  said,  that  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  select  committee  having 
been  laid  before  the  House,  he  took  the 
liberty  of  stating  that  the  evidence  given 
by  Wren,  with  regard  to  the  vote  of  a 
person  named  Whitmarsh,  was  wholly 
untrue;  that  Wren  had  spoken  to  him 
with  regard  to  Whitmarsh,  was  true; 
but  so  far  as  Wren  had  sworn,  he  had 
bad  a  private  communication  with  him  he 
denied,  for  he  had  positively  refused  to 
hold  any  communication  with  Wren  on 
the  subject,  and  had  expressed  his  surprise 
at  his  mentioning  such  things  to  him,  he 
being  then  the  retuming-officer.  The 
writer  added,  that  he  had  been  in  London 
several  days  during  the  sitting  of  the  com- 
mitteei  in  obedience  to  a  Speaker's  war- 


rant which  had  been  served  on  him  by  the 
petitioners,  and,  had  he  been  called,  he 
should  have  stated  these  facts.  They,  how- 
ever, had  not  called  him,  and  he  had  been 
compelled  to  take  this  course  to  make 
known  the  truth ;  he  thought  it  due  to 
himself  to  make  this  statement,  and  tfaos 
publicly  to  vindicate  himself.  This  letter 
was  signed  ''  A.  H.  Abraham."  By  way 
of  postscript,  the  writer  added,  that  Wren 
had  come  to  his  House,  and  had  stated  to 
him  that  an  agent  of  Messrs.  Hutchins 
and  Mangles  had  come  to  him,  and  in  the 
presence  of  two  persons,  named  Wood  and 
Wilkinson,  had  offered  him  300/.  if  he 
would  give  the  agent  some  information 
with  regard  to  the  election. 

Sir  John  Ecuthope  must  make  one  re- 
mark upon  this  subject.  It  was  very  clear 
that  this  John  Wren,  whose  character^ 
was  so  very  strongly  impugned  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  who  was  repre- 
sented as  one  of  the  greatest  vagabonds 
in  the  country,  was  a  very  great  Conserva- 
tive; but  however  great  a  vagabond  he 
was,  he  had  been  admitted  into  their  ranks 
for  years,  and  great  confidence  had  been 
reposed  in  him.  It  appeared  now,  how- 
ever, that  they  would  be  glad  to  get  rid  of 
him,  whatever  his  former  position  might 
have  been,  and  that  they  desired  to  shift 
from  themselves  the  odium  which  might 
result  from  the  disclosures  which  he  might 
make. 

Mr.  Ward  thought,  that  the  petition 
ought  to  be  laid  fully  before  the  House,  in 
answer  to  what  had  been  said  in  the  let- 
ters read  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
and  he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  and  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
the  allegations  in  the  petition.  The  peti- 
tioner said  that  he  was  in  possession  of  a 
memorandum-book,  not  produced  before 
the  committee,  which  contained  an  ac- 
count of  sums  of  money  with  which  cer- 
tain electors  had  been  bribed,  and  contain- 
ing also  the  signature  of  the  returning 
officer,  authorising  the  bribing  of  a  certain 
elector,  which  elector  was  bribed  accord- 
ingly. It  was  quite  obvious  that  this  pe- 
tition must  be  printed  and  come  before 
the  House  before  they  could  pursue  the 
proceedings  with  respect  to  bribery.  Those 
proceedings  would  become  an  absolute 
farce,  if,  when  a  man  was  knocking  at 
their  door,  and  ofieriog  to  produce  such 
evidence,  they  should  refuse  to  hear  him. 

Sir  R,  Peel  did  not  know  why  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  refer  to  biin»  because 
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he  had  already  said  that  there  were  fair 
grounds  to  warrant  the  printing  of  this 
petition.  He  thought  that  the  issuing  of 
the  writ  invoWed  a  question  of  a  judicial 
character,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  see  what  evidence  could  he  pro- 
cured hearing  upon  it.  His  opinion  was, 
that  this  evidence  ought  to  be  examined 
before  the  issuing  of  the  writ  was  deter- 
mined upon. 

Petition  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the 
votes. 

Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland).]] 
Mr.  Lefroy  had  heard  a  report,  which  he 
believed  to  be  well  founded,  that  the  Go- 
vernment entertained  an  intention  to  alter 
the  condition  of  the  common  law  courts 
in  Ireland ;  and,  from  what  he  had  heard, 
it  appeared  as  if  the  measure  to  be  intro- 
duced was  in  some  degree  oppressive.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  measure  in 
question  had  received  the  sanction  of  the 
judges  in  Ireland. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  saidt 
that  a  bill  had  been  drawn  up  in  accord- 
ance with  the  report  of  a  commission  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  subject,  and 
that  a  copy  of  it  had  been  transmitted  to 
the  judges  of  Ireland ;  and  that  the  bill 
would  not  be  proceeded  with  until  the  de- 
cision of  the  judges  should  be  knovvn. 

Advances  to  the  East  India  Com- 
pany.]] Mr.  B.  Ulnaeli  wished  to 
know  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  whether  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  advanced  any 
sums  of  money  to  the  East  India  Com- 
pany, or  whether  they  had  sanctioned  the 
East  India  Company  in  raising  any  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  the  question  of 
the  don.  Member  was  rather  a  complicated 
one.  It  would  be  better  that  it  should  be 
repeated  to-morrow,  when  he  would  be 
prepared  with  an  answer. 

Lord  John  Russell  agreed  that  it  was 
very  desirable  that,  when  a  question  of 
such  a  nature  was  to  be  asked,  some  no- 
tice of  it  should  be  |iven. 

Mr.  D'Israeli  had  thought  that  the  sub- 
ject was  so  entirely  within  the  department 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  there  could 
be  no  necessity  for  any  notice  of  it.  The 
question  was  one  which  was  of  considera- 
ble importance  in  reference  to  the  Pro- 
perty-tax Bill,  which  was  now  about  to  be 
brought  under  discussion. 

4ir  R.  Peel  thought  it  was  very  im- 


portant, that  when  an  answer  to  a  question 
was  given,  it  should  be  afforded  with  the 
greatest  accuracy  possible.  If  he  had  re- 
ceived any  intimation  of  the  intention  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  put  this  question  to 
him,  he  would  have  been  prepared  to  give 
him  an  answer;  but  when  answers  were 
given  without  due  congideration,  so  much 
misconception  was  likely  to  arise,  that, 
especially  in  cases  like  the  present,  in- 
volving considerations  affecting  the  Go- 
vernment and  this  great  company,  it  was 
better  that  an  answer  more  particular  than 
could  be  afforded  on  the  moment  should 
be  given. 

Income -Tax — The  Representa- 
tion.] Sir  R.  Peel  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Property-tax  Bill. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  moved  as  an 
amendment, 

**  That  as  by  the  existing  laws,  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  people  of  this  realm  are  excluded 
from  voting  for  Members  of  Parliament ;  and 
as  it  also  appears,  by  the  reports  of  different 
election  committees,  that  corrupt  practices 
have  been  used  to  an  extraordinary  extent  in 
procuring  the  return  of  Members  to  this  pre« 
sent  House  of  Commons ;  and  as,  from  Doth 
these  causes,  this  House  cannot  be  considered 
a  fair  representation  of  the  people ;  it  is  there- 
fore unfit  that  any  system  of  increased  taxation 
should  be  imposed  by  Parliament  until  all 
just  causes  of  complaint,  with  regard  to  the 
mode  of  electing  the  Members  of  this  House, 
shall  be  first  redressed.*' 

The  hon.  Member  throughout  the  whole 
of  his  speech  was  most  imperfectly  heard. 
We  understood  him  to  say,  that  it  was  a 
fundamental  principle  of  the  constitution 
that  a  Money  Bill  should  not  originate  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  ground  that 
the  people  should  only  be  taxed  by  their 
representatives  in  that  House.  He  denied 
that  under  the  present  system  there  was 
even  a  virtual  representation  of  the  people. 
If  they  compared  the  return  of  the  popu- 
lation, with  the  representation  of  the 
people  in  Parliament,  it  would  appear, 
that  in  England  and  Wales  the  electors 
were  not  in  greater  proportion  to  the 
population  than  one  to  eighteen  and  a 
half ;  and  in  Ireland,  the  proportion  was 
one  in  seventy-seven  ;  and  in  Scotland,  it 
was  one  in  thirty.  The  proportion  was 
now  probably  somewhat  different,  so  as 
to  render  the  number  of  the  electors  in  a 
still  smaller  proportion  to  the  population. 
At  the  above  rate,  the  average  of  the 
United  Kingdom  would    be  as  one  ^o 
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forty«two  of  the  population,  or  as  one 
voter  in  every  nine  families.  Of  nine 
male  heads  of  families  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  on  the  average  onlj  one  has 
the  right  of  voting.  This,  to  his  mind, 
was  andeniable  evidence  of  the  corrupt 
state  of  the  representative  system.  No 
greater  proof  of  this  could  have  taken 
place  than  the  conduct  of  the  House  on 
the  motion  of  the  hon»  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  when  he  proposed  that  every  Mem- 
ber appointed  on  the  committee  on  the 
motion  of  the  hoo.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath,  to  inquire  into  the  recent  elec- 
tion compromises,  should  take  a  pledge  at 
the  Table  that  be  had  never  done  an  il- 
legal act  to  promote  his  election.  And 
wheit  it  appeared  there  were  not  sufficient 
Members  in  that  House  who  would  take 
that  pledge,  it  appeared  that  there  were 
not  less  than  forty  places  returnmg  Mem- 
bers to  that  Hottse  agMost  which  petitions 
had  been  presMrted  on  the  allegation  of 
bribery.  )f  a  review  wer«  taken  of  the 
j^oeeedings  and  reports  of  tb*  different 
efleetron  oommhtees  and  other  disclosures 
sibce  the  Reform  Act,  we  should  find  up- 
wards of  forty  towns  tainted  with  the  im- 
patataoB  of  bribery..  He  believed,  thie 
would  be  a  lisl  of  places  in  wbieh  bribery 
bat  bMO  pfoved  since  the  Reibrm  Bill, 
nud  reported  by  the  commitiees  ;*— Hert- 
fbrd,  Carrickfergpas,  Newry,  Derry^  War- 
wick, Ipswich  (twice%  cvesham,  New- 
castle-under-Lyne  (twice),  Ludlow,  Cam- 
bridge, St.  Alban^s,  Walsall  (treating), 
Svdbvry,  SotttbamptOD.  Cases  in  whrch 
eompromises  have  been  made  to  avoid 
etpoenrer— In  1837,  Bridgnorth,  Nor- 
wkb,  Tannooth ;  in  1842,  Bridport, 
Nottingbam,  Lewes,  Reading,  Harwich, 
Penryn :  in  1841,  Canterbary.  Cages 
in  wbicb  bribery  was  proved  before  (he 
general  committee  of  bribery  at  elec- 
taontf :— Maldon,  Cambridge,  Norwich, 
Leooftnffter,  Hereford.  Specfial  commit- 
tees have  sat  and  reported  on  the  bri- 
bery at  Yarmoitth  and  York.  Gross 
bribery  ha«  been  proved  to  exist  in  Lon- 
don, Hun,  Liverpool;  and  places  where 
the  bribery  is  notorious,  Pontefract,  Be- 
verley, B^rwiek,  StaflR>rd,  Maidstone, 
Bridgwater,  Borongbs  in  which  petitions 
reflMin  stfR  to  be  trM,  in  which  bribery  is 
charged :— Belfast,  Barnstaple,  Sunder- 
land. Again,  he  felt,  that  in  conseqnence 
of  Che  state  of  the  representation,  this  na- 
tieiw  had  been  engaged  in  wars  which  had 
been  most  disastrous  in  every  sense  of  the 


on  this  subject,  every  member  of  the 
Birmingham  conference  on  the  subject  of 
reform,  with  the  exception  of  two,  signed 
the  following  declration : — 

**  We,  Ike  undersigned  (many  of  wbon  aia 
eonviiiced  of  tbe  utter  incoasistenoy  of  all  was 
with  Christianity),  and  all  of  us  deeply  im« 
pressed  with  a  sense  of  the  terrible  evils  in- 
flicted by  it  upon  our  race,  the  heaviest  teai- 
poral  calamity  under  which  society  groans, 
hereby  record  our  solemn  protest  against  it. 
We  deem  it  our  duty,  more  especially  at  the 
present  moment,  when  the  horrors  of  Uw  sys- 
tem are  brought  out  in  vivid  relief  before  oat 
eyes  by  the  recent  loss  of  human  life  io  Aff- 
ghanistan,  to  declare  our  lull  conviction  that 
the  hostilities  now  carried  on  by  this  country 
in  the  eastern  world,  whether  in  China  or  be- 
yond the  borderv  of  British  India,  bcvmg  erf* 
giaated  in  glaring  injastiee,  cannot  be  expeeled 
to  leroMoate  otherwise  than  in  aatioaal  dwasler 
and  disgrace.  We  believe  the  coBumeneeawai 
of  these  hostilities  to  have  been  as  unjust,  impo- 
litic, and  unnecessary,  as  their  progress  hither- 
to has  been  calamitous.  We  have  just  reasons  to- 
fear  that  their  continoanee  will  be  protracted, 
and  we  are  son  that  they  vrill  be  prodactive  of 
ao  rocaleolable  amount  of  evil,  both  soeial  and 
moral-  We  enter  our  sokesM  remonsteaoce 
against  them  as  not  only  aoti-Cbristiany  but 
barbarous;  and  we  deeply  deplore  that  the 
public  press  of  this  country  should,  with  few 
exceptions,  lend  its  aid  to  kindle  in  our  popu- 
lation the  most  vindictive  passions,  and  to  dif- 
fuse sentiments  worthy  only  of  the  darkest  ages 
of  foadal  igDoranea  and  qrranay.  Wa  bold  it 
to  be  the  duty  of  every  friend  to  his  speaiaa 
in  every  possible  way  to  discoualenance  those 
organs  ot  opinion  which  labour  with  no  small 
assiduity  to  foster  a  warlike  spirit,  and  to  in- 
cite the  country  to  the  perpetration  of  lojnstice 
which  will  make  the  name  of  Englishmen  hs 
famous  in  the  estimation  of  tbe  whole  wevM. 
Great  Britain  is  already  saffehag  in  ao  eaor* 
moos  load  of  debt,  and  ia  eommeroial  and 
manulactttring  distress,  consequent  upon  the 
pressure  of  that  debt,  the  pen^ties  of  former 
wars.  As  a  people  we  are  ill  able  to  bear  up 
under  the  heavy  burdens  which  have  thereby 
been  imposed  upon  us.  We  are  nowokHed 
upon  to  submit  to  an  im|uisiforial  laeoma-iaz, 
the  neeessity  for  which  is  clwly  admitted  as 
traceable  to  the  hostile  operations  wa  bate  an* 
dertaken,  in  the  face  of  all  laws,  human  and 
divine,  in  China  and  Affghaoistan.  We  have 
thus  to  pay,  in  an  increase  of  taxation,  for  the 
demoralization  at  home,  and  tbe  bloodshed  and 
ruin  abroad,  which  these  hostilities  have  al- 
ready prodoeed,  to  feed  Horn  oar  rapidly 
dimintsbing  resoarees  the  ssoaster  wkkh  is 
making  havoc  of  our  feUow*men.  Theielbw, 
We,  the  undersigned,  feeling  the  necessity  of 
Qsing  every  peaceable  method  of  checking  the 
evil,  lay  this  our  solemn  remonstrance  before 
tbe  public,  and  record  oar  devovt  bepe^  tl^t 
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the  day  mav  not  be  far  distant  when  our  coun- 
tiymen  will  be  sufficiently  enlightened  to  re- 
me  to  enter  ofKm  a  professioiii  the  spirit  and 
tendency  of  which  is  to  inflict  the  most  griev* 
ens  and  irreparable  evils  upon  onr  race,'' 

What  he  recommended  as  a  remedy  to 
tbcte  ef fh  waa  the  extension  of  the  suf. 
frag;e,  the  divisioo  of  the  Country  into 
etoctoral  districts,  the  ballot,  and  the 
sborteninj^  the  duration  of  Paliaments. 
He  bad  already,  during  the  present  Ses. 
•ion,  brought  a  motion  to  that  effect  before 
the  House,  and  all  inqniry  into  that  mat- 
ter  bad  been  refused.  Was  not  the  ge- 
neral prevalence  of  distress  throughout  the 
country  a  proof  of  the  badness  of  their 
legislation?  He  might  be  asked  what 
would  take  place  if  this  resolntion  was 
carried?  The  result  would  be,  that  the 
Hoiise  would  immediately  take  into  con- 
sideration the  state  of  the  representation, 
and  have  a  new  Parliament  altogether. 
He  did  not  call  upon  the  House  to  adopt 
the  principles  of  the  Charter,  but  only  at 
ooce  to  declare  that  it  would  proceed  to 
redress  all  just  causes  of  complaint.  In 
binging  forward  this  motion,  he  was  not 
influenced  by  any  party  considerations.  He 
had  always  advocated  the  amendment  of 
the  representation  of  that  House,  and  he 
always  supported  the  principle  that  repre- 
sentation should  be  equivalent  with  taxa- 
tion. At  present,  when  new  taxes  were 
proposed,  he  thooght  that  it  was  a  most 
appropriate  time  to  bring  forward  the 
motion.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
with  proposing  his  motion. 

Sir  J?.  Feel  trnsted,  that  the  boo. 
MeMber  woold  not  charge  him  with  any 
want  of  respect  if  he  declined  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  this  motion,  which 
the  hon.  Member's  speech,  however,  held 
out  every  inducement  to  do.  He  thought 
that  much  more  favourable  occasions 
could  have  been  adopted  for  proceeding 
with  a  proposition  for  a  change  in  our 
representative  system.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, on  his  former  motion  on  (his  sobject, 
slated  very  strong  opinions  that  that 
House  did  not  represent  the  feelings  of 
tbe  people,  and  that  the  whole  system  of 
representation  was  defective.  The  boo. 
Gentleman's  motion,  which  involved  the 
main  principle  of  his  resolntion  of  that 
night,  had  already  been  ftiHy  discussed. 
The  proposition  which  was  now  made  was 
even  of  a  more  extensive  character  than 
that  made  o»  a  former  occasion,  for  the 
hon.  Menbes  bow  dtclared  that  the  Honae 


of  Commons,  as  at  presented  conslitnted, 
was  incapable  of  performing  its  functions, 
and  that  the  only  step  they  ought  to  take 
was  immediately  to  resolve  upon  an  ex- 
tensive reform  in  the  representation.  If 
the  House  was  iiot  at  liberty  to  ittipose  an 
Income-tax,  they  were  haraly  competent 
to  reform  the  tariflT,  and  were  not  capable 
of  performing  any  of  the  constitutional 
functions  which  bad  been  assigned  to  it. 
If  the  House  was  unfit  to  impose  this 
measure,  there  was  no  other  act  which 
they  could  justly  perform.  He  was  very 
much  afraid  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
motion  wuold  go  to  the  extent  of  declar- 
ing, that  the  House  could  not  even  reform 
itself.  In  short,  all  the  functions  of  legis- 
lation must  be  stopped  until  this  reform 
took  place.  He  thought  that  this  woold 
be  most  unwise  in  the  present  state  of  the 
country.  He  had  already  stated  tbe  snb* 
stantive  objections  be  entertained  to  the 
proposition  on  a  previous  occasiofi,  and  he 
would  not  then  repeat  them.  He  thooght 
also,  that  it  would  be  most  inexpedient  to 
discuss  tbe  question  of  Parliamentary  re- 
form on  a  motion  for  the  third  reading  of 
the  Income-tax  bill.  He  trusted  that  tbe 
hon.  Member  would  not  think  that  his 
abstaining  to  say  any  more  on  the  present 
occasion  arose  from  any  want  of  respect 

Mf.  O'Oonne// confessed,  that  the  mo* 
tion  might  have  been  made  in  a  more  coo- 
venient  form,  but  still  be  could  iM>t  eonear 
on  all  that  had^been  advanced  by  tber^bt 
hon.  Baronet.  There  was  an  trnpiessiOB 
in  the  minds  of  many  Ikni«  Members  wlm 
bad  obtained  tbeir  seals  by  no  unfoir 
means,  that  if  the  time  should  come  when 
the  alterations  which  tbey  thought  neces- 
sary were  definitively  refused  to  be  made 
by  giving  a  honi  fide  suffrage,  the  neriod 
migbt  also  come  when  they  would  ne  in- 
duced to  give  more  obstrueiione  to  the 
measures  Si  Government  than  Ufbsrlo. 
That  it  was  necessary  to  purify  ttie  House 
from  bribery  was  no  Uweer  a  metter  of 
declamation,  but  of  positive  proof.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  must  not  be  surprised, 
therefore,  if  he  met  with  fortber  oppositten 
to  a  Government  which  would  not  eonnsnt 
to  further  Parliamentary  reform. 

Mr.  Bume  had  no  hesflation  in  saying, 
that  tbe  House  did  not  at  present  repre* 
sent  the  feelrogs  of  tbe  country ;  but  wM» 
respect  to  the  form  of  themotiou,  he  must 
say,  hon.  Members  were  placed  in  a  dffi^ 
cuky,  because  they  were  aiet  aMe  toebtisu 
a  direct  uegaiive  on  f bia  quenieft,  J##C 
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bis  part  he  decidedly  objected  to  tbe  Id- 
come-taz,  thinking  that  other  means  might 
have  been  adopted  for  raising  the  required 
amount  of  taxes ;  and  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  mea- 
sures he  proposed  would  give  tbe  relief  to 
the  country  which  he  anticipated.  Every 
hour,  in  his  opinion,  brought  more  proof 
that  those  measures  were  a  mere  palliative 
of  the  evils  of  the  present  crisis.  There 
was  a  great  mass  of  proof  that  what  the 
people  wanted  was  employment  and  food, 
which  they  would  have  if  they  could  get 
employment.  By  the  operation  of  the 
Corn-laws  on  wages  the  House  had  placed 
the  whole  community  under  that  ban  that 
they  must  starve ;  and  there  could  be  no 
hope  without  a  revival  of  trade.  That 
revival  this  country  would  never  see  until 
they  had  a  free  communication  with  Ame- 
rica and  other  countries  who  had  that 
which  we  wanted  to  give  in  exchange  for 
our  manufactures.  A  vast  deal  too  many 
of  our  acts  of  Parliament  were  acts  to 
support  monopoly  in  one  shape  or  the 
other.  As  to  the  corruption  and  bribery 
at  the  late  election,  every  hour  proved  it. 
Another  borough  (Lyme)  had  just  been 
brought  within  the  line,  and  a  new  form  of 
bribery  bad  been  disclosed  —  bribery, 
namely,  in  the  form  of  money  lent  to  the 
voters  for  a  number  of  years,  in  order  to 
secure  their  votes.  That  was  distinctly 
bribery.  All  these  things  supported  the 
position  that  the  House  of  Commons  did 
not  at  present  represent  the  feelings  of  the 
people.  He  should  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment, and  should  oppose  every  stage  of 
the  bill  now  before  the  House.  As  to  the 
operation  of  the  Income-tax,  it  would  only 
increase  the  eviL  There  was  no  transfer 
of  the  burden  from  one  class  to  another,  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  assumed ;  it  was  an 
additional  tax. 

Lord  J.  Manners  had  no  doubt  that  this 

motion  originated  from  a  new  society  for 

Parliamentary  reform  which  had  sent  a 

circular  to  the  Members  of  the  House. 

These  sUted,  that  the  chief  part  of  the 

newspaper  press  of  the  country,  including 

all  the  metropolitan  press,  being  under  the 

influence  of  one  or  other  of  the  two  great 

parties,  it  was  impossible  that  Members 

could  be  fully  made  acquainted  with  the 

feelings  of  their  constituents,  and  that, 

itftid.    Agaio?^.^  House  did  ri^^t  represent  the 

of  tbe  state  of  iW^ount^r.  and  the  system  of 

ikm  had  been  en^S^^  ^o  he  retbrmed.  With 

bftn  Bwsi  iisaslroiif 'Irawn  from  such  pre- 


mises, he  did  not  concur,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  what  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion it  was,  that  could  not  obtain  a  full  and 
free  expression  of  their  grievances  by 
means  of  the  press.  In  his  opinion  there 
was  no  class  so  well  represented  in  the 
House  as  the  middle  class — the  shop, 
keepers  and  farmers.  With  respect  to  the 
Income-tax  Bill,  he  supported  it  because 
he  looked  upon  it  as  a  bold — and  believed 
it  would  be  a  successful — attempt  to  di- 
minish the  influence  of  wealth ;  to  which, 
and  not  to  the  influence  of  aristocracy,  a 
great  part  of  the  present  evils  were  to  be 
attributed. 

Lord  /.  RuMsell  observed,  that  tbe 
adoption  of  the  amendment  of  the  bon. 
Member  would  go  to  the  extent  of  mak- 
ing the  House  declare,  that  it  was  inca- 
pable to  perform  the  functions  of  legisla- 
tion. He  should  oppose  the  amendment 
and  should  also  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Income- 
tax  Bill 

The  House  divided  on  the  question, 
tliat  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question:— Ayes  156; 
Noes  21 :— Majority  135. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Adandy  Sir  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
Acton,  Col. 
Ainswortb,  P. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Bagge,  W. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baird,  W. 


Conolly,  Col. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Dalmcny,  Lord 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 

Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  E.  B. 


Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T.  Dickinson,  F.  H. 

Barnard,  £.  G.  Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 

Barneby,  J.  Doncombe,  hon.  A. 

Barrington,  Visct.  Duncombe,  hon.  O. 

Beckett,  W.  Eliot,  Lord 

Bodkin,  W.  H.  Escott,  a 

Boldero,  H.  G.  Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 

Broadwood,  H.  Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 

Brodie,  W.  B.  Flower,  Sir  J. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  Y.  FfolUotl,  J. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.  Fuller,  A.  E. 

Burroughes,  H.  N.  Gaskell,  J.  Mllnes 

Busfeild,  W.  Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.B. 

Cavendish,  hn.  G.  H.  Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 

Cayley,  E.  S.  Goulbum,  rt.  hn.  H. 

Chelsea,  Visct.  Graham,  rt  hn.  Sir  J. 

Chetwode,  Sir  J.  Greenall,  P. 

Childers,  J.  W.  Greene,  T. 

Cholmondeley,hon.  H.  Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Chute,  W.  L.  W.  Grimsditch,  T. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Grogan,  E. 

Clive,  E.  B.  Halford,  H. 

Cockburn,  rt.  hn.SirG.  Hamilton,  J.  H. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E.  Hamilton,  W.  J,^ 
Compton,  H.  C.     DigitizHamilton,  Lord  ^ 
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Hampden,  R. 
Harcourt,  6.  G. 
Uardinge,  rt.hD.Sir  H. 
Hawes,  B. 
Heathcote,  6.  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  bon.  S. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  G.  G. 
Howard,?.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Humpfaery,  Mr.  Aid. 
Hut^  W. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kelburne,  Visct. 
Kuatchbull,  right  hon. 

Sir  E. 
Lefiroy,  A. 
Legh,G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H«  H. 
Litton,  E. 
Long,W. 
Lowther,  iJ.  H. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maclean,  D. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Masterman,  J. 
Mordannt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  C. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Northland,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Ogle,S.C.H. 


Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Plumptre,J.  P. 
PoUington,  Visct 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Ponsonby,hn.C,F.C. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rae,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Reade,W.  M. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Roshbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Trevor,  hon.  G, 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Wood,C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  H. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
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Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Byng,  rt.  hon.  G 
Cobden,  R. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.  ] 
Buncombe,  T. 
Ellice,  E. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fielden,  J. 
HoUond,  R. 
Hume,  J. 


Leader,  J.  T. 
Marsland,  H. 
Murray,  A. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Waklcy,  T. 
WiUiams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Crawford,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D. 


QoestioD  again  put  that  the  bill  be  read 
a  third  time. 

Attempt    to     Assassinate     the 
Queen.]  Mr.  F.  T,  Bating  rose,  and  was 

vouLxm.  {2SS} 


proceeding  to  bring  forward  an  amend- 
ment, when 

Sir  R.  Peel,  who  had  just  previously 
been  called  out  of  the  House  by  Sir 
J.  Graham,  rose,  amidst  loud  cries  of 
"  hear,"  and  addressed  the  house  in  the 
following  words,  at  least  as  nearly  as 
we  could  collect  them,  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  excitement  well  nigh  overpow- 
ered his  utterance: — Whatever  may  be 
the  inconvenience  to  the  public  service 
resulting  from  delay,  yet  still  I  think  it 
would  be  inconsistent  with  my  duty,  with 
my  position,  and  1  feel  certain  it  would  be 
unsatisfactory  to  the  House,  were  I  not, 
after  what  I  have  just  heard,  to  propose 
that  the  consideration  of  the  question 
now  before  us  be  postponed.  I  ought  to 
premise,  that  the  information  I  have  re- 
ceived is  so  imperfect  that  I  must  repeat 
it  with  great  distrust  as  to  the  entire 
accuracy  of  it ;  but,  since  I  came  into  the 
House,  information  has  reached  me  that 
an  attempt  has  been  made  on  her  Majes- 
ty's life — an  attempt  which  a  merciful 
Providence  has  rendered  abortive ;  and  I 
have  reason  to  believe,  that  the  assassin  is 
now  in  custody ;  and  he  will,  consequently, 
at  as  early  a  period  as  possible,  be  sub- 
jected to  an  examination.  Under  these 
circumstances — [Mr.  C.  Wood:  Is  the 
Queen  quite  safe  ?]  Perfectly  so.  I 
would,  under  these  circumstances,  sug- 
gest that  we  do  now  adjourn,  and  if  this 
proposal  be  agreed  to,  the  debate  can  be 
renewed  to-morrow.  My  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  has  received 
a  pledge  of  precedence  for  his  motion  to- 
morrow at  five  o'clock,  but  immediately 
after  that  is  disposed  of,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  amendments  can  be  taken. 
At  present  I  do  not  think  that,  our  feel- 
ings being  naturally  all  so  excited,  we 
could  pay  proper  attention  to  the  subject ; 
and  I  therefore  would  suggest  that,  not 
only  out  of  respect  to  our  Sovereign,  bul 
from  our  inability,  under  the  circum- 
stances, to  pay  the  requisite  attention  to 
the  question  before  us,  it  will  be  better  to 
postpone  the  debate,  and  I  therefore  move, 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Lord  /.  Russell:  I  beg  to  second  the 
motion.  The  excitement  that  we  must 
all  necessarily  feel  at  the  news  which  we 
have  just  heard,  our  horror  at  the  attempt 
which  has  been  made,  and  our  delight 
that  her  Majesty's  life  has  been  saved, 
concur  to  throw  us  into  that  frame  of 
mind  which  would  ,|>ffv^Siyt^«g,  paying 
2  K 
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anything  like  doe  attention  to  die  matter 
before  us. 

Detmte  adjourned. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  May  31,  1842. 

lfliruTBft.1    BiUA      PMftUc.— r*     iBcumlMnU    LcMing 
<H.  C.) 

3*-    Routed  Malt;  PmtDOvillePfiMm. 
Received  ike  Boyal  if  wnu.— Bxdie  DiiCieB  Ganpoundst 
EodctiMtical  Heridcnoes;   Qitecn'a  Prinn:  DuUta  Fo. 
licet  Turnpike  Roeda  (lidaod). 
PrlM«f.—l*-  Clerkenwell  ImproveiDcnL 
S*-    Tyae  Fffhoiflit  If arlMt  Hnboroufh  Md  Biwi|itan 
Roadfi    Binningham  and  Liverpool  Junotkm  Canal; 
Yate  ladomue;  Tozteth  Park  P»viqg  and  Sewerage; 
Holywell  Roada. 

3*-  and  paaiedi'-Northani  Unkm  (Neweaille  and  Dn^ 
Ungton  Junction)  Railway;  CharterhouaeGatate;  Briatol 
and  Glouoeater  Railway ;  Slug  Roada ;  Forth  and  Qyde 
NavigatiaB. 

Ayor/Af^Sir  F.  BathurM^  BMMe ;  St.  Phi]]i|ir^  Bridge 
(Briatol);  Favenham  Navigatioo;  Great  North  of  Eng- 
land Railway  ;  Cwm  Celyn  and  Blaina  Iron  Company. 
BeeeUfed  the  Royal  Astenl.  —  Saundefifoot  Railway ; 
London  and  BlackwaU  Railway ;  Brirtol  Fkwtiog  Dock : 
Snesmere  and  Cheater  Canal ;  Goaport  Pier;  Equitable 
Gaa;  Klrkfaitilkxh  Roada ;  Aberdeendiire  Roada;  Hulah 
Chaaapaowvlnekieuret  Oicn^  DIvoree;  BataaTa  Natu- 


PiTfTtOMS  pRKasNTSD.  From  the  Bakera  of  Newry, 
agaiaat  the  Praetioe  of  Worktay  <»  the  Sabbath.— From 
Attoraiea  and  SoUcilon  of  Buiy,  for  Relief  ftom  the  Pay- 
ment of  the  Certificate  Duty.— From  William  Johnaton. 
for  Preventing  RaUway  Travelling  on  the  Sabbath. 


Attack  on  Her  Majesty — Address.^ 
The  Duke  of  WelUngtm  said:  Your 
Lordships  must  have  heard  with  sorrow 
and  inaignation,  the  reports  circulated 
of  an  attempt  having  been  made  last  even- 
ing upon  the  life  of  her  Majesty.  It  falls 
to  my  lot,  on  the  part  of  her  Majestv's 
Government,  to  inform  your  Lordships 
that  such  an  attempt  was  last  evening 
made  on  her  Majesty's  life  as  she  was  re- 
turning in  her  carriage,  accoinpanied  by 
his  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  Consort,  to 
her  ptdaoe  of  Buckingham  House,  which 
attempt,  by  the  blessing  of  Divine  Provi- 
dence, failed.  It  was  made  by  a  person 
stationed  within  a  short  distance  of  her 
Majesty's  carriage,  who  fired  a  pistol  at  her 
Majesty.  Her  Majesty,  as  I  have  stated, 
by  the  blessing  of  Divine  Providence, 
escaped  unhurt.  The  person  who  com- 
mitted this  act— this  atrocious  act,  I  will 
call  it— ' was  immediately  taken  into  cus- 
tody, and  his  crime  is  now  undergoing 
the  usual  course  of  legal  inquiry,  and  in 
due  form,  he  will  be  brought  to  justice.  I 
avoid  entering  into  the  details  of  this  pain- 
ful transaction ;  I  confine  myself  8iro|)ly 
to  the  performance  of  the  duty  of  stating 


the  &ct  to  your  Lordships,  and  of  iiiOffiii( 
your  Lordships  to  concur  in  presenting  to 
her  Majesty  an  address  of  congratulatioD 
upon  tne  occasion  of  this  atrocious  and 
treasonable  attempt  upon  the  Hie  of  her 
M^esty,  which*  by  the  interposition  of 
Divinei  Providence,  was  deCBBtttd.  I  will, 
therefore,  now  propose,  that  such  an  ad* 
dress  be  agreed  to,  and  I  will  afterwardt 
move,  that  it  be  communicated  to  the 
House  of  Commons  in  a  conference,  for 
the  management  of  which.  Members  of 
that  House  will  be  appointed.  I  recom« 
mend  that  the  address  should  be  in  the 
following  terms  :— 

"Most  Gracious  Sovekeiok; 
^  We,  your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
subjects,  the  Lorcfs  spiritual  and  temporal,  in 
Parliament  assembled,  beg  leave  humbly  to 
approach  your  Majesty's  Throne,  to  express 
our  abhorrence  of  the  late  treasonable  attempt 
against  your  Msgesty's  sacred  person,  and  our 
heartfelt  congratulations  to  your  Majesty  and 
to  our  country  on  your  Majesty's  happy  pre- 
servation from  the  danger  to  which  your  Ma- 
jest  jr  has  been  exposed.  Attached  to  your 
Majesty  by  every  sentiment  of  loj^Uy,  by  a 
sense  of  the  benefits  we  derive  from  your  Ma^ 
jesty's  just  and  mild  Government,  we  acknow* 
ledge  with  gratitude  and  humility  the  merciful 
interposition  of  Divine  Providence  which  has 
been  manifested  on  this  occasion;  and  we 
make  our  earnest  prayer  to  Almighty  God,  that 
he  will  confer  on  your  Majesty  every  blessing, 
and  continue  to  watch  over  and  guard  a  life  so 
justly  dear  to  us.^' 

The  Marquess  of  Lansd&ume  seid,  I 
hardly  know  whether  it  be  excusable  in 
roe  for  a  single  moment  to  prevent  the 
adoption  of  a  proceeding  which  must 
meet  with  the  universal  conourrence  of 
this  House;  but  in  the  absence  of  a  noble 
Friend  of  mine,  who  I  am  sure  would  have 
been  present  on  this  occasion  if  he  had 
not  been  at  such  a  distance  from  London 
as  prevented  his  becoming  apprised  of  the 
event  to  which  the  attention  of  your  Lord* 
ships  has  been  directed,  I  trust  I  may  be 
permitted  merely  to  say,  that  every  sen* 
tence  uttered  by  the  noble  Duke  on  this 
sorrowful  occasion,  must  find  an  echo  in 
every  one  of  your  Lordships'  bosoms. 
There  can  be  but  one  feeling ;  there  can 
be  no  hesitation ;  there  can  scarcely  be  a 
thought  or  the  possibility  of  doubt  as  to 
the  fit  course  of  proceeding  to  be  adopted ; 
and  it  is  quite  a  sufficient  ground  for  that 
proceeding,  that  the  noble  Duke  hasstated 
a  fact  of  so  grave  and  so  melancholy  a  na- 
ture as  that  which  has  become  bat  too 
well  known  to  your  Lordships  and  lo  the 
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eoutttry.  Ik  is  far  from  my  wiab»  or  my 
intentioa  in  the  present  stage,  to  put  any 
further  question  on  the  subject  to  the 
noble  Duke  a  io  ask  for  information  in 
the  present  state  of  the  inquiry  would  be 
improperi  and  if  required,  it  would  be 
most  expediently  withheld.  At  the  same 
timoi  with  the  feelings  I  entertain,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  avoid  adding  a  hope, 
that  after  giving  way  to  the  feeling  which 
prompts  your  Lordships  immediately  to  go 
up  to  the  throne,  with  the  expression  of 
the  warm  and  deep  sentiments  common  to 
us  all,  you  will  hereafter  feel  it  your  duty 
as  legislators,  not  to  stop  here,  but  when 
you  have  contemplated  the  source,  what- 
ever it  may  be,  of  this  extraordinary  crime, 
to  direct  your  attention,  if  it  can  be  use- 
fblly  so  bestowed,  to  the  causes  which 
may  have  led  to  that  which  is  as  great  a 
phenomenon  in  human  nature,  if  we  look 
to  the  absence  of  all  motiire,  as  it  is  the 
greatest  of  crimes,  if  we  look  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  consequences  which  tnight 
unhappily,  but  happily  did  not,  follow  the 
attempt.  At  presetit,  however,  there  can 
be  but  one  feeling  in  the,  Rouse,  and  we 
ought  not  to  lose  a  moment  in  recording 
and  giving  effect  to  that  feeling.  I  beg 
leave,  therefore,  to  second  the  motion  of 
the  noble  Duke. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  moved,  that  a 
committee  be  appointed  to  draw  up  an 
address  to  her  Majesty. 

Lord  Portman:  My  Lords,  t  beg  your 
Lordships  will  allow  me  to  interpose  for  a 
sinele  moment,  in  order  to  state  a  fact 
which  will  tend  to  increase,  if  any  fact 
can,  the  sentiments  of  gratitude  to  the 
Almighty,  and  of  affection  and  admiration 
for  W  Majesty,  which  we  all  feel,  and 
are  about  to  express  in  the  address  pro- 
posed  by  the  noble  Duke.  Her  Majesty, 
my  Lords,  relying  with  full  confidence  on 
the  protection  of  the  Almighty,  to  shield 
her  from  any  danger  to  which  she  might 
be  exposed,  mindful  of  the  safety  of  those 
engaged  in  her  Majesty's  service,  and  pro- 
bably thinking  that  the  ladies  who  gene- 
rally accompany  her  in  her  afternoon  drives 
might  yesterday  run  some  risk,  abstained 
from  commanding  the  attendance  of  any 
of  them.  Whatever  danger  was  to  be  en- 
countered, her  Majesty  seemed  to  have 
resolved  that  no  other  lady  than  herself 
should  be  exposed  to  it.  As  an  individual, 
my  Lords,  whose  nearest  and  dearest  rela- 
tive is  in  waiting  on  her  Majesty,  and  who 
might,  but  tbf  bftr  Majesty's  magnanimous  I 


determination,  have  on  that  occasion  been 
placed  in  a  situation  of  peril,  your  Lord- 
ships will,  I  hope,  think  It  not  unbecoming 
in  me  to  have  mentioned  a  circumstance 
which  is  so  truly  ennobling  to  her  Majesty, 
and  which  must  render  her  still  dearer  not 
only  to  those  amongst  us  whose  relatives 
are  in  her  service,  but,  I  may  venture  to 
add,  to  all  her  subjects. 

Lord  Brougham:  On  the  subject  of  the 
proposed  address  there  can  be  but  one  feel- 
ing in  doors  and  out  of  doors ;  but  I  beg 
to  have  it  distinctly  understood  that  it  is 
my  deliberate  opinion,  in  reference  to 
what  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne),  that  the  law  of 
England,  as  it  at  present  stands,  is  abun- 
dantly sufficient  to  repress  such  atrocities, 
and  by  condign  punishment  to  prevent  a 
repetition  of  them. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdotvne :  I  did  not 
mean  to  refer  to  the  necessity  of  any  new 
legislative  enactment,  but  merely  to  say 
that  all  the  circumstances  connected  with 
this  crime  should  be  minutely  probed  and 
made  known  for  the  satisfaction  of  the 
public  mind. 

Lord  Bwughatn:  I  am  not  to  under, 
stand  my  noble  Friend,  then,  to  contem- 
plate any  change  in  the  criminal  law  in 
consequence  of  this  melancholy  and  atro- 
cious event. 

The  Marquess  of  Lamdamne:  Cer- 
tainly not. 

The  question  that  a  committee  be  ap« 
pointed  to  prepare  an  address  to  her  Ma- 
jesty carried,  and  the  committee  named, 
the'Peers  forming  it  retired  for  the  pur. 
pose  of  drafting  up  the  address,  and  the 
House  adjourned  during  pleasure* 

In  a  few  minutes  the  committeei  headed 
by  his  Royal  Hiehness  the  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge, returnea  to  the  House,  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  resumed  his  seat  on  the 
woolsack. 

The  Duke  of  Cambridge  said,  that  he 
had  been  authorised  by  the  committee  of 
their  Lordships  to  propose  the  address  to 
her  Majesty,  which  was  precisely  in  the 
terms  previously  read  by  the  Duke  of 
Wellington. 

The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  moved  that  it 
be  communicated  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons,  as  the  concurrence  of  that  House 
desired. 

Question  carried. 

The  following  noble  Lords  irere  ap- 
pointed to  communicate  the  address  in  a 
con  Terence  with  the  Commons : — 
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Lord  Privy  Seal ;  the  Duke  of  Richmond; 
the  Duke  of  Wellington ;  the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne ;  the  Marquess  of  Normanby^ 
and  the  Bishop  of  London. 

Conference  held,  and 

Lord  Wharncliffe  reported,  that  the 
Peers  appointed  had  met  the  managers  on 
behalf  of  the  Commons,  and  had  placed  in 
the  hands  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  the  address 
to  the  Queen  to  which  their  Lordships  had 
agreed. 

Shortly  afterwards,  Sir  Robert  Peel  and 
others  brought  up  from  the  Commons  the 
assent  of  that  House  to  the  address  voted 
by  the  Lords  to  her  Majesty. 

On  the  motion  of  the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury 
the  joint  address  was  ordered  to  be  pre- 
sented to  her  Majesty  by  the  whole  House, 
and  that  the  Lords  with  white  staves 
wait  upon  her  Majesty  to  know  her  Ma- 
jesty's pleasure  when  she  would  receive  the 
address.  It  was  subsequently  announced 
that  her  Majesty  would  receive  the  ad- 
dress at  three  o'clock  on  the  following 
day. 

The  Bishop  op  Canada.]  Lord  How- 
d^said,  that  seeing  the  riehtrev.  Prelate 
to  whom  was  officially  confided  the  spiritual 
welfare  of  our  colonies  in  his  place,  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  asking  him  a 
question.  He  would  not  detain  their  Lord- 
sbips  long,  but  he  thought  that  many  of 
their  Lordships  would  be  somewhat  sur- 
prised at  the  statement  which  he  was  going 
to  make,  and  which  appeared  to  be  rather 
a  tradition  of  the  middle  ages  than  an  oc- 
currence which  had  taken  place  in  a  British 
colony  hardly  a  year  ago.  An  officer  of 
rank  in  her  Majesty's  army  died  at  Que- 
bec, while  he  was  serving  with  his  regi- 
ment in  Canada.  He  was  well  acquainted 
with  that  officer,  who  was  long  a  brother 
officer  of  his,  end  it  was  in  his  power  to 
speak  of  his  irreproachable  character  and 
uniformly  good  conduct.  After  his  de- 
cease the  officers  of  his  regiment,  anxious 
that,  in  a  distant  and  he  might  say  a 
foreign  land,  some  testimonial  might  re- 
main of  their  regard  to  bis  memory,  caused 
a  tablet  to  be  engraven,  merely  inscribing 
upon  it  a  few  words,  stating  the  circum- 
stances of  his  death,  and  the  respect  and 
affection  of  his  brother  officers,  which  he 
carried  with  him  to  the  grave.  This  tes- 
timonial— a  very  innocent  one  he  should 
have  thought — being  completed,  the  friends 
of  the  deceased  wished  to  place  it  in  the 
church  of  the  city,  and  they  applied  pro 
formd  to  the  colonial  bishop  for  leave  to  do 


so.  This  permission  was  refused.  What 
were  the  reasons  for  refusing  it  he  knew 
not,  but  he  did  think  it  would  be  difficult 
to  find  any  justifiable  reason  whatever 
under  any  possible  circumstances  for  offer- 
ing insult  to  the  dead.  He  wished  to  call 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  officer  was  born  of  parents  belonging 
to  the  church  of  England  ;  he  was  bap- 
tized and  brought  up  according  to  the 
rites  of  that  church  \  he  was  accustomed 
to  attend  divine  service  with  the  officers 
and  men  of  his  regiment,  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  anv  occurrence  upon 
record  which  could  justify  any  inquisitorial 
surmise  that  that  gallant  officer  did  not 
die  in  that  persuasion.  He  would  ask  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  first  of  all,  whether  the 
statement  he  had  made  were  correct  ?  and 
if  so,  then  he  would  ask  whether  the  con- 
duct of  the  colonial  bishop  had  met  with 
the  confirmation  and  approval  of  his  spi- 
ritual superior  at  home  ? 

The  Bishop  of  London  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  having  had  the  kindness  to 
communicate  to  him  his  intention  to  ask 
this  question,  he  was  prepared  to  answer, 
though  he  did  not  admit  that  a  bishop  was 
responsible  to  their  Lordships,  mucn  less 
to  any  one  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  for  any  regulations  he  might  think 
fit  to  establish  for  the  government  of  his 
diocese,  and  the  administration  of  the  rites 
of  his  church.  The  noble  Lord  had  fallea 
into  an  error  in  describing  him  in  having 
the  superintendence  of  the  spiritual  affairs 
of  the  colonies.  He  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  it,  except  with  respect  to  those 
colonies  which  did  not  enjoy  the  advantage 
of  episcopal  superintendence.  The  spiritual 
government  of  those  colonies  had  been 
considered  to  fall  upon  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don ;  but  the  province  of  Canada  had  its 
own  bishop,  and  was  in  no  way  subject  to 
his  jurisdiction,  interference,  or  control. 
Any  communication  that  might  have  been 
made  to  him  by  the  right  rev.  prelate  of 
Canada  had  been  made  to  him  merely 
as  a  brother  prelate,  in  consequence  of 
personal  friendship,  and  not  from  any 
supposed  subjection  on  the  part  of  the 
Bishop  of  Quebec  to  him  as  his  eccle- 
siastical superior.  For  any  acts  of  mis- 
conduct or  abuse,  the  Bishop  of  Quebec 
was  answerable  to  the  Primate  of  all  Eng- 
land, the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury.  It 
did  80  happen  that  the  circumstances  of 
this  case  had  been  communicated  to  him 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  With  respect 
to  the  question  o^.t|.e^^^b(e^(^i^e- 
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ther  the  circumstances  of  the  case  as  he 
had  stated  them  were  true,  he  believed 
that  the  noble  Lord's  statement  was 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the  truth  as  to 
the  fajcta  of  the  case^  but  not  as  to  the  in- 
ference drawn  from  them  ;  because  no- 
thing was  further  from  the  mind  of  his 
right  rev.  Friend  than  to  offer  a  gratuitous 
insult  to  the  memory  of  any  gentleman^  or 
to  do  anything  that  should  be  painful  to 
the  feelings  of  the  friends  of  any  deceased 
person.  In  August,  1840^  and  some  time 
before  the  death  of  this  officer^  the  Bishop 
of  Quebec,  having  had  for  a  considerable 
time  the  subject  under  consideration^ 
thought  it  desirable  to  establish  some  new 
regulations  with  regard  to  the  permission 
given  thenceforth  for  the  erection  of  tablets 
within  the  walls  of  the  church.  This  was 
a  matter  upon  which  the  Bishop  had  power 
to  act  as  he  pleased.  No  person  had  a 
common  law  right  to  erect  a  monument 
in  the  church  without  the  consent  of  the 
bishop.  In  August,  1840,  the  bishop  ad- 
dressed to  the  clergy  of  his  diocese  a  letter, 
stating  that  the  question  having  fallen 
under  his  notice,  whether  it  would  not  be 

E roper  to  establish  certain  restrictions  in 
is  diocese  relative  to  the  admission  of 
monuments  to  be  erected  within  the  walls 
of  the  churchy  he  had  given  the  subject 
the  best  consideration  in  his  power^  and 
had  come  to  the  resolution  to  adopt  two 
regulations  —  first,  that  no  monument 
should  be  put  up  within  the  walls  of  any 
church  in  the  diocese,  if  the  inscription 
thereon  was  not  first  approved  of  by  the 
clergyman  who  had  charge  of  the  spot ; 
and  secondly,  that  the  privilege  of  erect- 
ing any  sucn  monument  should  be  confined 
to  the  case  of  persons  who  had  been  com- 
municants of  the  church.  Shortly  after 
these  regulations  were  made,  it  unfortu- 
nately happened  that  the  gallant  Officer, 
whose  case  had  been  introduced  to  their 
Lordships,  died,  and  his  was  the  first  in- 
stance of  an  application  being  made  for 
permission  to  erect  a  tablet  after  the  regu- 
lations had  been  framed.  Thus  the  bishop 
had  his  regulations  very  soon  put  to  the 
test,  and  t^e  right  rev.  Prelate  did  not, 
on  the  application  being  made  to  him,  see 
any  reason,  looking  at  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  to  make  an  exception  to  those 
rules  in  favour  of  the  gallant  Officer.  This 
waa  the  simple  state  of  the  case,  and  he 
was  not  aware  that  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  add  anything  to  it.  He  thought 
it  was  not  competent  for  their  Lordships 
to  judge  from  what  was  the  practice  in 


this  country,  as  to  what  it  was  expedient 
should  be  done  in  a  province  circumstanced 
like  Canada.  But  it  was  well  known  that, 
even  with  reeard  to  this  country,  the 
right  of  prohibition  was  one  frequently  ex- 
ercised. Their  Lordships  all  knew  that 
the  dean  and  chapter  of  Westminster  had 
thought  fit  to  refuse  the  erection  of  monu- 
ments in  memory  of  certain  persons,  who, 
as  far  as  their  literary  acquirements  were 
concerned,  were  fit  persons  to  have  that 
honour  paid  to  their  memories.  The  pre- 
sent case  was  not,  therefore,  without  pre- 
cedent. But  were  it  so,  that  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of  the 
bishop's  undoubted  right  to  establish  such 
a  regulation.  If  indeed  the  bishop  had, 
after  the  death  of  this  officer,  framed  these 
regulations  with  special  reference  to  his 
case,  then  there  would  have  been  some 
ground  for  censure.  He  would  just  ad* 
vert  before  sitting  down  to  the  circum- 
stance which  had  led  to  these  regulations. 
They  had  been  framed  in  consequence  of  a 
tablet  having  been  erected,  without  the 
bishop's  permission,  in  memory  of  a  person 
who  was  of  a  notoriously  profligate  cha« 
racter,  and,  in  consequence  of  the  notice 
passed  upon  him  by  the  inscription  on 
that  monument,  became  the  subject  of 
painful  remark  amon(<  the  members  of  the 
congregation.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter 
more  particularly  into  the  case;  but  if 
anything  should  be  said  to  make  it  neces- 
sary, he  could  adduce  the  words  of  the 
Bishop  of  Quebec  himself  in  justification 
of  his  conduct;  but  he  trusted  he  had 
stated  enough  to  show  that  these  regula- 
tions were  framed  by  him  on  good  grounds, 
and  that,  seeing  no  peculiar  circumstances 
in  the  gallant  Officer's  case,  he  did  not 
feel  himself  justified  in  receding  from 
them. 

Lord  Howden  had  taken  considerable 
pains  to  put  himself  right  in  respect  of  the 
facts  of  the  case,  but  it  often  happened, 
that  the  greatest  efforts  to  do  so  failed. 
He  would  leave  it  to  their  Lordships  to 
decide  upon  the  validity  of  the  explana- 
tion given  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  He 
at  all  events  thought  their  Lordships 
would  agree  with  him,  that  these  regula- 
tions were  neither  politic,  nor  perhaps 
quite  in  harmony  with  what  was  called 
the  mild  spirit  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Lord  Brougham :  I  listened  with  very 
great  interest  and  with  some  anxiety  to 
the  explanation  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
and  when  1  consider  the  ability  of  that 
right  rey.  PrelatCi  I  can  have  but  one  feel- 
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ing  and  one  opinion  with  respect  to  the 
case  which  he  has  defended.  The  de- 
fence was,  1  have  no  manner  of  doubt,  as 
powerful  as  the  nature  of  the  case  per- 
mitted ;  but  that  defence,  notwithstanding 
the  ability  of  the  right  rev.  Prelaie,  ap- 
pears to  me  to  have  been  feeble  in  the  ex- 
treme. I  can  only  explain  that  feebleness 
of  defence  in  such  hands  from  the  bad- 
ness of  the  case.  My  Lords,  I  rejoice 
that  we  have  not  such  regulations  in  this 
country  as  the  Canadians  appear  to  lie 
under  in  their  spiritual  concerns.  I  re- 
joice that  St.  Paul's  and  Westminster 
Abbey  are  under  other  and  better — more 
judicious — more  charitable — and  more 
liberal  superintendence.  I  will  go  into 
no  particulars,  but  of  this  I  am  abso- 
lutely certain,  that  if,  instead  of  the  most 
rev.  Prelate,  (the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury), whose  ability,  whose  admirable 
judgment,  whose  constant  and  charitable 
forbearance,  where  forbearance  is  con- 
sistent with  his  duty— 'if  instead  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  to  whom  I  am  now  re- 
plying, and  who  exercises  his  high  func- 
tions with  all  those  attributes  which  I 
have  humbly  taken  leave  to  ascribe  to  his 
superior,  we  had  had  a  provincial  super- 
intendence of  the  erection  of  monuments 
in  St.  PauFs  or  Westminster  Abbey,  many 
of  those  marbles  which  adorn  the  inside  of 
those  great  national  structures  would  not 
now  have  been  found  to  grace  their 
walls.  And  when  I  advert  to  the  only 
precedent  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
has  been  able  to  cite  on  behalf  of  bis 
absent  brother,  I  roust  needs  add,  that 
that  precedent  is  the  very  one  which 
ought  to  have  been  selected  by  the 
Bishop  of  Quebec  in  order  not  to  fol- 
low it. 

The  Bishop  of  London  had  certainly 
thought,  that  the  tone  he  had  adopted  on 
this  occasion,  confining  himself,  as  be  had 
done,  simply  and  strictly  to  a  statement 
of  facts,  would  have  precluded  the  ani- 
madversions which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Tiord.  He  had  thought, 
and  he  still  was  of  opinion,  that  a  simple 
statement  of  the  facts  was  a  sufficient  de- 
fence of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  because 
those  facts  showed  most  clearly,  that  it 
was  from  no  want  of  charity  that  be  had 
been  led  to  make  those  regulations,  but 
from  what  he  considered  at  least  to  be  a 
due  regard  to  the  just  interests  of  the 
church  under  his  supertntendance.  He 
did  not  bold,  that  where  no  peisoAal  feel* 
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ings  entered  into  the  conduct  of  men 
there  any  want  of  charity  could  be  im- 
puted. After  what  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  said,  it  became  an  aot  of  justice 
on  his  part  to  go  a  little  farther,  and  to 
state,  that  although  he  might  have  con- 
siderable difficulty,  looking  to  the  circum- 
stances of  society  in  this  country  at  the 
present  moment,  in  framing  regulations  in 
contravention  of  long-established  custom, 
yet  he  approved  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Bishop  of  Quebec  in  making  the  regula* 
tions  which  had  given  occasion  to  this 
discussion,  supposing  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  to  be  such  as  he  had  stated  them 
to  be.  And  he  must  go  further  still,  by 
saying,  that  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
grounded  his  attack  on  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late upon  the  unquestionable  facility  with 
regard  to  the  monuments  erected  in  our 
churches,  he,  on  the  contrary,  looked  ra- 
ther with  shame  at  the  foct,  and  pleaded 
guilty  to  the  accusation,  rather  than  adopt 
the  fact  as  a  ground  of  attack  upon  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  for  not  having  adopted 
that  course.  He  thought  the  regulations 
of  the  Bishop  of  Quebec  were  more  con- 
sistent with  the  spirit  and  regulations  of 
our  Church.  He  never  could  go  into  a 
church  without  feeling  a  sense  of  sluune 
at  seeing  monumental  inscriptions  in  me- 
mory of  persons  whO|  neither  by  their 
lives  nor  their  deaths,  showed  that  they 
valued  the  high  privilege  of  being  mem- 
bers of  that  Church.  In  this  country  he 
was  aware  it  might  be  difficult  to  prevent 
this  practice,  but  if  the  Bishop  of  Quebec 
thought  it  possible  in  what  might  al* 
most  be  called  a  nascent  church  and  aa 
infant  congregation,  to  establish  those 
regulations,  he  would  say  that  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  done  it  in  strict  ac- 
cordance with  the  legal  discipline  oi 
the  Chureh,  and  also  in  strict  accord* 
ance  with  the  most  genuine  Christian 
charity.  It  was  a  violation  of  Christian 
charity  t<x  extend  posthwndus  reUgions 
honours  in  our  chucches  to  those  who  bad; 
lived  without  God  in  the  world,  or  to 
those  who  had  not  been  baptised  in  the 
faith,  and  been  efficient  and  constant 
commuaicants  of  the  Churcb«  He  shoeld 
not  have  vee4uced  to  bold  this  kaguage 
had  the  point  in  question  the  least  refer-* 
eoce  to  the  person  in  whose  memory  Ike 
tablet  was  required  to  be  elected.  U  wae 
a  general  regulation,  and,  locking  entirely 
at  the  principles  of  o«r  Cknrchf  it  was  a 
wise  anil  cberitaUe  regulatioD;  aaA  b# 
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again  insisted  upon  it,  that  it  was  strictlj 
consistent  with  the  policy  of  our  Church, 
and  the  dictates  of  pure  Christian  charity. 
Having  said  thus  otuch,  he  felt  bound  to 
BientioD  one  instance  which  had  more  ioi. 
mediately  led  to  these  regulations^  and 
whichi  he  believed,  would  have  led  him 
under  similar  circumstances,  to  have  acted 
as  the  Bishop  of  Quebec  had  done.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  here  read  a  statement 
prepared  by  the  Bishop  of  Quebec,  which 
set  forth  the  case  of  an  officer  having  had 
a  moaament  erected  to  his  memory  in  a 
church  at  Montreal,  with  an  inscription 
statins  that  this  gentleman  *'  had  died  as 
he  had  lived,  a  gallant  soldier  and  an  ho- 
nourable man/*  although  it  was  notorious 
that  he  had  been  killed  in  a  duel,  arising 
oat  of  a  supposed  intrigue  with  some  lady. 
Lord  Brougham:  I  hope  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  will  forgive  ne  for  reminding  him, 
that  I  made  no  attack  upon  him.  He 
rose  to  defend  himself,  as  I  understood 
him  to  say,  against  an  attack  which  I  had 
made  upon  him.  An  attack  upon  the 
right  rev.  Prelate !  To  the  utmost  of  my 
humble  ability,  I  endeavoured  to  pro- 
nounce a  panegyric  upon  him.  J  appeal 
to  noble  Lovds— I  appeal  to  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  himself,  for  he  heard  me—he  lis- 
tened to  me— and  I  venture  to  say,  he 
does  not  forget  one  single  word  I  said— I 
appeal  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate  himself* 
whether  I  did  not  speak  in  language  dia« 
metrically  opposite  to  the  very  appearance 
of  an  attack  upon  him  ?  To  have  been 
told,  therefore,  that  1  had  made  an  attack 
uport  him,  when,  on  the  contrary,  the 
whole  gist  of  my  argument  was,  that  the 
speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  with  all 
his  talent,  having  proved  insufficient  to 
make  out  a  better  case  for  his  absent 
brother,  was  to  me  an  absolute  demonstra- 
tion of  the  badness  of  that  case.  How- 
ever, bad  as  he  first  left  it,  I  do  not 
think  the  right  rev.  Prelate  has  mended 
the  case  in  his  reply  ;  but  I  think  he 
has  worsened  it,  and  that  most  consi- 
derably. What  is  the  only  instance 
which  he  says  had  given  rise  to  this  rule  ? 
It  is  the  instance  of  an  officer  killed 
hi  a  duel — in  the  commission  of  a  great 
offence ;  I  entirely  agree  with  the  right 
rev.  Prelate— a  duel  arising  out  of  an  im- 
morality— [Lord  Denman:  A  suspected 
immorality.]  A  suspected  immorality  in 
hit  private  life  ;  which  observation  of  my 
noble  Friend,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  in- 
dwsea  me  to  step  aside,  for  one  moment^ 


to  enter  my  protest  (and  I  do  it  with  all 
humility  towards  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
especially  upon  such  a  subject),  against 
the  gloss  which  he  has  furnished,  upon 
what  he  called  the  charity  of  the  Christian 
religion.  *'  How,*'  says  he,  '*  could  there 
be  any  want  of  charity,  when  there  was  no 
private  or  personal  feeling  upon  the  mat- 
ter?" But  I  have  always  understood, 
that  charity  is  that  which  thinketh  no 
evil,  whether  of  those  we  know,  or  of 
strangers ;  and  now  it  turns  out,  that  be- 
cause a  man  was  "  suspected'*  of  an  imroo^* 
ral  course  of  life,  and  afterwards  fell  in 
a  duel,  where,  undoubtedly,  no  question 
can  exist,  it  turns  out  that  it  was  deemed 
fit,  not  to  visit  him,  but  to  visit  the  commu** 
unity,  and  more  particularly,  the  profession 
to  which  he  belonged,  with  this  general  rule 
— what  ?  that  all  persons  who  die  in  the 
commission  of  an  unlawful  act,  shall  be 
excluded  from  having  marbles  erected 
to  their  memory,  within  the  walls  of  the 
cathedral? — that  all  persons,  whose  lives 
are  immoral,  shall,  after  their  decease,  be 
deprived  of  the  honour  of  a  monument  in 
the  cathedral  ? — that  all  persons  who  are 
even  suspected  of  immorality  in  private 
life,  shall  be  excluded  ?  No  such  thing ; 
a  rule  of  that  sort  would  have  some 
application  to  the  case,  and  might  be 
supposed  to  have  been  drawn  from  the 
particular  instance  cited  in  its  defence. 
But  it  is  no  such  rule — it  is  a  rule,  that 
all  persons  who  are  not  communicants, 
— whether  their  lives  have  been  moral  or 
not — whether  their  lives  have  been  sus- 
pected of  immorality  or  not  — whether 
those  suspicions  of  immorality  have  been 
grounded  or  groundless  —  whether  they 
have  fallen  in  a  duel  or  not,  but  that 
those  who  have  been  communicants,  be 
their  crimes  what  they  may,  which  led  to 
their  death — be  their  lives  as  immoral  as 
they  may,  which  preceded  their  decease 
-—or  if  they  died  by  a  duel  the  day  before, 
and  up  to  that  day  were  ever  so  immoral 
— may  all  be  buried  within  our  cathedrals, 
and  have  monuments  erected  to  their 
memory  notwithstanding  ;  and  after,  and 
in  spite  of  this  rule,  drawn  from  that  one 
instance,  and  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing its  repetition. 

The  Bishop  of  London  was  not  anxious 
to  have  the  last  word,  but  he  wished  to 
observe,  that  the  rule  laid  down  by  the 
Bishop  of  Quebec,  was  one  which  did  not 
impose  the  invidious  task  of  inquiring  into 
the  character  of  the  deceased.    He  had 
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taken  the  simple  test,  which  ought  to  be  the 
test  and  broad  line — that  of  living  within, 
or  living  without  the  pale  of  the  Church. 
He  must  say,  as  a  Minister  of  that  Church, 
that  while,  not  the  rites  of  religion,  but  the 
honours  of  religion,  were  refused  to  those 
who  in  their  lives  refused  to  comply  with 
its  most  sacred  injunctions,  there  was  no 
want  of  Christian  charity.  The  rites  of 
Christian  burial  were  not  denied,  only 
the  posthumous  honour  of  a  monument. 

The  Earl  of  Galloway  did  not  wish  to 
detract  from  the  force  of  the  observations 
of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  by  the  admixture 
of  any  remarks  of  his  own ;  neither  would 
he  make  any  remark  upon  the  case  men- 
tioned by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Howden), 
but  that  it  might  not  go  forth,  that  no 
one  rose  to  support  the  views  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  he  begged  to  say,  at  the  risk 
of  being  deemed  uncharitable,  a  bigot,  and 
an  enthusiast,  that  in  his  very  heart,  he 
concurred  in  every  observation,  that  had 
fallen  from  that  right  rev.  Prelate. 

Conversation  ended. 
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Newgate  Regulations.  —  Sympa- 
thy WITH  Criminals.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Clanricarde,  in  rising  to  move  for 
a  copy  of  the  regulations  observed  in  the 
gaol  of  Newgate  with  regard  to  criminals 
after  condemnation  for  capital  offences, 
said  that  he  did  not  pretend  to  any  parti- 
cular qualification  for  bringing  this  case 
before  their  Lordship ;  at  the  same  time, 
he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  make  any 
apology,  because  he  was  about  to  bring 
under  their  Lordships'  notice  a  case  which 
he  considered  to  have  been  shameful, 
disgusting,  and  profane,  and  one  which,  if 
it  were  allowed  to  pass  without  any  no- 
tice, might  well  cast  a  stain  upon  the 
manners  and  condition  of  the  lower  orders 
of  society.  He  wished  the  subject  had 
been  taken  up  by  some  right  rev.  Prelate, 
because  he  conceived  it  was  not  only  an 
act  of  justice  to  our  feelings  as  civilized 
persons,  but  that  it  involved,  in  a  great 
degree,  the  profanation  of  the  house  of 
worship,  the  reprehension  of  which  would 
come  well  from  such  authority.  He  held 
in  his  hand  an  extract  from  the  Times,  of 
Monday  the  23d  of  May,  from  which  he 
would  read  a  few  passages : — 

'<  Yesterday  a  great  number  of  respectable 
persons  of  both  sexes  were  admitted,  by  orders 
from  the  sheriffs,  to  the  chapel  in  Newgate,  in 
which  the  rev.  Mr.  Carver  (the  ordinary)  read 
divine  ser?icei  and  preached  a  sermon  adapted 


to  the  awful  condition  of  Daniel  Good,  who 
has  been  ordered  to  be  executed  this  morning. 
Before  half-past    nine  o'clock  the    common 
door  of  admission  to  the  gaol  was  blocked  up 
by  the  multitude,  and  at  ten  o'clock  all  were 
accommodated  in  the  most  satisfactory  manner 
in  the  different  parts  of  the  chapel  allotted  to 
visitors.    At  about  that  hour  the  Lady  Mayo- 
ress and  some  of  her  ladyship's  friends  entered 
the  governor's  pew.    The  body  of  the  chapel 
was  furnished  with  benches  and  chairs  by  the 
direction  of  the  governor;  so  that,  although 
we  never  recollect  to  have  seen  the  chapel  so 
numerously  attended,  every  individual  in  it 
was  provided  with  a  seat.    Immediately  be- 
fore the  service  commenced,  the  general  mass 
of  the  prisoners  confined  in  Newgate  entered, 
and  took  their  seats  within  the  railings  on 
each  side  of  the  building,  attended  by  turn- 
keys, and  then  Good  was  led  in  by  two  of  the 
officers  of  the  establishment,  and  placed  in  a 
chair  in  the  midst  of  the  congregation  by  the 
governor.    His  appearance  indicated  extreme 
mental  suffering.    He  clasped  (his  hands  toge- 
ther sometimes,  and  sometimes  he  raised  them 
up  and  pressed  them  against  his  breast  in  great  * 
agony,  the  tears  streaming  from  his  eyes  whilst 
he  endeavoured  to  catch  a  glimpse  of  some  old 
acquaintance  or  friend  amongst  the  surround- 
ing multitude.    So  strong  was  the  expression 
of  horror  in  his  fece  and  demeanour,  that  a 
respectable  female,  who  was  prompted  by  the 
cnnosity  which  will  induce  even  persons  of  the 
weakest  nerves  to  witness  the  'condemned 
sermon'  once    in   their  li?es^   shrieked    and 
fainted.     The  culprit    looked  with   evident 
anxiety  towards  the  spot  from  which  the  alarm 
proceeded ;  but,  finding  that  a  stranger  was 
the  cause  of  it,  he  seemed  to  retire  within  the 
awful  circle  of  his  own  meditations,  and  to 
struggle  with  feelings  beyond  the  power  of 
any  human  being  to  describe.    The  service 
was  interrupted  for  some  moments  by  this  in- 
cident, and  the  Ordinary  did  not  proceed  until 
the  lady  who  had  ventured  to  try  the  experi- 
ment of  abiding  the  presence  of  so  dreadful  an 
offender  was  carried  away  from  the  scene." 

Then  came  a  description  of  the  service 
and  of  the  conduct  of  the  culprit,  which  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  read.  The 
article  went  on  to  say,  "--.. 

"  During  the  first  part  of  the  di^ice  it  was 
considered  necessary  to  give  him  srclass  of 
cold  water,  by  which  he  was,  or  seemed  to  be, 
relieved.  The  Ordinary  took  his  text  fr^  the 
General  Epistle  of  James,  chapter  1,  vers^5. 
*  Then  when  lust  hath  conceived,  it  bring^h 
forth  sin  ;  and  sin,  when  it  is  finished,  bringi 
eth  forth  death.'  With  a  great  deal  of  power 
he  addressed  himself,  after  many  general  ob- 
servations upon  the  consequences  of  indulg- 
ing the  passion  to  which  it  was  acknowledged 
the  convict  was  the  slave,  to  the  miserable 
wretch  himself  who  was  so  soon  to  be  sepa- 
rated from  kindred  and  acquaintance  in  Uiis 
world  for  ever.    He  called  upon  the  moi^ 
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derer>  convicted  as  that  murderer  had  been 
upon  the  clearest  testimoDy^  to  make  an 
avowal  of  his  guilty  as  the  only  reparation  now 
in  his  power  to  offer  for  the  transgression  of 
the  laws  of  his  coantry  and  of  humanity. 
Good  repeated  the  shake  of  the  head,  and  the 
upward  motion  of  the  hands  and  eyes  upon 
being  thus  solemnly  invited  to  make  a  salu- 
tary confession,  in  order,  no  doubt,  to  impress 
upon  the  congregation  that  his  defence  was 
founded  in  truth ;  and  when  the  service  was 
concluded  he  raised  up  his  hands  once  more, 
and  said,  'Oh !  God  bless  you  all.*  He  was 
then  conducted  back  to  his  room.  He  did 
not  appear  in  the  prison  dress,  his  wish  to  at- 
tend chapel  in  his  own  clothes  having  been 
complied  with.'' 

He  could  not  refrain  from  expressing 
the  indignation  and  disgust  with  which  he 
had  read  that  statement  He  was  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  there  could  hardly  be 
found  in  the  history  of  barbarous  nations, 
in  the  records  of  violence  and  bloodshed, 
or  in  the  sacrifices  committed  in  remote 
ages,  an  exhibition  of  a  more  degrading 
and  disgusting  kind  than  that  which  this 
audience  had  assembled  to  witness  for  the 
mere  sake  of  gratifying  a  morbid  and  de- 
praved appetite.  In  those  remote  ages, 
persons  assembled  merely  to  witness  the 
physical  sufferings  of  the  individual,  but 
here  the  man  was  dressed  out  and  brought 
into  this  assembly  in  order  that  they 
might  witness  not  his  physical,  but  his 
mental  sufferings.  Yet  this  was  an  exhL 
bition  which  was  called  a  numerous  as- 
sembly of  most  respectable  persons  of 
both  sexes.  He  begged  their  Lordships 
to  observe  that  the  criminal  was  not — as 
he  imagined  he  would  have  been — put 
into  a  closet  or  pew  apart  from  the  con- 
gregation, where  he  might  have  indulged 
in  his  meditations  undisturbed  by  the 
gaze  of  those  whom  morbid  curiosity  had 
drawn  to  the  scene.  On  the  contrary,  it 
appeared  that  the  criminal  was  purposely 
dressed  for  the  occasion ;  he  was  led  into 
the  middle  of  the  congregation,  to  a  place 
where  every  person  had  a  good  view,  and 
where  all  were  accommodated  with  seats. 
This  was  the  sort  of  Sunday  pastime  which 
took  place  in  one  of  the  chapels  of  this 
metropolis,  and  over  which  a  Christian 
minister  was  called  to  preside.  He  did 
not  blame  the  clergyman — he  had  a  duty 
to  perform,  and  he  was,  perhaps,  the  only 
individual  present  for  whom  pity  could  be 
felt.  He  did  not  wish  to  blame  any  par- 
ticular person,  because  he  did  not  know 
where  the  blame  rested,  not  being  aware 
what  chaoges  bad  been  made  in  the  regu- 


lation of  the  prisons  in  reference  to  this 
point.     He  had  looked  into  several  re- 
ports of  the  inspectors  of  prisons,  but  he 
had  found  nothing  to  guide  him  in  the 
matter.     He  thought,  however,  that  some 
notice  ought  to  be  taken  of  the  practice, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  it. 
In   making    this  motion,  he  wished    to 
guard  himself  against  being  supposed  as 
having  any  particular  sympathy  with  the 
unfortunate  criminal,  or  as  pronouncing 
any  opinion  on  the  publicity  of  execution. 
Not  knowing  the  prison  regulations,  of 
course  he  spoke  liable  to  correction,  when 
he  said  that  he  thought  the  allowing  Good 
to  take  off  the  prison  dress,  and  appear  in 
one  of  his  own,  was  against  the  spirit  of 
all  such  regulations.     The  prison  dress 
was  a  mark  of  degradation,  and  whether 
it  was  at  the  criminal's  desire,  or  against 
his  wish,  that  it  was  exchanged  for  a  pri- 
vate dress,  in  either  case  the  exchange 
ought  not  to  have  been  made.    The  ob- 
ject of  granting  some  delay  previous  to  ex- 
ecution, was  to  enable  the  culprit  to  make 
his  peace  with  the  offended  Deity,  and  to 
devote  some  hours  or  days  to  receiving 
the  comforts  of  religion.    But  if  a  man 
was  to  be  visited  and  brought  out  and  ex- 
posed, as  the  criminal  Good  had  been, 
how  could  bis  thoughts  take  the  direction 
which  it  was  the  end  of  religious  instruc- 
tion to  produce?    From  the  statement 
which  he  had  read,  it  would  be  seen  that 
during  the  whole  time  of  the  service  the 
attention  of  the  criminal  was  devoted  to 
observing  the  audience,  and   the  effect 
produced  on  them.    This  was  surely  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  the  law.    The  case 
was  different  as  to  executions.  He  thought 
the  utmost  publicity  ought  to  be  given  to 
executions ;  and  even  this  was  to  be  jus- 
tified only  by  the  belief  that  such  publicitr 
tended  to  prevent  crime  by  the  awe  which 
it  inspired.    The  sheriff,  therefore,  was 
perfectly  justified  in  acting  acccording  to 
the  law,  in  making  executions  public,  but 
the  law  never   allowed  any  church    or 
chapel  to  be  desecrated  by  an  exhibition 
of  the  criminal  during  divine  service.    He 
would  not  trouble  their  Lordships  further 
on  this  matter,  because  he  had  brought 
the  subject  forward  merely  for  information. 
If  any  inconvenience  should  result  from 
granting  the   information,  he  would  at 
once  withdraw  the  motion,  but  he  hoped 
it  would  be  agreed  to  in  order  that  their 
Lordships  might  mark  their  sense  of  what 
bad  taken  placei  9%irM  ^^nvent  the  le. 


1011      Newgate  RBguktium^        {LORDlS}      Sympathy  with  Oriminais.     tOli 

solitude ;  that  he  ought  to  have  no  coili- 
rouDication,  except  with  the  ministen  of 
religion ;  and  that  lie  should  be  at  liberty 
to  receive  the  sacrameot ;  but  beyond  lhat» 
be  should  be  kept  by  bimaelf*  and  not  as*- 
posed  to  the  morbid  curiosity  of  tboae 
around  him. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  merely  rose 
to  confirm  what  had  fallen  from  bis  noble 
Friend  who  had  just  sal  down»  as  to  the 
Government  having  no  share  in  this  Iraaa* 
action,  h  was  known  to  every  one  wko 
had  filled  the  office  of  Secretary  of  Stale, 
that  the  government  of  the  gaol  of  New- 
gate was  exclusively  in  the  corporation  of 
London,  as  represented  by  thb  sheriff. 
During  the  time  that  he  had  held  the  office 
of  Secretary  of  State,  no  instance  exactly 
similar  to  the  present  one  occurred ;  biti 
he  was  obliged  to  interfere  in  reference  to 
another  practice  which  very  improperly 
prevailed  at  the  time^thal  of  making  an 
exhibition  of  the  criminal  in  the  previous 
stages  of  his  confinement.  He  was  obliged 
on  one  or  two  occasions  to  send  for  the 
sheriff,  and  represent  to  him  that  though 
he  was  aware  he  had  no  authority  to  inter* 
fere,  yet  if  such  practices  were  continued, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  call  the  atten* 
lion  of  Parliament  to  the  sitbject.  He  was 
happy  to  say,  that  he  met  with  every  co- 
operation from  the  gentleman  who  at  that 
time  filled  the  office  of  sheriff,  in  checking 
the  practice,  as  long  as  his  authority 
existed.  He  hoped  that  the  present  motkMi 
would  not  be  without  its  effect  on  the 
civic  authorities,  and  that  the  practices 
complained  of  would  not  be  allowed  to 
recur. 

The  Marquess  of  Lamdowne  could  not 
help  joining  his  voice  in  thli  matter. 
There  was  one  view,  in  addition  to  those 
which  had  been  taken,  which  he  was 
anxions  to  impress  on  the  attention  of  the 
House.  AHbougb  it  was  itidispentable, 
fox  the  sske  of  example,  that  executions 
ihould  be  public,  still  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  making  public  the  last  few  moments 
of  the  life  of  the  unhappy  individual. 
These  ought  to  be  left  to  the  criminal 
himself.  The  notice  taken  of  the  criminal 
when  introduced  into  the  crowded  chapel 
couM  not  be  a  matter  of  indifference  to 
him ;  for  though  to  some  minds  this  would 
be  an  aggravation  of  the  punishment,  yet 
to  others  it  would  prove  a  source  of  roor^ 
bid  gratification.  He  believed  that  many 
crimes,  particularly  in  latter  years,  had 
been  comafeittedi  or  allempced  u>  be  com- 


eurl'etifce  of  the  practice  on  sdme  future 
oeeasion.  He  begged  to  move  for  a  copy 
of  the  regulations  observed  in  the  gaol  of 
Newgate,  with  regard  to  criminals  after 
condemnation  for  capital  offences. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  hav- 
ing called  the  attention  of  their  Lordships 
to  a  similar  subject  four  years  since,  he 
rose  to  offer  his  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord 
ft>r  having  brought  this  subject  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  It  appeared 
to  him,  that  the  placing  of  the  criminal  in 
the  midst  of  the  congregation  was  a  most 
feph*hensible  act,  and  of  all  means  the 
least  calculated  to  exeite  the  sympathy  of 
those  about  him  ;  for  what  man  could  see 
an  Individual  criminal,  though  he  might 
be  sufering  nnder  all  the  terrors  of  a 
guilty  conscienee,  and  not  for  the  moment 
feel  some  degree  of  sympathy  for  the  man, 
lliough  others  might  suppose  the  sympa- 
thy was  for  the  criminal.  He  objected  to 
the  practice  on  another  ground.  It  was 
wrong  to  the  criminal  hhnself  to  bring  htm 
in,  and  thus  induce  him  to  act  a  part,  to 
iilduee  him  to  bring  bis  hypocrisy  forward, 
and  to  stMe  the  feelings  natural  to  his 
sitoatiott.  It  wottid  be  far  better  if  he 
were  permitted  to  rtoiain  in  a  solitary  cell, 
and  there  to  endeavour  to  make  his  peace 
wiib  his  Creator.  He  knew,  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  would  do  his  utmost 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  these  scenes, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  if,  on  fnspeciton  of 
the  person  regulations,  it  should  be  found, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  has  not  the 
power  to  furnish  this,  he  feared — unless 
•one  change  look  place  in  public  opinion 
— thai  some  legislative  enactment  would 
be  necessary  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
a«  exhibitmn  which  waa  wrong  to  the 
tfimkial,  and  injoriods  to  the  public. 

Lord  WhameHffe  entirely  concurred  in 
the  opinions  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord 
oppoette,  and  he  felt  exceedingly  glad  that 
tW  swbject  had  been  brought  under  the 
conslderatbn  of  their  Lordships,  because 
1m  bad  to  state,  as  far  as  Grovemment  was 
eoBcemed,  thai  they  had  no  share  in  the 
exhilNlion  alluded  to.  He  agreed  with 
what  bad  been  said  aa  to  the  ^ed  which 
sacb  a  display  bad  on  the  criminal  who 
waa  the  subject  of  it,  and  who  was  made 
to  pander  to  the  morbid  passion  of  those 
im6vidiial84  He  thougbi  that  from  the 
■mmenl  the  person  was  condemned  to 
4ea^,  «p  to  the  time  of  hie  execution,  be 
•vgbl  ta>  be  Isft  aa  nMcb  aa  poaaible  m 


1013    Attack  mk  Hit  Majesty—      {Mat  31} 


Addtus. 


1614 


milled,  fVom  a  morbid  appetite  for  noto- 
riety, created^  in  a  great  measure,  by 
criminals  being  eihibited  to  lhose,~he 
would  not  say  mischieTOus  or  wicked,  but 
to  tbose  most  injudicious  persons  whose 
ilKoenslituted  minds  could  derive  a  vicious 
sort  of  pleasure  from  such  an  exhibition. 
All  this  tended  to  create  an  opinion  in  the 
criminal  that  he  was  an  object  of  interest ; 
and  it  was,  no  doubt,  the  source,  the  mo- 
live  for  the  committal  of  some  of  the  most 
horrid  outrages  that  disgraced  humanity 
in  this  or  in  any  other  country.  He  trusted 
something  would  be  done  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  so  disgraceful  a  practice, 
and  he  was  glad  the  noble  Lord  had 
brought  the  question  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House,  because  the  present 
discussion  would  not,  he  thought,  be 
without  its  effect. 
Motion  agreed  to* 

Sunday  Tkavelliko.]!  Lord  Gah 
hway  said,  be  was  interrupted  last  night 
io  presenting  the  petition  which  he 
BOW  held  in  his  hand.  It  was  a  petition 
from  Edinbu^b  against  railway  travelling 
on  Sunday.  In  the  discussion  which  bad 
taken  place  on  the  subject  of  Sunday 
travelKag  on  caaalsi  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Wharncli^)  said  he  should  give  the  sub-* 
ject  his  consideration  with  the  view  of 
applying  some  remedy.  He  thought  the 
aubjeet  of  railway  travelling  on  the  Sun- 
day equally  deserving  the  attention  of 
Government. 

Lord  Wharncliffe  said,  that  the  answer 
which  he  gave  the  noble  Lord  who  brought 
forward  the  motiotfi  relating  to  canal  iravel- 
Uog  OB  the  Sunday  was,  that  Government 
couU  not  undertake  to  introduce  any 
mtasure  ob  the  aubject  this  Session;  but 
thai  if  the  noble  Lord  brought  in  a  bill, 
he  would  give  him  his  best  asaieCance. 
Th«  aobk  Lord  who  presented  the  present 
petition  waa  not,  perhaps,  aware  that  the 
committee  which  sat  last  year  on  the  sub- 
ject of  caoal  travelliog  on  the  Sunday  had 
lefcrenee  to  the  boatmeB  employed  on  the 
eanate.  If  they  were  to  put  a  stop  to  one 
sort  ol  Sunday  travelling,  Uiey  would  be 
obliged  to^  slop  Sunday  travelliog  of  every 
kind*  He  knew  there  waa  a  strong  ft%U 
ing  1b  Scotland  against  the  practice,  and 
pes hapa  thai  feeling  was  founded  on  ptaise- 
woithy  motives,  but  he  eoaU  not  help 
thinking  that  it  was  carried  to  excesa. 
OoveromeBt  was  not  prepared  to  legiekile 
ob  lia  Bubjiecty  because  they  were  not  pie- 


psred  to  say  to  the  people  of  Bdgland 
that  Sunday  was  a  day  on  which  no  one 
should  be  allowed  to  travel. 

Lord  Galloway  said,  that  he  had  given 
no  opinion  as  to  Sunday  tmvelling,  but  he 
had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  present  the 
petition.  He  was  not  an  advooate  for 
extreme  legislation  on  any  subject,  more 
paiticuiarl}^  on  a  subject  of  this  sort,  be- 
cause he  did  not  think  it  possible  to  make 
men  relisioos  by  act  of  Parliament. 

The  Marquess  of  Nornianby  said,  that 
having  moved  for  the  committee  last  year 
on  the  subject  of  canal  travelling  on  the 
Sunday,  he  drew  a  clear  distinctioti  be- 
tween travelling  on  canals  and  on  fM- 
roads.  In  moving  for  the  committee,  he 
stated  that  no  part  of  it  would  have  refer- 
ence to  railroads,  and  that  no  report  could 
be  expected  from  it  which  would  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  perfect  freedom  of 
railway  travelling  on  Sunday. 

Lord  Campbell  concurred  in  the  views 
taken  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite.  He 
rejoiced  excedingly  at  the  manner  in  which 
the  Sunday  was  generally  observed  in  Scot- 
land ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  must  say, 
that  he  thought  the  horror  expressed  ia 
some  parts  of  Scotland  against  railway 
travelling  on  a  Sunday  was  extravagant 
in  the  extreme,  and  bad  no  foundation 
either  in  reason  or  Scripture,  tie  hoped 
that  feeling  would  subside,  and  that  that 
country  would  continue  to  enjoy  the  ad- 
vantages of  that  rational  religion  for  which 
it  had  so  long  been  famed. 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  31, 1842. 


ItMvtM.}    Naw  UmnmM,   ThoHM  Buamf^  Bi^»  an 

Bills.    PMA/la-4»-  N«w  South  WaleiL 
Reporied, — ^Witaet0«i  Indemnitjr. 
9*-  and  piAed  :->PR>petty  Tax. 
PHmte.—t^'   eharterllovae  lloi|iltal  WMbe* 
!••  LWefpooI  Poof. 

Bepofietf.— BriHiaa  iBfllosuiet  Bottoit  Iiaiiioilv(No.9i 
Bruntidand  and  Granton  Pier,  Ferry,  and  Roai ;  hiffm^ 
pool  BoTou^  Court 

3*-  and  paned:— CamtMrlang  and  Multkiik  Roadi ; 
GrsveKOd  Terrace  Piers  Tideaater  and  Ottley  Road. 

Attack  ojr  her  Majesty  —  Ad- 
dress.] Messengers  from  the  House  of 
Lords,  brought  down  a  request  for  a  con- 
ference. 

The  Speaker:  1  have  to  acquaint  the 
House,  that  the  Lords  desire  a  conference 
with  this  House  in  the  committee  roolii  df 
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their  Lordships'  House,  No.  2,  od  a  sub- 
ject materially  affecting  the  safety  of  her 
Majesty's  roost  sacred  persou,  aud  the 
happiness  of  her  people. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  I  beg  to  move  that  this 
House  do  agree  to  the  conference  as  de* 
sired  by  the  Lords. 

Motion  agreed  to: — ^And  the  messen- 
gers informed  that  the  conference  was 
agreed  to. 

The  following  Members  of  the  House 
were  appointed  on  the  motion  of  Sir  R. 
Peel,  to  manage  the  conference.  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  Lord  John  Russell,  Lord 
Stanley,  Viscount  Palmersion,  Sir  James 
Graham,  Viscount  Howick,  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Baring,  Earl 
of  Lincoln,  Sir  John  Hobhouse,  Sir  Henry 
Hardinge,  Mr.  Macaulay,  Mr.  Williams 
Wynn,  Mr.  Ellice,  Sir  Edward  Knatch- 
bull,  Mr.  Vernon  Smith,  Sir  George  Grey, 
Mr.  Attorney- General,  Mr.  Solicitor-Ge- 
neral, Sir  Thomas  Wilde,  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Lord  Ashley,  Lord  Seymour,  Vis- 
count Mahon,  Mr.  Fox  Maule,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Mr.  Labouchere,  Lord  Granville 
Somerset,  Sir  Thomas  Acland,  Sir  Robert 
Harry  Inglis,  Sir  George  Clerk,  Mr. 
Villiers  Stuart,  Mr.  Shell,  Sir  Thomas 
Fremantle,  Mr.  Charles  Wood,  Mr. 
0*Co.nnell,  Sir  Denham  Norreys,  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  Colonel  Connolly,  Mr. 
Patrick  Stewart,  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  Sir 
George  Cockburn,  Sir  Charles  Napier,  Sir 
Matthew  Wood,  and  Mr.  Greene. 

Conference  held,  and  Sir  R.  Peel  re- 
ported, 

''That  the  managers  had  met  the  Lords  at  a 
conference,  which  was  managed  on  the  part 
of  the  Lords  by  the  Lord  President  of  the 
council;  and  that  the  conference  was  to  ac- 
quaint this  House,  that  the  Lords,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  recent  most  atrocious  and  trea- 
sonable attempt  on  her  Majesty's  most  sacred 
person,  had  taken  the  same  into  consideration; 
and  had  agreed  upon  an  address  to  be  presented 
to  her  Majesty  thereupon ;  to  which  address 
the  Lords  desire  the  concurrence  of  this 
House." 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  propose  that  this  House  should  concur 
in  the  address  which  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  has  adopted,  and  I  anticipate 
but  one  unanimous  feeling  respecting  the 
proposal  which  I  have  to  make.  Scarcely 
two  years  have  elapsed  since  I  had  the 
painful  duty  of  seconding  the  proposal  of 
a  similar  nature  made  by  the  noble  Lord, 


and  it  is  with  mixed  feelings  of  shame 
and  indignation  that,  after  a  lapse  of  two 
years,  I  rise  now  to  discharge  a  similar 
duty.  I  should  have  thought,  that  the 
natural  feelings  and  sympathies  of  human 
nature  would  have  been  protection  suffi- 
cient  against  so  atrocious  a  crime.  That 
our  young  Queen,  seeking  for  innocent 
recreation  from  the  cares  and  toils  of 
business,  in  the  presence  of  her  beloved 
husband,  should  be  a  second  time  exposed 
in  this  country  to  an  attempt  like  this, 
fills  me  with  feelings  of  shame  and  indig- 
nation. If  the  natural  feelings  of  human- 
ity would  not  have  prevented  such  an 
attempt,  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
burst  of  loyal  affections  which  had  been 
called  forth  from  all  classes  of  her  Majes- 
ty's subjects  by  the  first  attempt,  and  of 
indignation  and  abhorrence  against  the 
author  of  it,  would  have  constituted  an 
additional  guarantee  to  prevent  the  re- 
petition of  such  an  atrocity.  It  has 
not  done  so.  Yesterday  evening,  a  lit- 
tle before  sis  o'clock,  as  her  Majesty 
was  returning  home  in  the  company  of 
her  beloved  husband,  having,  I  believe, 
taken  the  precaution  that  no  other  fe- 
male life  should  be  exposed  to  danger 
but  her  own — relying  with  confidence 
in  the  generous  loyalty  of  her  people 
— with  a  determination  not  to  be  con- 
fined as  a  prisoner  in  her  own  palace. 
I  say  yesterday  evening,  on  her  Majesty's 
return  to  the  palace,  a  shot  from  a  pistol 
was  discharged  at  the  carriage  in  which 
her  Majesty  was  sitting,  and  I  have,  at 
least,  the  satisfaction  of  stating  that  the 
person  by  whom  that  pistol  was  discharged 
was  immediately  arrested,  and  is  now  ia 
confinement.  There  is  every  reason  to 
believe  that  this  crime  had  been  meditated 
on  the  preceding  day ;  at  least  a  person, 
answering  in  every  respect  the  description 
of  the  appearance  of  the  person  appre- 
hended for  the  offence  of  yesterday,  was 
observed  to  point  a  pistol  at  the  carriage 
in  which  her  Majesty  was  seated  on  her 
return  from  churchy  and  was  heard  to  ex- 
press his  regret  that  he  had  failed  in  effect- 
ing his  object.  This  person  so  charged 
has  been  committed  for  the  offence  of 
high  treason,  and  is  now  before  the  judi- 
cial tribunals  of  the  country;  I  shall, 
therefore,  abstain  from  any  further  com- 
meirts  on  the  offence  with  which  he  has 
been  charged,  but  I  am  sure  I  shall  be 
justified  in  anticipating  that  the  country, 
from  one  end  to  the  otheri  will  cotcar 
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with  us  in  our  expression  of  abhorrence  at 
the  crime,  and  gratitude  to  Almighty  God 
for  the  renewed  protection  of  her  Majesty 
from  this  second  attempt  on  her  life,  and 
will  oflTer  up  an  earnest  prayer  to  the  same 
divine  Disposer  of  events,  that  he  will  con- 
tinue to  vouchsafe  his  protection  to  her, 
and  long  preserve  a  life  so  justly  dear  to 
all  her  Majesty's  subjects.  The  motion  I 
have  to  make  is,  that  the  House  do  agree 
to  the  Address,  (for  which  see  the  Lords 
Report)  with  the  addition  of  the  words, 
"  and  the  Commons." 

Lord  John  Russell  said :  In  rising  to 
second  the  motion,  I  am  sure  that  there 
can  be  but  one  feeling  as  to  the  motion 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just 
made.  I  am  sure  that  the  predominant 
feeling  in  this  House,  and  in  the  country, 
must  be  that  of  gratitude  to  Almighty 
God  for  the  preservation  of  her  Majesty's 
life.  In  the  next  place,  that  there  should 
be  a  second  person  found  who  could  me- 
ditate and  commit  a  crime  so  atrocious 
and  so  cowardly  was  most  lamentable. 
The  only  thing  we  can  now  hope  is,  that 
this  crime  has  been  that  of  a  solitary  in- 
dividual, and  that  it  is  not  the  result  of  a 
concerted  conspiracy.  Of  this  at  least  I 
am  sure,  that  when  her  Maiesty  goes 
abroad  among  the  people  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  recreation  or  exercise,  there  is 
not  one  among  her  subjects  who  has  less 
reason  to  fear  an  enemy  in  any  single  in- 
dividual of  the  millions  who  constitute  her 
subjects.  Let  us  hope,  therefore,  that  this 
may  be  the  crime  of  one  person,  and  that 
the  voice  of  abhorrence  and  indignation 
that  will  arise  against  him  will  have 
the  effect  of  preserving  the  life  it  has 
pleased  Almighty  God  to  protect,  for 
many  years. 

Mr.  JV.  Lascelles  said  :  I  wish  to  state 
a  fact  that  has  come  within  my  own  know- 
ledge. I  have  learnt  that  her  Majesty 
having  reason  to  apprehend  that  an  at- 
tempt would  again  be  made  on  her  life, 
with  that  noble  and  generous  conduct 
characteristic  of  her,  would  not  permit  her 
usual  female  attendant  to  accompany  her. 
Although  this  might  have  been  understood 
from  what  has  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  yet  as  this  noble  and  generous 
act  was  performed  with  respect  to  a  person 
nearly  and  dearly  connected  with  me,  I 
could  not  help  stating  the  fact  to  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to  nemine  contradicente, 
.  The  Members  forming  the  committee 


to  manage  the  conference,  took  up  the 
consent  of  the  Commons  to  the  Lords. 

House  to  present  the  Address  on  the 
following  day. 

SuDBUBY  Disfranchisement.]  Mr. 
Williams  Wynn  said,  that  the  House 
would  recollect,  that  when  the  Sudbury 
Bill  was  introduced,  the  House  was  in- 
formed that  some  very  material  evidence 
as  to  the  practices  that  had  been  pursued 
in  that  place  at  the  elections  was  con- 
tained  in  the  report  of  the  commissioners 
on  the  state  of  the  hand-loom  weavers. 
This  report  was  printed  last  year,  and  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  Members  of  the  last 
Parliament,  but  it  was  not  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  new  Members.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  that  part  of  the  report 
which  related  ta  the  subject  which  he  had 
mentioned  should  be  reprinted.  The  re« 
port  itself  was  very  voluminous ;  it  would 
therefore  be  necessary,  in  conformity  with 
the  rule  of  the  House,  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee to  select  such  parts  of  the  evidence 
as  related  to  the  elections  in  the  borough 
of  Sudbury.  If  the  House  did  not  ob- 
ject, be  would  at  once  move  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  committee ;  but  if  it  was  ob- 
jected to  he  would  give  notice  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  would  suggest  that  the  Sudbury 
election  committee  should  be  re-appointed 
proformA  for  the  selection  of  the  evidence. 
He  would  also  recommend  that  the  same 
course  should  be  pursued  in  this  case  that 
was  followed  with  respect  to  similar  bills, 
namely,  that  copies  of  the  bill  should  be 
sent  down  to  the  borough.  The  right  hon. 
Member  moved  the  appointment  of  the 
committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. — Committee  to  be 
appointed  on  the  following  day. 

Commercial  Relations  with 
France.]  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchem 
quer  having  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day 
tor  the  third  reading  of  the  Property-tax 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  before  this 
motion  was  put,  he  was  anxious  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net at  the  head  of  the  Government,  re- 
lative to  one  of  the  most  important 
branches  of  our  manufactures.  He  had 
seen  it  stated  in  the  newspapers,  and  he 
had  some  reason  to  fear  that  the  state* 
ment  was  true,  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment intended  to  raise  the  duty  on 
the    importation  Dg^eiW^Oe^feea 


Edit  India  {COMMONS }         Compamf  Pinaiici.       1030 


101» 

jwmi.  He  wished  to  know,  whether  the 
right  hon«  Oenlleman  could  give  any  in- 
ibrmatioii  aa  to  thia  statement,  aa  it  was 
a  matter  which  would  excite  considerable 
interest  in  the  manufacturing  districts.  If 
the  casb  was  as  had  been  described^  he 
Could  not  help  expressing  his  regret  that 
at  a  moment  when  this  country  was  pre- 
pared to  pursue  a  more  liberal  commercial 
policy  as  to  the  produce  of  other  nations, 
and  especially  when  commercial  negotia- 
tions had  been  carried  on  for  so  long  a 
period  between  this  country  and  Prance, 
a  step  of  so  hostile  a  character  should  be 
taken  by  the  French  Government. 

Sir  JR.  Peel  replied,  that  within  the  last 
three  or  four  days,  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  received  authentic  information 
on  this  subject.  They  had  been  informed 
that  the  minister  of  France  had  stated, 
that  the  Government  had  the  power  by 
an  ordonnance  to  raise  those  import  duties, 
and  he  implied,  that  such  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  French  Government.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
British  Government  did  not  allow  a  post 
to  leave  the  country  without  forwarding  a 
commanication  on  the  subject  to  the 
French  Gofemmeht)  and  expressing  the 
deep  regret  that  had  been  felt  on  learning 
the  course  that  it  Was  iutended  to  pursue. 
This  despateh  stated  What  material  effect 
such  a  proceeding  must  have  on  the  com- 
mercial negotiation  between  this  country 
and  Prance  which  had  proceeded  so  far.  He 
could  not  help  stating,  that  there  existed 
k  strong  feeling  in  several  parts  of  France, 
and  especially  in  the  Sooth  of  France, 
against  the  policy  of  such  a  proceeding. 
That  portion  of  that  country  was  most 
anxious  for  the  favourable  termination  of 
the  commercial  negotiation  which  had 
been  carried  on  so  long.  If  this  step, 
however,  should  unhappily  be  adopted, 
It  would  beeome  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ftniint  to  open  communications  with  other 
Countries  of  Europe  which  produced  wine, 
to  see  whether  commercial  relations  on 
tnore  favourable  terms  could  not  be  es- 
tablished. He  hoped,  and  from  the  best 
means  of  forming  an  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject,  he  t»eltefed  it  would  be  the  case- 
that  the  wine  growers  of  France  would 
make  exertions  to  induce  the  French  Go- 
vernment to  abstain  from  taking  the  step  al- 
luded to.  He  could  not  say  more  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  he  believed,  that  the  inhabitants 
of  the  sooth  of  France  deeply  regretted  the 
totirse  wMch  was  profwsed  to  be  adopted* 


Lord  J.  Runell  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  as  to  the  propriety  of  open- 
ing  communications  with  other  wine-grow- 
ing countries  with  a  view  to  commercial 
relations.  He  had  no  doubt,  that  this  step 
had  been  taken  from  some  ill-founded 
jealousy,  or  from  some  erroneous  view  of 
commercial  policy  ;  but  he  hoped,  that  in 
consequence  this  country  would  not  de- 
part from  their  large  and  enlightened 
principles,  which  he  was  so  anxious  to 
see  carried  out. 

Sir  R.  Peel  could  only  reply,  that  the 
present  Government  was  ready  and  pre- 
pared to  maintain  the  principle  oh  this 
subject,  in  which  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
late  Government  went  in  their  commercial 
negotiations  with  France. 

East  India  Compakt  —  PiVANCBi] 
An  hon.  Member  asked,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  then  prepared  to  answer 
the  question  put  to  him  last  night  by  the 
Hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury. 

Sir  R.  Peel  observed,  that  it  might  na- 
turally be  expected  that  he  had  not  had 
much  time  that  day  to  devote  to  the  sub- 
ject, but  he  would  proceed  to  give  an  an- 
swer to  the  question^  A  practice  had 
long  existed  of  the  East-India  Company 
making  advances  to  the  Government  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  on  particular 
affairs.  That  priwtice  now  continued, 
and  the  East  Inaia  Company  had  recently 
made  advances,  and  he  believed,  that  he 
was  right  in  saying,  that  the  East  India 
Government  at  the  present  time  hdd 
made  advances  to  the  amount  of  either 
338,000/.  or  340,000/.  What  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  do  was,  to  make  a 
re-payment  of  this  sum  of  somewhat  less 
than  400,000/.  to  meet  the  expenses  which 
the  East  India  Company  had  incurred  on 
behalf  of  the  general  Government  of  the 
country.  Again,  on  account  of  the  ex. 
penditure  of  the  East  India  Company,  in 
carrying  on  the  war  in  Affgbanistan,  the 
Government  intended  to  make  a  further 
advance  to  the  company  of  two  instal- 
ments of  200,000/.  each,  to  meet  the 
expenditure  of  the  company  in  this  coun- 
try. These  advances  were  made  and  con- 
templated for  some  time,  and  were  only  a 
return  for  the  advances  so  often  made  by 
the  East  India  Company  to  the  Govern, 
ment.  The  whole  sum  to  be  paid  to  the 
company  would  be  800,000/.,  of  which 
nearly  400,000/.  would  be  repayments. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  U)^.J^^,  what  part  ^ 
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ih^  ex|>^itare  was  to  be  paid  by  the 
Btii'itki  Traasury?  He  understood,  thai 
the  East-Ipdia  Company  had  made  an 
outlay  in  consequence  of  the  war  in  the 
East,  which  was  to  be  repaid  to  them. 

Sir  R,  Pe^l  replied,  that  the  expendi- 
ture for  carrying  on  the  war  in  China  was 
made  for  this  country,  and  must  be  repaid 
to  the  company.  Of  course,  it  was  to  be 
understood,  that  the  advance  of  the  com- 
pany was  to  be  repaid. 

Despatches  of  Sir  A.  Burkes.] 
Mr.  D*Israeli  said,  that  as  the  observa- 
tions which  he  was  about  to  make  in- 
volved a  personal  charge  against  a  right 
hon.  Member  of  that  House>  he  hoped 
that  he  should  be  listened  to.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  nscollect  that  in  the 
third  Session  of  the  last  Parliament  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  official  ea* 
pacity  as  President  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol, laid  before  Parliament  a  number  of 
state  papers  and  despatches.  The  object 
of  these  papers  was  to  explain  and  vindi- 
cate the  course  taken  by  the  Government 
n?lative  to  that  portion  of  India  known  by 
the  name  of  Central  Asia.  The  most  im^^ 
portant  of  these  despatches  were  those 
written  by  a  person  accredited  by  the 
Indian  government  to  the  court  of  Gabooh 
It  appeared,  however,  that  several  de- 
spatches from  that  officer  to  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  printed  In  India,  but  they 
had  been  suppressed  here.  Other  de- 
spatches had  been  made  public,  parts  of 
which  had  be^n  omitted  in  the  papers 
laid  before  Parliament.  The  despatches 
which  had  been  printed  in  India  were  ac- 
companied by  a  letter  written  by  the  late 
Sir  Alexander  Bomes.  In  that  letter  the 
writer  states  that  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment, with  respect  to  these  despatches, 
had  been  a  piece  of  trickery  and  fraud. 
He  wished  to  know  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  why  he  bad  adopted  such  a 
course  with  respect  to  the  despatches  of  a 
British  Minister  at  a  foreign  court,  as  to 


itiduce  that  person  to  say  that  the  pro^ 
fraud  r 


ceeding  was  a   piece   of  trickery   and 


Sir  J.  tJohhoute^  in  reply  to  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member  with  respect  to  the 
letters  and  despatches  alluded  to,  and  as 
to  the  reason  which  had  induced  him  to 
abstain  from  laying  certain  of  them  before 
Parliament,  would  observe  that  the  hon. 
Member  went  on  the  assumption  that  the 
papers  which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table 


of  the  House  purported  to  contain  the 
whole  of  the  despatches  of  Sir.  A»  Burnes. 
Quite  the  Contrary.  The  hon*  Gentleman 
could  not  have  looked  at  the  book  without 
seeing  that  they  only  purported  to  be 
extracts;  but  of  the  number  of  letters, 
which  he  believed  Was  about  thirty-six  or 
a  few  more,  not  less  than  thirty  wens  dis^ 
tinctly  described  to  be  extracts.  It  was 
never  intended  to  lay  the  despatches'  in 
exienso,  of  the  above  individual,  before 
Pariiament.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  looked 
into  the  matter,  he  would  not  find  a 
single  statement  in  these  despatches  which 
justified  him  in  using  the  language  which 
he  had  now  stated  to  the  House  as  to  the 
omissions  in  these  despatches*  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  the  goodness 
to  look  at  the  letters  of  8ir  A.  Burnes, 
written  in  1837,  which  contained  official 
opinions  as  to  the  best  mode  of  settling 
the  affairs  of  Afghanistan,  and  which  re- 
ferred to  the  princes  on  the  throne  of 
Cabool  and  Candahar,  and  also  to  the 
letter  of  March,  1838,  in  which  he  still 
expressed  similar  opinions  as  to  those 
brothers,  ha  would  see  that  there  was  no 
wish  to  conceal,  or,  as  the  hon.  Member 
called  it,  suppress  any  of  these  letters 
which  coald  be  safely  laid  before  the 
Hdusci  Omissions^  he  admitted,  there 
were,  and  omissions  were  almost  always 
made  in  despatches  of  this  nature  when 
laid  before  Parliament.  It  was  a  matter 
utterly  impossible  to  lay  the  reports  of 
accredited  agents  at  full  length  before 
Parliament,  who  were  sent  on  delicate 
missions  like  that  tiow  alluded  to.  As 
for  any  alterations  in  these  despatches, 
they  were  only  such  as  were  positively 
called  for  by  a  due  regard  to  the  puUic 
interests.  If  all  despatches  were  printed 
as  sent  to  this  country,  personal  offl^nce 
would  often  be  given  in  quarters  which 
would  lead  to  the  most  serious  results. 
Nothing,  however,  had  been  omitted  whieh 
affected  the  spirit  of  the  despatches.  If 
all  despatches  of  this  nature  were  to  be 
presented  to  Parliament,  but  few  of  a 
confidential  nature,  and  containing  the 
most  important  information,  would  be 
laid  before  Pariiament.  He  said  this  be- 
cause he  knew  that  confidential  agents 
would  be  afraid  to  correspond  with  the 
authorities  at  home,  or  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment such  information  as  it  required^ 
They  would  not  be  able  to  do  it,  nor  be 
safe  in  doing  it,  if  there  was  to  be  an 
unreserved  commuoieaiioti  t«  Parliamt itl» 
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Ab  to  tbe  private  letter  to  which  the  hoD. 
Gentleman  bad  alluded,  he  thought  the 
gentleman  who  published  that  letter  bad 
very  little  regard  for  the  memory  of  the 
excellent  officer  who  wrote  it.  It  seemed 
to  him  an  utter  violation  of  public  duty, 
and  a  contempt  for  the  usages  of  private 
life,  for  a  public  functionary  to  correspond 
with  a  person  in  the  exercise  of  an  official 
charge,  and  then  publish  the  correspond- 
ence. He  considered  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  exercised  a  sound  discretion 
in  presenting  these  papers  to  the  House 
exactly  in  the  way  they  had  been  pre- 
sented; but  if  the  present  Government 
thought  there  was  any  further  correspond- 
ence which  ought  to  be  published  for  the 
illustration  of  this  question,  they  had  it 
in  their  power  to  publish  it.  It  would  be 
a  matter  of  extreme  indifference  to  him  if 
they  were  to  present  to  Parliament  all  the 
\  iS  papers  that  the  Board  of  Control  had  ever 
av  ,  received  or  sent  out.  Tbe  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  that  there  was  a  notice  on 
the  paper  for  the  26th  of  June  of  a  motion 
for  the  production  of  the  whole  corres- 
pondence of  Sir  A.  Burnes  in  1837,  as 
well  as  of  some  of  the  correspondence  of 
the  government  of  India,  on  which  occa- 
sion the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  a 
further  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the 
subject. 
Conversation  at  an  end. 

Newoate  Reoulations  —  Sympa- 
thy WITH  Criminals.]  Mr.  F.  Smith 
wished  to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Home  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  It  appeared,  that  on  the 
Sunday  before  last,  on  the  occasion  of 
tbe  condemned  sermon  preached  before 
the  murderer,  Daniel  Good,  in  the  chapel 
of  Newgate,  a  scene  had  taken  place, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  and,  he  had  reason 
to  believe,  in  that  of  tbe  public  at  large, 
was  a  highly  indecent  one.  Orders  were 
previously  issued  by  the  sheriffs  for  parti- 
cular admissions  into  the  chapel  to  hear 
the  condemned  sermon^ among  others, 
several  ladies  of  some  distinction  had  seats 
reserved  for  them — and  the  whole  thing 
was  conducted  with  an  appearance  of 
theatrical  display  which  was  highly  inde- 
corous and  improper.  He,  therefore, 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  if, 
as  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
he  had  any  authority  to  control  such  ex- 
hibitions for  the  future  ?  and,  if  be  had  not 
this  authority,  to  point  out  to  the  House  in 


what  way  he  thought  that  means  might 
be  taken  for  preventing  the  repetition  of  a 
scene  utterly  revolting  to  all  sense  of 
decency. 

Sir  /.  Oraham  said,  that  as  to  any 
direct  authority  or  control,  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  none  over  the  civic  authori- 
ties, in  reference  to  the  proceedings  in 
the  chapel  of  Newgate,  but  he  had  always 
found  the  utmost  readiness  on  the  part  of 
those  authorities  to  attend  to  any  sugges- 
tions on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
which  appeared  likely  to  be  attended  with 
desirable  results.  He  quite  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  participated  fully  in  his  expression  of 
regret  at  what  had  taken  place  on  the 
occasion  referred  to.  He  must  say,  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  scene  which  then 
occurred  was  altogether  calculated  to  dis- 
turb the  last  moments  of  the  unhappy 
man  who  was  so  soon  to  fall  a  just  victim 
to  the  offended  laws  of  his  country,  and 
was  in  every  way  little  calculated  to  serve 
the  ends  of  religion  and  order.  He  was 
sure,  however,  that  the  mention  which 
had  been  made  of  the  subject,  and  which 
be  would  himself  communicate  to  the 
authorities  in  the  city,  would  have  the 
effect  of  preventing  any  repetition  of  this 
very  improper  scene. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Income-tax.]  The  Order  of  tbe 
Day  for  resuming  the  debate  od  the  third 
reading  of  the  Property-tax  '%ill   read. 

Question  again  put,  that  the  bill  be  now 
read  a  third  time, 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  state  his  opinion, 
having  not  hitherto  had  much  opportunity 
of  doing  so,  respecting  this  measure  of  tbe 
right  hon.  Baronet's  Government.  With 
respect  to  the  distress  of  the  country,  it 
appeared  at  last  that  the  amended  Corn- 
law  was  all  tbe  alteration  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  intended  to  propose,  and 
that  the  Income-tax  was  the  other  measure 
which  he  intended  to  propose  to  relieve 
the  distress  and  difficulties  of  tbe  country. 
He  must  say,  that  he  took  a  very  different 
view  of  the  measures  necessary  to  meet 
our  present  difficulties.  In  the  first  place, 
he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  not  taken  into  consideration  what  had 
been  the  causes  of  the  present  distress ; 
and,  next,  he  thought  it  was  an  error  to 
state,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  done, 
that  tbe  distress  was  of  a  temporary  nature, 
and  that  we  might  gjj^iycg^gi^ 
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former  occaaions  when  the  manufacturers 
of  the  country  had  been  distressed  by 
casual  circumstances,  that  we  should  find 
the  distress  pass  away.  He  could  not 
come  to  the  same  conclusion.  Years  had 
been  rolling  on,  and  he  had  humbly  en- 
deaTOured  to  raise  a  warning  voice  against 
the  evils  which  had  at  length  overtaken 
the  country.  Then  he  thought  the  com- 
mercial policy  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
another  mistake,  and  he  still  maintained,  as 
he  had  always  done,  that  to  open  our  com- 
merce and  give  facilities  for  exchange 
with  other  countries  was  the  true  policy  of 
this  country.  With  respect  to  this  bill,  it 
was  his  opinion  that  taxation  was  already 
too  high  and  too  large  for  the  community 
to  bear,  and  that  every  mode  of  adding  to 
the  burden,  which  an  Income-tax  certainly 
would  do,  would  only  increase  the  diffi^ 
culties  with  which  the  country  was  assailed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  carried 
out  the  principles  which  it  appeared  from 
the  public  records  of  their  proceedings 
—to  which  he  was  obliged  to  refer,  as  be 
was  not  present  in  the  House  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  speech  was  delivered 
—be  had  himself  laid  down  in  the  opening 
of  his  speech  on  bringing  in  this  bill. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  laid  it  down  as  a 
principle,  that  the  financial  affairs  of 
nations  difiered  but  little  in  the  treatment 
they  demanded  from  the  afiairs  of  indi- 
viduals, and  that  he  thought  it  right, 
therefore,  to  deal  with  them  as  he  would 
with  his  own  afiairs.  Now,  this  he  thought, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  done, 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  he  had  violated 
the  pledge  then  given.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said,  that  any  new  measure 
of  taxation  at  this  juncture  ought  to  press 
as  little  as  possible  on  the  labouring  po- 
pulation. How  had  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
observed  this  principle?  He  contended 
that  this  bill,  taking  as  it  would  at  least 
4,000,000/.  sterling  from  the  capital  of 
the  country,  would  increase  the  pressure 
on  that  portion  of  the  population.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  done  nothing  to 
reduce  the  great  expenditure  of  late  years, 
which  he  contended  had  led  to  the  present 
difiiculties  of  the  country.  There  was 
another  point  which  it  was  important  that 
the  House  should  notice.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  all  the  speakers  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  debate  on  the  bill,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  had  gone  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  the  revenue  had  been  falling  ofi* 
for  some  years  back.  Nothing  of  the  sort 
VOL.LXIII.    {2S2) 


^ust  the  reverse  was  the  case;  the  re- 
venue had  been  increasing  every  year. 
Then  what  was  the  cause  of  the  distress  ? 
It  arose  from  the  want  of  employment,  and 
the  want  of  means  to  pay  labour.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  intend,  by  taking 
4,000,000/.  from  the  capital  of  the  coun- 
try, to  be  wasted  in  war  and  useless  ex- 
pences,  to  afibrd  relief?  Judging  from 
past  experience,  he  should  say,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  if  he  expected  to  give 
relief  by  these  means,  was  very  likely  to 
be  mistaken.  But  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  gone  to  work  in  the 
right  mode.  He  knew  of  no  other  period 
of  financial  di£5culty  in  former  times  in 
which  the  House  had  not  proceeded  to 
inquire  what  was  the  state  of  the  revenue 
and  what  reductions  and  retrenchments 
might  be  made  before  they  passed  any 
measure,  and  he  thought  that  in  this  case 
also  the  House  ought  to  have  appointed  a 
committee  for  this  purpose.  In  1828  a 
finance  committee  had  been  appointed, 
which,  though  it  only  sat,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  for  one  Session,  had  done  enough  to 
show,  that  much  of  the  present  deficiency 
might  have  been  met  without  any  new 
taxes.  One  mode  of  relief  to  which  he 
would  have  had  recourse  was  the  putting 
legacies  of  real  property  on  the  same  foot- 
ing with  personal  property  with  respect  to 
the  stamp  duty,  by  which  he  thought  that 
an  increase  of  nearly  2,000,000/.  would 
have  been  made  to  the  revenue.  He 
considered  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Afiairs,  the  noble  Lord  would 
excuse  him  for  saying  so— to  have  been 
the  evil  genius  of  the  late  Administration, 
and  to  have  led  them  from  war  to  war,  and 
to  waste  million  after  million  in  unneces- 
sary expence,  to  entirely  violate  all  the 
principles  on  which  the  Whig  Govern- 
ment came  into  power,  to  have  left 
them  in  the  mire  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  found  them,  and  to  have  led 
to  the  imposition  of  this  tax.  It  was  no 
Queen's  letter  that  could  give  relief  to  the 
present  prevailing  and  general  distress ;  it 
was  only  complete  free-trade  in  corn  and 
everything  else.  He  thought,  after  the 
clear  and  admirable  exposition  of  the 
principles  on  which  trade  ought  to  be  car- 
ried on  in  this  country,  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  given,  that  he  was  not 
acting  after  his  own  conviction,  but  on 
the  opinion  of  other  people.  Was  it  to 
be  supposed,  that  the  small  and  trifling 
changes  in  the  tarifi*  could  havevanyiOi&ct 
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ID  affording  employment  for  the  people, 
and  relie?ing  the  existing  distress  ?  Yet, 
notwithstanding  the  present  distress,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  about  to  add 
3,000,000/.  to  the  amount  of  taxation. 
What  he  complained  of  was,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  did  not  fairly  meet  the 
difficulties  of  the  case.  Why  had  he  not 
taken  into  consideration  the  24,000,000/. 
of  our  expenditure,  and  reduced  it  instead 
of  adding  to  it  ?  If  a  sacrifice  were  to  be 
made,  surely  it  ought  not  to  be  made  by 
the  suffering  classes  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  might  have  curtailed 
those  two  great  causes  of  expenditure,  the 
army  and  the  navy.  He  had  in  his  hand 
a  statement,  showing  the  number  of  men 
in  arms,  in  the  army»  the  navy,  and  the 
artillery,  at  several  different  periods.  In 
179*2,  the  whole  force  of  seamen  and  ma- 
rines in  this  country,  amounted  only  to 
16,000  men ;  and  (he  army  and  navy  to- 
gether amounted  only  to  65,000  men.  In 
1817,  it  was  determined  to  come  as  speed- 
ily as  possible  to  a  peace  establishment, 
and  the  large  force  kept  up  during  the 
war  was  reduced  to  19,000  seamen,  and 
the  army  to  92,000  men.  In  1822,  the 
army  amounted  to  68,000  men,  and  the 
navy  to  21,000,  and  with  the  artillery 
amounted  altogether  to  97,000  men;  but 
this  year,  the  navy  amounted  to  42,000 
men,  the  army  to  95,600,  and  the  artillery 
to  8,864,  making  a  total  of  146,464  men. 
Was  it,  therefore,  to  be  wondered  at,  that 
the  expenditure  of  the  country  was  greatly 
increased,  when  we  had  a  force  of  49,500 
more  men  than  we  bad  in  1822,  when  we 
supposed  ourselves  to  have  a  large  estab- 
lishment ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
asked,  ^'  Would  you  reduce  the  naval 
establishment  of  the  country  ?  "  He  said, 
*'  Yes.''  Owing  to  the  mistaken  policy  of 
the  late  Government,  15,000  men  were 
locked  up  in  Canada,  which  force  bad 
cost  the  country  no  less  than  5,000,000/. 
sterling.  The  next  foolish  policy  had 
been  to  interfere  with  the  affairs  of  Syria. 
What  had  warranted  our  interference 
there  ?  In  1 82 1 ,  there  were  only  1 2  ships 
of  war  in  the  Mediterranean,  whilst  at 
this  moment  there  were  34.  The  expense 
of  keeping  up  this  armament  amounted  to 
1,000,000/.  a-year.  This  showed  how 
the  public  finances  had  been  mismanaged, 
and  that  they  ought  to  have  had  an  in- 
quiry how  far  this  immense  force  was 
necessary.  Upwards  of  900,000/.  of  this 
expenditure  might  have  been  reduced,  and 


such  a  proceeding  would  have  been  more 
calculated  to  secure  the  friendship  and 
co-operation  of  Francei  than  keeping  up 
this  enormous  force.  In  almost  every 
branch  of  the  expenditure  there  might 
have  been  a  reduction.  In  order  to  see 
the  expense  of  this  Don  Quixotic  expedi- 
tion on  the  coast  of  Syria,  he  would  state 
to  the  House  the  force  which  bad  been 
kept  there.  In  1839,  there  were  38  shipc 
of  war,  carrying  1,272  guns,  and  3,940 
men ;  and  during  pa^  of  the  year,  there 
had  been  12,000  men  on  the  coast.  In 
1840,  there  had  been  47  ships  of  war  there 
and  14,767  men;  within  1,300  of  the 
whole  naval  fotce  of  Great  Britain,  at  the 
period  before  the  great  French  war  began. 
In  1841,  there  were  41  ships  of  war  tirare, 
and  12,700  men ;  and  now  there  were  50 
ships  of  war  there,  and  upwards  of  15,000 
men.  Between  2,000  and  3,000  souls 
had  been  destroyed  in  this  war,  and 
7,000,000/.  or  8,000,000/.  sterling  spent 
over  it,  and  what  had  been  the  result? 
At  this  moment,  the  Sultan  had  requested 
Mehemet  Ali  to  march  again  into  Syria, 
and  take  posseuion  of  it.  There  were 
other  items  on  which  he  blamed  the  con- 
duct of  the  late  Government  as  extrava- 
gant. They  had  paid  no  attention  whatever 
to  economy.  They  had  paid  no  attention 
whatever  to  useless  brevets.  They  had 
given  promotion  to  a  far  too  many  officers 
in  both  services.  It  was  a  fact,  that  there 
were  seven  naval  officers  on  half-pay  for 
every  one  employed,  and  in  spite  of  the 
recommendation  of  the  committee  of  1833 
to  reduce  the  army,  no  less  than  585  mili- 
tary officers  received  promotion  during  the 
year  1837.  Many  of  those  officers  had 
seen  little  or  no  service;  but  he  need 
scarcely  say  that,  for  service  very  little 
influenced  promotions  in  these  days.  The 
fact  was,  that  no  Government  in  the 
world — not  even  the  rulers  of  nations 
which  were  purely  military— ever  thought 
of  making  such  vast  and  preposterously 
useless  promotions  as  we  were  in  the  habit 
of  making — promotions,  moreover,  made 
in  the  face  of  a  distressed  nation,  unable 
to  bear  the  additional  burdens  they  en- 
tailed. He  had  now  shown,  that  our 
extra  expenditure  was  entailed  on  us  by 
the  wars  in  Syria  and  China,  and  by  the 
useless  brevet  promotions  of  the  late 
Government.  He  now  came  to  a  more 
important  branch  of  the  subject,  and  was 
prepared  to  show  the  evils  of  an  increased 
taxation,  and  the  benefit  wfa 
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accrued  even  to  the  revenue  by  lessening  jdustry  of  the  country  than  70,000,000^. 

would  have  been  in  1833.  In  that  year 
trade  was  better,  and  the  legitimate  profits 
of  the  merchant  were  considerably  larger 
than  they  were  now :  and  yet  by  the  very 
measure  which  was  now  under  discussion 
they  were  about  to  add  4,000,000/.  more 
to  the  burdens  of  the  people ;  and  those 
4,000,000/.  were  to  be  added  at  a  time 
when  trade  was  so  bad  and  profits  were  so 
greatly  reduced  throughout  the  country. 
He  could  not  anticipate  how  much  more 
they  might  be  reduced,  but  he  had  great 
fears.  If  the  French  government  carried 
out  the  measures  which  he  understood 
they  were  about  to  take,  trade  would  be 
more  depressed  still ;  indeed,  he  should 
be  afraid  to  picture  the  distress  which 
roust  ensue  in  the  part  of  the  country 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent. 
He  did,  therefore,  contend  that  it  was 
scandalous  to  attempt  making  such  addi- 
tions to  the  taxation.  Why  did  they  not 
resort  to  another  step,  and  reduce  the 
salaries  of  public  officers  and  the  cost  of 
their  establishments?  Or  why  did  they 
not  endeavour  to  revive  our  drooping  com- 
merce by  making  an  efiicient  alteration  in 
the  Com*law?  He  was  appealing  to  a 
Christian  Legislature,  and  he  did  ask  on 
what  ground  they  could  refuse  to  take  off 
the  tax  upon  the  diief  article  of  food  when 
they  found  it  absolutely  necessary  to  send 
round  a  begging  letter  from  her  Majesty 
imploring  contributions  for  the  relief  of 
their  poor?  Would  it  not  have  been 
better  to  have  given  the  people  cheap  food 
at  once  than  to  have  made  an  appeal 
tiirough  the  Ghurch-^the  Church  which 
might  be  said  to  be  at  enmity  with  the 
people  ?  Unfortunately  the  whole  of  the 
clergy  were  leagued  against  the  people. 
The  tithe  system  almost  of  necessity  ren- 
dered  them  the  enemies  of  free-trade. 
Was  there  a  single  clergyman  who  lifted 
up  his  voice  against  the  Corn-law?  [An 
hon.  Member:  Mr.  Spencer.]  Ay,  Mr. 
Spencer  was  worthy  of  honour-*he  was  an 
exception  to  the  general  rule — but  let 
them  take  the  majority,  and  they  would 
find  it  otherwise.  The  whole  of  the  legis- 
lation of  the  country  was  adverse  to  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes,  and  it 
was  a  mere  mockery  of  justice  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  starve  an  entire 
people,  by  restricting  trade  on  the  one 
hand,  and  imposing  a  new  tax  upon  the 
other,  at  the  same  time  that  no  remedy 
was  proposed  to  meet  the  dbtress  wbkrb 
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rather  than  by  augmenting  the  national 
burdens.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  paper 
showing  the  state  of  the  taxation  in  this 
country  from  1830  down  to  the  present 
time.  In  1830,  the  national  burden  was 
52,018,000/.,  in  1842  it  was  52,465,000/. 
so  that  we  were  subjected  even  to  more 
taxation  now  than  when  the  Tories  were 
in  office  at  the  commencement  of  the  reign 
of  William  4th.  Now,  what  occurred  in 
1830?  When  Lord  Grey's  Government 
came  into  office  such  was  the  cry  for  a  re- 
duction of  taxatbn  that  the  Administration 
was  obliged  to  yield.  In  the  first  four 
years  of  their  being  in  power,  no  less  than 
8,000,000/.  of  taxation  was  reduced,  or 
rather,  872,000/.  being  re-imposed  in 
other  forms,  there  was  an  actual  reduction 
of  7,280,000/.  Now,  the  effect  of  this 
reduction  upon  the  revenue,  was  not, 
probably,  what  many  Members  would  have 
expected.  In  1833,  although  7,000,000/. 
of  taxation  had  been  taken  off,  the  re- 
venue had  only  fallen  2,750,000/.,  as 
compared  with  the  revenue  of  1830. 
Nor  were  the  taxes  thus  taken  off,  unim- 
portant taxes  to  the  community.  On  the 
contrary,  they  were  taxes  upon  articles 
entering  into  every  day's  consumption.  In 
1831  there  was  a  repeal  of  the  duty  upon 
cotton,  and  he  was  sure  his  hon.  Friends 
around  him  would  bear  him  oat  in  saying 
that  the  effect  of  that  repeal  was,  to  give 
elastkity  to  the  cotton  printing,  and  to 
every  branch  of  the  cotton  manufacture. 
Then  there  were  taken  off  duties  on  can* 
dies,  soap,  tiles  (chiefly  used,  he  supposed, 
for  agricultural  purposes),  starch,  sweets, 

Sirits,  glass,  and  a  variety  of  other 
ings-— the  result  being  a  total  redac- 
tion of  2,000,000/.  in  the  customs  duties, 
4,000,000/,  in  the  excise,  and  1,500,000/. 
nearly  in  the  taxes,  thas  making  up  the 
7,000,000/.  he  had  spoken  of  as  reduced. 
Well,  what  was  the  resolt  of  this  reduction  ? 
In  1834  the  taxation  was  49,000,000/.; 
in  1835  about  the  same;  in  1837  it  was 
51,300,000/.;  in  1838,  51,700,000/.;  in 
1839,53,000,000/.;  in  1840,53,000.000/.; 
in  1841,  54,000,000/.  It  was  a  curious 
fact  that  the  taxation  of  the  last  mentioned 
year  exceeded  that  of  1 834  by  no  less  than 
5,000,000/.  It  was  profligate  conduct  of 
the  late  Government  in  plunging  the 
nation  into  war  that  caused  this  consider- 
able increase;  and  let  the  House  recollect 
too  that  these  52,000,000/.  were  at  the 
present  time  a  greater  burden  on  the  in- 
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was  acktiowledged  on  all  hands.  Under 
such  circumstances  the  House  would  be 
greatly  in  fault  if  it  allowed  the  present 
bill  to  pass.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  attended  to  his  suggestions  upwards 
of  3,000,000Z.  would  be  saved  to  the 
country,  and  the  public  business  would  be 
as  well  done  as  it  is  at  present.  Before 
DOW  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  suggested  that  a 
very  considerable  saving  might  be  effected 
by  adhering  to  the  principle  of  non-inter- 
ference. This  suggestion  had  not  been 
attended  to,  and  the  expenditure  of  the 
present  year  had  increased  by  upwards  of 
4,000,000/.  beyond  what  it  was  in  1836. 
This  was  in  the  military  and  naval  expen- 
diture, and  he  was  sure  that,  from  the 
Chinese  war  and  other  causes,  it  would 
be  found  the  war  expenditure  would  be 
20,000,000/.  He  deemed  that  there  had 
been  an  expenditure  not  required  by  the 
late  Government.  [A  cry  of  **  Vote  of 
confidence."]  It  was  true  that  be  had 
gi?en  a  vote  of  con6dence  to  the  Whigs, 
because  they  were  not,  io  his  opinion,  so 
bad  as  the  Tories;  but  now  he  thought  it 
would  have  been  wise  if  they  had  turned 
out  the  Whigs  three  years  ago.  If  he  had 
known  that  the  right  hon.  Ba  onet  would 
have  come  forward  with  the  principles  he 
had  lately  professed,  they  might  depend 
upon  it,  that  as  far  as  his  efforts  went, 
they  should  not  have  been  directed  to 
keep  that  right  hon.  Baronet  so  long  out 
of  office.  But  in  saying  this,  he  could 
not  but  express  a  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  carry  his  principles  into 
effect.  He  might  suggest  that  one  of  the 
surest  means  of  curing  the  existing  evils 
was  an  enlarged  reform  of  Parliament. 
Nothing  but  a  reduction  of  taxation,  a 
reduction  of  expenditure,  a  free- trade  in 
corn,  would  give  relief  to  the  people.  He 
wished  not  to  be  understood  as  objecting 
to  a  property-tax,  but  what  he  would 
desire  to  see  would  be  a  real  property-tax, 
and  the  removal  of  taxes  to  the  amount  of 
6,000,000/,  which  now  pressed  most  hea- 
vily upon  the  industry  of  the  country. 
Why  would  not  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
grant  a  committee?  Did  not  the  com- 
mittee on  the  import  duties  afford  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  some  information  which 
he  did  not  possess  before  ?  Why  not  then 
have  a  financial  committee  fairly  com- 
posed and  inquiries  fairly  made,  with  a 
view  to  amend  the  Income-tax,  and  im- 
prove the  tariff?  Such  a  committee  might 
be  enabled  to  inquire  into  the  real  causes 


of  the  existing  distress — to  lay  the  case 
fully  before  the  country,  and  endeavour  to 
devise  a  fitting  remedy. 

Sir  C.  Napier  wondered  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  should  complain  of 
the  increase  in  the  naval  expenditure  in 
1837  and  1838,  whilst  at  that  time  the 
whole  country  was  crying  out  because  of 
Russia  having  twenty-seven  sail  of  the 
line  in  the  Baltic,  and  at  another  period 
the  French  had  a  sufficient  force  in  the 
West- Indian  ports  to  seize  the  whole  of 
the  islands.  If  such  a  calamity  had  oc- 
curred, the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
would  have  been  the  first  to  inveigh  against 
the  measures  by  which  it  had  been  caused. 
By  this  day's  paper  he  perceived  that  an 
addition  of  eight  sail  of  the  line  had  been 
made  to  the  French  naval  force,  and  for 
his  own  part  he  would  rather  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  should,  if  necessary, 
make  the  proposed  property-tax  5  per 
cent,  instead  of  3,  than  that  the  army 
or  navy  should  be  reduced  by  a  single 
man.  He  objected,  however,  to  the  un- 
equal manner  in  which  the  proposed  tax 
would  press  upon  property  and  upon  in- 
come, and  it  was  on  that  ground  only  he 
should  oppose  it ;  and  he  also  objected  to 
the  tariff,  because  it  kept  up  the  duty 
upon  corn,  coffee,  and  sugar,  articles 
which  formed  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
consumption  of  the  poorer  classes. 

Colonel  Wyndham  repelled,  in  the 
strongest  Parliamentary  language  he  could 
use,  the  aspersions  cast  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  upon  the  aristocracy  and 
the  clergy.  He  had  before  now  heard 
the  same  classes  attacked  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Nottingham, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  and  an 
hon.  Baronet  who  sat  now  on  that  (the 
Ministerial  side)  of  the  House.  These 
attacks  were  made  in  times  of  violent  agi- 
tation. They  were  in  the  times  of  Thistle- 
wood,  and  who  (said  the  hon.  Member, 
pointing  to  Members  on  the  Opposition 
benches)  brought  him  to  the  scafTold  ?  It 
was  you  Gentlemen. 

Mr.  Curteis  wished  to  know  who  those 
were  whom  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man included  in  such  a  charge?  As 
regarded  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
he  always  regarded  with  admiration  that 
hon.  Gentleman's  strenuous  efforts  to  en- 
force a  system  of  economy  and  save  the 
country  from  unnecessary  burdens. 

Mr.  F.  7*.  Baring  concurred  in  the  tri- 
bute which  the  hon,  MembeB  behind ^im» 
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had  paid  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Montrose  burghs^    whose  voice  he  was 
ready  to  testify  had  always  been  raised  to 
advocate  economy,  even  when  other  hon. 
Members  called  out  for  lavish  expenditure. 
He  wished  on  this  occasiocr,  however,  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
principle  of  the  Income-tax.    Was  it,  he 
would  ask,  a  fair  and  equal  mode  of  levy- 
ing the  people's  money  f    Would  the  bur- 
den of  taxation  Be  laid  on  in  proportion  to 
the  ability  of  individuals  to  bear  it  ?   One 
great  objection  to  the  bill  was,  that  it 
might  actually  charge  with  the  tax  parties 
who  were  in  the  receipt  of  no  income 
whatever.    A  man  might  have  an  income 
arising  from  sources  classed  in  one  sche- 
dule of  the  bill  while  he  was  losing  on 
another  schedule ;  but  he  had  no  power 
of  setting  the  gain   upon  one  schedule 
against  the  loss  which  might  occur  on 
another.    This  point  had  often  been  ad- 
verted to,  and  he  thought  it  open  to  great 
objection.    Take  the  case  of  a  merchant 
who  was  the  holder  of  stock,  at  the  same 
time  that  he  carried  on  some  branch  of 
commerce.    Suppose  him  to  receive  a  di- 
vidend of  1,000/.,  while  he  lost  several 
thousands  of  pounds  on  his  business,  he 
would  be  charged  with  the  Income-tax  on 
the  stock,  even  though  he  might  remain  a 
loser  of  2,000/.  or  3,000/.  on  the  whole 
transactions  of   the  year.    Again,  with 
respect  to  the  operation  of  the  tax  on 
agricultural  estates  on  which  the  farms 
were  small,  under  300/.  a-year  value,  they 
would  be  relieved  from  the  Income-tax, 
which  would  weigh  heavily  on  those  on 
which  the  farms  were  large.      Another 
gross  injustice  was,  that  terminable  an- 
nuities were  charged  at  the  same  rate  as 
those  of  a  permanent  nature.    He  looked 
with  alarm  at  the  different  circumstances 
of  the  country  from  what  they  were  when 
the  Income-tax  was  proposed  before.     At 
that  time  there  was  no  country  where 
capital  could  be  more  proGtably  invested 
than  in  this ;  but  now  the  whole  of  Eu- 
rope was  open  to  the  capitalist,  and  the 
result  of  a  tax  upon  his  profits  would  be 
to  drive  him  to  other  countries.    To  the 
mercantile  man,    too,    the  investigation 
under  this  bill  was  as  strong  as  it  had 
been  under  any  other.    Let  them  modify 
the  bill  as  they  might,  reduce  the  charge 
as  they  pleased,  it  was  that  searching  in- 
vestigation which  mercantile  men  felt  as 
the  main  objection  to  the  measure,  and 
that  one  from  which  it  was  impossible  for 


them  to  be  relieved,  although  he  would 
admit,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
endeavoured  to  effect  that  object.    But 
with  regard  to  the  composition  for  the  tax 
upon  the  average  income  of  the  last  three 
years,  it  was  always  admitted  that  that  was 
abandoning  the  principle  of  the  bill ;  for 
the  man  who  was  looking  to  an  increase  of 
income  would,  by  that  composition,  be  re- 
lieved from  paying  upon  the  actual  income 
he  might  make,  whilst  a  person  whose 
business  was  sinking  had  either  to  com- 
pound and  pay  upon  the  income  he  was 
not  really  in  receipt  of,  or  go  on  paying 
upon  the  income  he  was  making  from  year 
to  year,  and  submit  to  that  investigation 
which  to  him  would  be  most  objectionable. 
And  then  as  to  the  moral  effect  this  bill 
would  have  upon  the  trading  population 
of  this  country.     Nothing  could  be  more 
unfortunate  than  when  the  revenue  laws 
were  of  such  a  nature  that  a  large  and 
respectable  body  of  the  people  were  in  the 
constant  habit,  without  the  slightest  scru- 
ple, of  setting  them  at  large;  but  he  re- 
gretted to  be  obliged  to  fear,  looking  at 
the  history  of  all  former  Income-tax  bills, 
and  the  still  greater  opportunities  of  eva- 
sion that  the  circumstances  of  the  times 
afforded,  that  the  result  of  this  investiga- 
tion would  be  productive  of  perjury  and 
fraud  to  a  degree  which,  if  it  continued 
long,  would  materially  injure  the  character 
of  the  British  merchant  and  our  working 
classes.     And  then  as  to  the  injustice  of 
the  tax  from  its  inequality.     To  take  a 
person  with  a  casual  and  uncertain  income 
and  charge  him  the  same  as  a  person  who 
derived  an  equal  amount  of  income  from 
funded  property,  which  he  would   leave 
behind  as  a  provision  for  his  family,  was 
an  injustice  that  hardly  existed  under  any 
other  system  of  taxation.    Or  lei  them 
take  the  case  of  a  half- pay  officer,  who, 
after  devoting  himself  to  the  service  of  his 
country,  had  but  a  life  income  to  support 
his  family.    Was  it  just  that  such  a  per- 
son should  be  taxed  equally  with  one  who 
without  any  labour  of  his  own  came  into 
the  hereditary    possession  of   the  same 
amount  of  income  ?     Was  it  fair,  too,  in 
the  same  manner  to  tax  professional  men, 
who  for  the  course  of  only  a  short  period 
were  reaping  the  harvest  of  that  which 
they  had  sown  night  and  day  for  many 
years  ?    There  never  was  a  bill  which  ap- 
peared to  have  combined  in  it  more  in- 
equalities in  taxation  than  the  present, 
and  he  was  pioud  to  say,  that  to  the  objec* 
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tions  which  had  been  made  to  it  oo  an- 
swer whatever  had  been  given.  The  only 
attempt  at  an  answer  was,  not  that  the 
injustice  did  not  exist,  but  that  it  was  an 
inJQstice  to  which  nnmerous  persons  were 
liable.  He  contended  that  the  bill  was 
full  of  injustice.  He  made  not  that  an 
accusation  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man or  the  Government,  but  be  believed 
it  to  be  in  the  nature  of  the  bill,  a  part  of 
the  system  which  it  was  impossible  to  get 
rid  of  if  they  had  recourse  at  all  to  such 
a  measure ;  and  believing  this,  that  when 
they  came  to  charge  income  in  this  man- 
ner they  created  inequalities  greater  than 
in  the  whole  of  their  taxation  put  together, 
he  should  give  his  cordial  opposition  to 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not,  in  his 
opinion,  very  felicitously  selected  this 
stage  of  their  proceedings  as  a  fit  oppor- 
tunity to  take  a  review  of  the  objections 
he  had  before  taken  to  the  bill,  with  the 
view  to  induce  the  House  to  reject  it.  In 
answer  to  the  first  objection  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  remind  him 
this  was  not  the  first  measure  of  an  income 
or  property-tax  which  had  been  submitted 
to  the  adoption  of  Parliament,  for  a  pro* 
perty-tax  had  been  deemed  expedient  by 
the  Government,  and  adopted  by  the  Le- 
gislature in  1803,  which  was  followed  in 
1806  by  a  similar  measure  of  finance, 
proposed  by  a  Ministry  of  very  opposite 
principles,  and  of  very  different  public 
men  from  the  principles  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  1803,  or  the  men  who  composed 
that  Cabinet.  The  principle,  however, 
of  both  these  bills  had  been  the  same;  and 
a  similar  measure,  with  some  important 
improvements,  was  now  brought  forward 
by  the  present  Government,  in  order  to 
repair  our  financial  difficulties,  and  to 
make  up  the  deficit  of  revenue  which 
had  been  accumulating  for  several  years 
past,  to  the  great  injury  of  our  trade,  and 
embarrassment  of  our  finances.  The  ne- 
cessity for  imposing  this  tax  under  similar 
circumstances  had  been  admitted  by  pub- 
lic men  of  exalted  virtue,  and  great  poli- 
tical integrity,  including  Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr. 
Fox.  Indeed,  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  had  expressed  himself 
convinced  of  the  propriety  of  the  principle 
which  he  recognised,  and  which,  he  said, 
he  would  not  suffer  to  be  frittered  away 
in  this  instance,  4ior  allow  the  bill  to  be 
rendered  inoperative  by  quarrelliDg  with 


its  details.  The  House  had  sufficiently 
displayed  its  opinion  on  former  occasioiis 
as  to  whether  this  was  a  measure  called 
for  by  the  peculiar  exigency  of  the  period, 
and  by  the  necessity  there  existed  to  adopt 
this  as  a  meaps  of  providing  for  the  deficit 
in  the  revenue.  The  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  complained  in  his  speech  to-night 
that  the  measure  in  effect  is  fivefold,  and 
contains  so  many  separate  and  distinct 
classes  or  descriptions  of  taxation*  He 
had  objected  to  them  as  so  many  different 
laws  upon  the  subject,  and  as  they  were 
not  all  regulated  alike  or  by  the  same  rule 
as  respected  the  persons  subjected  to  tax- 
ation, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken 
up  this  as  a  strong  ground  of  objection, 
and  had  therefore  charged  the  promoters 
of  the  bill  with  inconsistency*  This  ne- 
cessity for  classifying  the  persons  liable  to 
the  payment  of  the  tax  had  been  apparent 
to  the  original  promoters  of  the  first  pro- 
perty-tax, and  the  plan  had  been  adopted 
in  that  bill.  If  this  had  not  been  so,  be 
thought  no  one  would  have  been  found  to 
complain  more  loudly  than  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman,  because  then  all  the  classes 
numerated  in  the  five  schedules  of  the  bill 
would  have  beeu  called  upon  to  account 
and  undersro  that  stringent  investigation 
of  their  affairs  and  circumstances  which 
was  now  only  intended  to  apply  to  the 
class  described  in  schedule  D.  Even  the 
regulation  with  respect  to  the  liability  of 
farmers  to  the  extent  of  half  the  rent  paid 
for  their  farms,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  objected  as  forming  no 
proper  test  of  income,  was  borrowed  from 
the  property-tax  of  1806.  An  objection 
had  been  taken  to  the  measure,  as  being 
a  species  of  armoury  to  which  they  ought 
not  to  resort  except  in  time  of  war.  If 
the  principle  were  wrong,  why  apply  it  in 
time  of  war  only,  and  abandon  it  in  time 
of  peace  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  objected  to  the  principle  of  taxing 
the  occupiers  of  land  in  proportion  to  the 
rent ;  but  was  not  that  the  principle  upon 
which  all  taxes  upon  land  were  now  im* 
posed  ?  In  assessing  the  county-rate, 
the  poor- rate,  and  all  other  burdens  to 
which  the  occupier  was  subject,  was  it  not 
the  charge  made  upon  the  value  of  the 
property  as  tested  by  the  rent  paid  ?  That 
principle  had  been  acted  upon  in  this 
country  for  centuries,  and  was  not,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  assumed,  in- 
troduced  now  for  the  first  time ;  and  il 
bad  been  adopted  in  the  pieseot  bill,  not 
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merely  as  affordiog  the  best  test  of  value, 
but  biecaase  it  would  relieve  the  parties 
from  that  close  investigation^  into  their 
affairs  which  had  been  so  strongly  ob- 
jected to  in  regard  to  the  former  property- 
tax*  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  had  fur- 
ther objected  that  this  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment  would  induce  landlords  to  sub- 
divide their  property  into  small  farms,  in 
order  to  relieve  the  occupation  from  this 
impostf  He  did  not  admit,  that  the  mea- 
sure would  produce  any  such  result ; 
neither  did  be  admit,  that  farming  tenants 
would  be  anxious  to  occupy  only  such 
farms  as  would  be  exempt  from  the  tax, 
for  if  they  invested  their  money  in  any 
other  way,  so  as  to  make  the  whole  in- 
come  more  than  150^.,  they  would  still  be 
liable  to  the  tax ;  and  on  the  other  hand, 
looking  at  the  advantage  which  the  land- 
lord derived  from  dividing  his  land  into 
large  farms,  and  the  objections  he  would 
naturally  entertain  to  making  frequent 
changes  in  the  limits  of  the  various  hold- 
ings on  his  property,  he  did  not  believe, 
that  any  such  effect  would  be  produced 
as  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  anticipated.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  repeated  the  often-urged 
objection  to  the  levying  of  any  tax  upon 
incomes  derived  from  funded  property, 
and  especially  upon  the  inequality  of 
charging  the  same  rate  of  taxation  upon 
the  terminable  as  upon  the  permanent 
annuity.  He  would  not  detain  the  House 
by  entering  again  into  those  arguments, 
for  the  House  had  already  decided  that 
those  objections  were  without  any  real 
foundation.  He  was  prepared  to  rest  his 
defence  upon  the  arguments  which  had 
been  previously  adduced,  and  with  which 
the  House  bad  by  its  decision  declared  it- 
self to  be  satis6ea.  The  objection  to  tax- 
ing the  foreigner  who  had  money  invested 
io  the  British  funds  had  also  been  fully 
answered*  Those  foreigners  who  were 
so  circumstanced  could  withdraw  their 
property  from  those  funds  at  any  moment, 
and  at  the  present  time  with  advantage  to 
themselves;*  but  to  those  who,  confiding 
in  the  security  of  the  British  funds,  pre- 
ferred to  allow  their  money  still  to  remain 
invested  in  them,  it  was  surely  of  import- 
ance that  the  national  credit  should  be 
kept  up ;  and  seeing  that  they  were  free 
from  those  other  uxes  persons  residing  in 
this  country  were  subject  to,  he  did  not 
think  this  3  per  cent,  would  induce  them 
to  withdraw  their  property  from  this  coun- 


try to  invest  it  in  less  certain  securities 
elsewhere.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  argued  also,  that  the  bill  was  likely 
to  produce  a  prejudicial  effect  on  the 
moral  feelings  of  the  country,  and  he  had 
told  them  (and  told  them  truly,  he  ad- 
mitted) that  it  was  a  serious  objection  to 
any  tax,  that  it  would  induce  ignorant 
people  to  commit  breaches  of  the  law. 
But  he  did  not  admit  that  any  such  effect 
would  result,  for  this  law  would  operate 
not  so  much  upon  the  lower  and  more 
ignorant  classes,  as  upon  those  who  were 
comparatively  of  the  higher  orders.  For 
by  acting,  as*  far  as  it  was  possible  to  do 
so,  upon  the  recognised  principle  that  the 
property  of  the  country  should  bear  the 
burden  it  exempted  those  who  had  no  pro- 
perty, and  therefore  in  his  opinion  was 
calculated  to  prevent  those  evils  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  anticipated 
from  it.  But  talking  of  moral  effects, 
what  would  be  the  moral  effects  of  the 
substitutes  for  this  property-tax,  suppos- 
ing the  property-tax  were  not  imposed? 
Would  not  any  increase  in  the  excise  or 
customs  duties  to  the  amount  necessary 
to  meet  the  deficiency  occasion  more  nu- 
merous and  more  serious  breaches  of  the 
law  than  could  ever  result  from  the  pro- 
perty-tax ?  The  next  objection  was  to  the 
application  of  the  tax  to  incomes  derived 
from  trades  and  professions ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  object  to  the 
clerg^man'a  income  being  taxed,  because 
that  income  arose  from  the  land,  though 
held  only  for  life.  Land  was  to  be  taxed 
in  every  shape,  and  all  incomes  arising 
out  of  land  were  to  be  taxed  ;  but  incomes 
of  ten  times  the  amount,  arising  from  pro- 
fessions and  trades,  ought,  according  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Baring)  to 
be  free  from  the  impost !  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  adverted  also  to  the  hard- 
ship of  taxing  the  half-pay  officer,  but  the 
principle  of  the  bill  was  that  all  incomes 
amounting  to  150/.  a-year  and  upwards, 
from  whatever  source  derived,  should  pay 
the  tax  ;  and,  although  cases  of  inequality 
and  hardship  might  arise,  still  those  in- 
equalities would  be  attended  with  advan- 
tages to  the  parties  which  would  go  far  to 
compensate  them.  With  regard  to  the 
investigation  which  would  be  required,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  prevent  fraud, 
and  to  protect  the  honest  man,  who  gave 
a  correct  return  of  his  income,  that  that 
investigation  should  be  stringent ;  but  in 
speaking  of  this  part  of  the  measure  the 
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right    hon.    Gentleman    had    altogether 
omitted  to  notice  the  facilities  which  were 
afforded   for  composition  where   parties 
chose  to  avail  themselves  of  them.     On  a 
former  evening,  a  question  had  been  put 
to  him  as  to  the  probable  charge  of  levy- 
ing this  tax,  and  he  had  been  most  anxious 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  an 
estimate  of  the  expense  before  the  bill 
came  into  operation^  but  not  being  able  to 
say  how  many  special  commissioners  it 
might  be  necessary  to  appoint,  it  was  diffi- 
cult from  that  and  other  similar  circum- 
stances to  calculate  accurately  beforehand 
the  probable  cost  of  collection.  He  would, 
however,  state  the  result  of  the  best  esti- 
mate he  had  been  enabled  to  form.    The 
expense  of  collecting  the  Income-tax  of 
1815  had  been  300,000/. ;  the  cost  of  col- 
lection of  the  tax  now  about  to  be  im- 
posed, he  had  every  reason   to   think, 
would  not  be  expected  to  amount  to  one- 
half  of  that  sum.  He  was  not  able  to  form  a 
correct  estimate  of  the  amount  that  would 
be  required  to  meet  the  expenses  of  col- 
lectors, clerks,  and  other  persons  that 
must  necessarily  be  employed.    The  es- 
tablishment for  collecting  the  old  property- 
tax  cost  117,998/.;  but  the  House  was 
aware,  from  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  that 
it  was  intended  to  give  to  the  commis- 
sioners of  assessed  taxes  the  collection  of 
the  property-tax ;  and,  by  the  best  calcu- 
lations he  could  make,  he  believed  that 
30,000/.  added  to  the  cost  of  the  present 
establishment  for  collecting  the  assessed 
taxes,  would  cover  the  additional  cost  of 
collecting  the  property-tax.    But,  in  mak- 
ing that  estimate,  he  had  thought  it  right 
to  ascertain  the  number  of  officers  at  pre- 
sent employed,  and  to  call  upon  the  super- 
annuated officers  to  furnish  their  names 
and  ages,  in  order  that  those  whose  ages 
would  permit  them  might  be  employed  in 
collecting  the  property-tax,  and  the  public 
saved  from  the  consequences  of  their  su- 
perannuation.    It  was  by  that  means  he 
hoped  to  reduce  the  actual  cost  of  the 
establishment  for  collecting  the  tax  within 
the  limits  which  he  had  stated  to  the 
House.     He  thought,  therefore,  he  might 
con6dently  assure  the  House  that  the  cost 
of  collection,  establishment,  and  collateral 
charges  would  not  amount  to  one-half  the 
sum  which  the  former  property-tax  cost. 
With    respect  lo    the    two  propositions 
which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  for  exempting  cer- 
tain classes  of  individuals  from  the  opera- 


tion of  this  tax,  nothing  would  give  him 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  greater 
satisfaction  than  to  acquiesce  in  a  proposi- 
tion of  the  kind.  He  had  given  the  sub- 
ject the  greatest  attention,  and  he  found 
that  were  he  to  agree  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  first  propositions,  to  make  150/^ 
per  annum  the  starting  point,  firom  which 
the  tax  should  begin  to  apply ;  by  which 
arrangement  a  person  with  an  income  of 
200/.  a  year  would  have  to  pay  the  tax 
upon  the  last  50/.  only;  no  lest  tbaa 
33,500,000/.  of  income  would  be  exempted 
from  the  property-tax ;  and  were  he  to 
agree  to  the  second  proposition,  he  found 
that  upwards  of  27,000,000/.  of  income 
would  be  exempted.  Therefore,  if  he 
were  to  exempt  incomes  to  this  extent  the 
consequence  would  be,  that  a  higher 
amount  must  be  paid  by  others.  He, 
therefore,  regretted  that  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  the  propositions  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  trou- 
ble the  House  further.  He  could  not 
doubt  that  the  House  would  adopt  the 
present  measure.  The  opinion  of  the 
country  had  been  taken,  and  he  was 
happy  to  say,  that  it  was  with  the  Go?em- 
ment.  The  country  had  not  been  taken 
by  surprise :  it  had  been,  from  the  first 
stage  to  the  last,  admonished  of  all  the 
possible  objections  to  which  ingaiuity 
could  suggest  that  this  measure  was  liable. 
Everything  that  had  taken  place  proved 
that  the  country  sympathised  with  the 
Government  on  the  necessity  for  this  mea- 
sure— so  far  as  the  number  of  petitions 
could  speak  the  feeling  of  the  country. 
He  believed  that  there  had  been  less  peti- 
tions presented  against  his  measure  than 
against  the  toll  on  Waterloo-bridge.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  confirm  the 
opinion  of  their  constituents  and  the 
people  at  large,  and  that  by  means  of  the 
tax  now  proposed  and  carried  to  its  last 
stage,  they  should  be  able  to  repair  the 
state  of  their  finances  and  to  give  that  re- 
lief to  the  commercial  and  manufacturing 
interests  of  the  country  which  all  concurred 
in  believing  to  be  necessary. 

Mr.  Mangles  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  alluded  to  the  embarrassed 
state  of  the  finances  of  the  East-India 
Company  as  one  of  the  reasons  for  the 
imposition  of  a  Property-tax.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  merely  interjected  the  state- 
ment, and  left  others  to  draw  their  in- 
ferences. [Sir  R.  Peel:  I  merely  spoke 
of  the  excess  of  expenditure  over  income.^ 
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That  was  the  case  mostly  with  countries 
which  were  at  war.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  depreciated  the  resources  of 
our  Indian  empire  for  party  purposes, 
which  was  a  course  unworthy  of  any 
Statesman.  He  contended,  that  the  state 
of  the  finances  of  India  did  not  warrant 
the  assertion  that  they  were  in  a  state 
of  embarrassment.  In  1805  and  1806, 
the  revenue  of  India  was  only  about 
13,000,000^,  whereas  in  1841  and  1842, 
it  was  above  20,000,000/.,  being  an  in- 
crease  of  more  than  7,000,000/.  The  In- 
dian debt  in  1841  and  1842,  amounted 
to  34,194,000/.|  not  a  rupee  of  which 
paid  more  than  5  per  cent,  interest, 
while  the  larger,  portion  of  it  paid  only 
4  per  cent«  During  the  administration 
of  the  Marquess  Wellesley,  the  interest 
of  that  debt  was  8,  9,  and  even  12  per 
cent.,  and  the  whole  amount  was  greater 
than  at  present.  The  revenue  was  not 
now  so  deficient  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
repesented  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  not  justified  in  bringing  forward  the 
Income-tax  on  the  ground  of  the  embar- 
rassed state  of  the  finances  of  India.  He 
opposed  the  tax  as  unjust  and  unneces- 
sary, and  as  a  serious  injury,  both  to  the 
morals  and  prosperity  of  the  people.  It 
was  totally  unwarranted  either  by  the  cir- 
cumstances of  England  or  India. 

Sir  R.  H.  IngUs  said,  that  though  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  had  done  justice  to  his  mo- 
tives in  the  course  taken  with  regard  to 
his  suggestion  to  make  the  operation  of 
the  tax  commence  at  150/.,  he  had  not 
dwelt  upon  the  results  that  would  follow 
from  the  adoption  of  that  suggestion. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  overlooked  the 
point  of  his  suggestion,  which  related  to 
the  effect  which  the  adoption  of  the  sug^ 
gestion  would  have  upon  the  feelings  of 
the  public,  and  of  those  on  whom  the  tax 
was  to  be  levied.  It  would  have  removed 
one  great  temptation  for  violating  the  dic- 
tates of  conscience  and  honour,  and  con- 
cealing or  understating  the  amount  of 
revenue.  He  did  not  affirm,  that  it  was 
unjust  to  levy  4/.  Is,  6d.  on  incomes 
amounting  to  150/.,  but  when  the  income 
of  149/.  was  exempt,  and  that  of  150/. 
liable  to  it,  there  was  a  temptation  to  un- 
derstate it  in  the  case  of  persons  possess- 
ing the  latter.  Persons  who  possessed 
200/.,  and  would  willingly  pay  the  tax  on 
the  surplus  over  150/.,  might  be  very  un» 
wUliog  to  do  so  oa  the  whole  sum.    He, 


did  not  think  that  so  much  larger  a  sum 
could  be  collected  under  the  bill  as  it 
stood  as  was  expected,  or  that  the  loss 
which  bis  right  hon.  Friend  feared  would 
have  taken  place  had  the  alteration  been 
made.  They  should  deal  with  men  as 
they  were,  not  as  they  ought  to  be,  and 
diminish  the  temptation  to  palter  with  con* 
science  and  honour.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  made  no  allusion  to  the  third 
suggestion  he  had  thrown  out — that  of 
applying  a  sliding-scale  according  to  the 
amount  of  income.  He  gave  his  right 
hon.  Friends  in  the  Government  credit  for 
being  actuated  by  the  best  motives  to^ 
wards  the  country,  and  as  in  the  present 
state  of  the  House  it  was  impossible  prac- 
tically to  obtain  a  vote  on  it,  he  should 
not  trouble  them  any  further,  though  he 
could  not  help  expressing  his  conviction, 
that  had  his  proposal  been  acted  on,  it 
would  have  tended  to  reconcile  the  ma- 
jority of  those  who  would  now  try  to  evade 
or  resist  the  tax. 

Mr.  VUliers  said,  he  had  risen  after  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  conse- 
quence of  an  observation  that  he  had 
made.  [Cnesq/*'' Divide."]  If  the  Friends 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  so 
anxious  to  divide,  he  would  have  done 
well  not  to  have  made  the  observation  l 
for  it  was  one  certainly  calculated  to  pro- 
voke reply.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
declared,  that  the  country  having  had 
time  to  reflect  upon  this  bill,  expressed  in 
consequence  the  warmest  sympathy  with 
the  Government.  Now,  as  he  had  the 
misfortune,  together  with  many  around 
him,  to  represent  sections  of  the  country 
where  no  such  sympathy  was  known,  and 
as  it  was  his  ill-fortune  to  know  that  they 
were  suffering  the  severest  privations,  and 
extremely  dissatisfied  with  the  measure,  he 
would  not  suffer  his  silence  to  be  con. 
strued  into  an  admission  of  so  extraordi- 
nary a  statement.  They  had,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  been  taking 
time  to  reflect  upon  the  measure,  and 
they  now  better  understood  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  proposed,  and  the  nature 
of  those  other  proposals  which  were  said 
to  be  compensatory  for  the  evil  it  would 
inflict,  and  he  believed,  that  the  conda- 
sion  to  which  the  people  generally  had 
arrived  was,  that  this  measure  was,  finan- 
cially speaking,  wrong,  that  it  was  politi- 
cally most  unwise,  and  atrociously  unjust. 
As  a  measure  of  finance,  as  a  means  of 
supplying  the  deficiencyi  be  bad  great 
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doubti  if  it  would  be  successful;  he 
doubted  very  much  whether,  when  the  re* 
Tenue  declined*  being  collected  from  id- 
direct  taxation,  and  dependent  on  the 
expenditure  of  the  people,  you  could 
superadd  direct  taxes  and  collect  all  you 
intended.  You  may  collect  as  much  as 
you  expect  from  the  direct  source,  but 
inasmuch  as  the  indirect  taxes  fall  off, 
from  the  inability  of  the  people  to  con- 
sume the  articles  that  are  taxed,  I  ques- 
tion whether,  by  imposing  a  fresh  tax, 
you  do  not  add  to  that  inability,  and  that 
your  whole  revenue  will  be  yet  deficient. 
It  is  difficult  to  speak  with  confidence  on 
these  subjects,  but  it  is  more  reasonable 
to  expect  this  than  the  contrary.  Again 
be  thought  it  was  justly  deemed  unwise  at 
this  moment  of  general  embarrassment  and 
depression  to  expose  the  productive  classes 
to  all  the  pain  and  inconvenience  inci- 
dental to  this  tax,  and  most  unjust  if  it 
is  imposed  with  the  view  to  save  those 
whose  protection  has  caused  the  defi- 
ciency. And  here  it  was,  that  he  grounded 
his  dissatisfaction  with  the  whole  scheme 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  This  tax  was 
imposed  without  any  inquiry  into  the 
cause  of  the  deficiency,  without  any  ad- 
mission of  the  real  causes  of  the  decline 
of  our  finances  and  our  commerce,  and 
consequently  no  remedy  proposed  or  in 
prospect,  that  any  man  can  believe  or 
expect  has  their  revival  in  view.  He 
said  a  statesman  in  his  position  ought 
duly  to  have  inquired,  and  fully  to  have 
explained  the  present  anomalous  and  cri« 
ticai  condition  of  this  country.  There 
was  a  twofold  deficiency  to  account  for— 
not  only  that  which  falls  short  immediately 
of  the  expenditure,  but  that  deficiency 
which  if  seen  in  the  revenue  not  increase 
ing,  for  it  must  be  remembered  in  this 
country  the  greater  part  of  their  taxes 
were  in  the  nature  of  poll-taxes— taxes 
upon  what  the  great  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion do,  or  want  to,  consume;  and  yet, 
while  the  population  is  increasing,  the 
revenue  is  declining.  He  said  there  was 
but  one  way  to  account  for  that,  which 
was,  that  the  condition  of  the  people  was 
deteriorating;  and  be  should  believe,  till 
it  was  disproved,  that  their  condition 
was  so  declining^  owing  to  the  laws 
which  they  persisted  in  maintaining,  which 
interrupted  their  commerce  with  the 
world,  and  enhanced  the  cost  of  their 
food.  Laws  which  were  attended  with  i 
this  twofold  craelty,  that  they  diminished  I 


the  demand  for  their  labour,  and,  by  en- 
hancing the  cost  of  food,  lowered  the 
value  of  that  labour;  and  that,  too, 
combined  with  a  continual  increase  of 
population  augmenting  the  competition 
for  labour — all  combining  to  lower  the 
reward  for  labour.  That  was  the  case; 
and  it  was  wonderful  that  such  a  cause 
existed,  that  the  nece^ary  consequence 
should  be  perceived  in  the  diminished 
power  of  the  people  to  consume  those 
articles  which  they  were  accustomed  to 
tax  for  revenue?  What,  then,  he  asked, 
should  a  wise  and  prudent  statesman 
have  done ;  but  seeing  this  fully  to  have 
admitted  it,  and  applied  himself  boldly 
and  ably  to  meet  the  evil;  and  how 
should  be  have  done  it?  lie  ought  to 
have  seen  how  he  could  have  extended 
the  trade  with  those  countries  which  were 
sure  of  supplying  our  wanu,  with  whom 
mutual  interchange  would  have  been  mu- 
tually beneficial,  thus  to  have  secured 
fresh  and  instant  demand  for  our  labour, 
while  he  ought  to  have  studied  how  be 
could  have  improved  the  condition  of  the 
home  consumer.  By  this  means  he  would 
have  alleviated  distress,  and  increased  the 
revenue  legitimately  and  beneficially,  and 
the  Government  well  knew--«s  every 
man  who  has  given  thought  or  considera- 
tion to  our  condition  at  borne  and  rela^ 
tions  abroad  well  knew  —  that  this 
could  have  been  and  would  be  eflfected. 
Where  could  we  extend  our  trade  in- 
stantly and  usefully.  Why,  with  the 
United  States  and  the  Brazils,  in  a  man- 
ner to  give  instant  demand  for  labour. 
And  how  could  they  put  the  home  con- 
sumer in  better  condition?  Why,  by 
instantly  reducing  the  cost,  by  increasing 
the  quantity  and  necessaries  of  life,  which 
would  have  the  immediate  effect  of  setting 
free  a  fund  for  the  consumption  of  manu- 
factures on  other  products  than  food ;  and 
yet  is  there  a  man  hardy  enough  to  say 
that  there  is  a  prospect,  this  year  at 
least,  of  this  being  the  result  from  any 
measure  that  has  been  proposed  ?  Yet 
this  is  no  speculative  result  that  be  said 
might  follow ;  it  is  matter  of  experience, 
on  which  they  mig^t  calculate  with  cer- 
tainty }  it  has  been  so  invariably,  when 
food  is  low  instantly  is  there  a  large  de- 
mand for  manufactures,  when  it  rises 
there  is  an  immense  sum  withdrawn  from 
the  consumption  of  manufactures.  He 
was,  he  knew,  admittmg  then  what  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  repeated  so  ofton  in 
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all  their  debates,  namely,  that  the  ma- 
Dufactaren  depended  upon  the  home 
trade  for  their  best  customers*  It  was 
true.  They  did  depend  upon  them,  and 
Ihey  could  not  suffer  without  the  manu* 
focturere  feeling  it;  that  was  what  they 
were  suffering  from  then.  The  sum  is 
immense  that  the  people  expend  in 
food  in  Uiis  country,  and  that  can- 
not rise  or  fall  without  being  felt  in 
every  branch  of  industry.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  inquire,  as  it  was  tlieir  duty 
to  do,  with  patience  into  these  matters, 
they  would  see  that  they  were  capable  of 
demonstration,  and  they  would  learn  the 
extent  of  the  mischief  they  were  doing  by 
raising  artificially  the  cost  of  food.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  quoted  a  pamphlet  the 
other  night  to  support  some  view  he  was 
taking,  and  as  he  had  deemed  it  a  suffix 
cient  authority,  he  would  refer  to  it  also ; 
it  was  Mr.  Greg's  pamphlet,  in  which  he 
had  gone  into  tl^  calculation  of  what  had 
been  withdrawn  annually  for  the  last  three 
or  four  years  from  manufactures  to  be 
consumed  in  food.  And,  if  he  remem- 
bered rightly,  that  gentleman  bad  shown 
that,  between  1835  and  any  of  the  years 
since  1838,  the  people  had  been  spending 
nearly  25,000,000^  more  for  bread,  and 
35,000,000/.  more  for  other  articles  of 
necessary  consumption,  simply  owing  to 
the  enhanced  cost  of  the  articles,  which 
is  occasioned  by  restrictive  laws.  Why, 
what  an  enormous  sum  is  this  to  be  with- 
drawn from  a  market,  and  what  proportion 
will  all  the  charity  subscriptions  bear  to 
it?  Can  it  be  wondered  at,  then,  when 
the  trade  is  gradually  declining  with  old 
customers  abroad,  and  the  trade  so  se- 
siottsly  impaired  at  home,  that  the  people 
should  be  unable  to  consume  your  ex- 
ciseable  articles,  and  that  the  revenue 
should  decline  ?  How  could  it  be  other- 
wise? And  will  any  man  in  his  senses 
say  bow  this  further  tax  is  to  remedy 
these  evils  ?-— how  it  is  to  repair  the  re* 
sources  of  the  country  ?^r,  indeed,  per- 
manently increase  the  revenue  ?  He  had 
a  right,  then,  to  complain  that  nothing 
was  done  to  meet  fairly  or  fully  the  alarm- 
ing state  in  which  the  country  was ;  for 
alarming  every  man  of  sense  must  admit 
it;  and  he  complained  the  more,  because 
he  believed  the  Government  well  knew  all 
these  things.  It  was  not  as  if  they  denied 
them;  they  bad  made  extraordinary  8d« 
missions  this  year.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Dorcbeat^r  dis- 


tinctly admitted  that  the  working  classes 
were  worse  off  now  than  they  had  been. 
He  traced  the  evil  to  the  cause,  and  con** 
eluded  that  the  time  was  come  when  the 
cost  of  the  necessaries  of  life  must  be 
diminished.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  bringing  forward 
the  Corn  Bill,  conjured  their  Lordships  to 
remember  that  the  people  were  increasing, 
but  the  subsistence  of  the  country  did  not 
keep  pace  with  the  population,  and  prayed 
them  to  avert  in  time  the  frightful  evil  that 
would  result  from  it.  The  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  the  other  night 
rebuked  an  advocate  of  restrktive  duties 
by  admitting  that,  in  truth,  they  ought 
long  since  to  have  been  removed,  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  going  farther  than  the  rest, 
declared  that  the  community  ought  to 
exchange  the  fruits  of  their  labour  wher- 
ever they  could  at  best  advantage,  and 
has  repeatedly  this  Session  declared  the 
importance  of  relieving  the  distress  of  the 
working  people,  and  the  immense  im- 
portance of  reducing  the  high  cost  of 
living  in  this  country ;  and  yet  what  is 
done  to  accomplish  all  this  ?  Is  there  a 
prospect  of  any  necessary  being  cheaper, 
or  of  trade  being  better?  What  is  there 
certain  but  the  privation  which  this  In- 
come-tax will  submit  all  classes  of  the 
people  tot  For  no  honest  man,  of  any 
intelligence,  can  believe  that  the  exemption 
professed  to  be  in  favour  of  the  poor  will 
benefit  them,  or  that  they  will  escape  the 
injury  which  it  will  inflict  on  others.  It 
was  only  yesterday  that  a  witness  in  a 
committee  of  this  House,  in  describing 
the  condition  of  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, said,  that  bad  as  the  working  people 
were  off  at  present,  they  expected  to  be 
worse  when  the  Income-tax  came  into 
operation,  for  the  masters  had  declared 
that  whatever  they  lost  by  the  tax  they 
must  take  out  in  the  wages;  that  their 
profit  was  as  low  as  would  allow  them  to 
use  their  capital,  and  that  they  must  sus- 
pend their  works  if  they  did  not  reduce 
wages,  and,  as  the  man  said,  the  Income- 
tax  will  be  worse  for  the  poor  man  than 
the  truck  system.  Was  he  not  right, 
then,  in  saying  that  this  tax  would  be  an 
unmitigated  evil  to  all  classes?  He  did 
not  want  much  evidence  to  convince  him 
that  whatever  diminished  the  capital  of 
the  country  when  trade  was  bad,  must 
diminish  the  fond  for  the  employment  of 
labour,  and  make  that  trade  ivone.    Be* 
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lieTiDg,  then^  as  he  did,  that  this  tax  will 
aggravate  every  evil  under  which  they 
were  then  suffering,  and  believing  in  no 
immediate  benefit  likely  to  arise  from  any 
of  what  are  called  the  *'  remedial  mea- 
sures" that  had  been  proposed,  and  feeling 
sure  that  instant  relief  might  be  given  by 
just  and  wise  legislation,  he  should  have 
deserted  bis  duty  to  his  constituents  if  he 
had  not  risen  then  cordially  to  denounce 
this  bill  on  its  third  reading. 

Mr«  nisraeli  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford  bad  impugned  his  statement 
with   respect  to  the  finances  of   India. 
The  hon.  Gentleman's  statement,  however, 
was  most  monstrous.     He  had  slated  the 
amount  of  the  revenue  of  India,  but  he 
had  not  stated   the  cost  of  collecting, 
which  was  15  per  cent.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Guildford  had  stated  the  amount 
of  the  revenue  of  India  at  20,000,000/., 
while    the    real    revenue,    arising    from 
taxation    and    territorial    income,    was 
15,200,000/.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
admitted,    that    the    expenditure     was 
19,000,000/.,  and  as  the    real  revenue 
was  only   15,200,000/.,   the  excess    of 
expenditure   over    revenue,    was    nearly 
4,000,000/.    There  had  been,  for  a  num- 
ber of  years,  a  surplus  revenue  in  India, 
amounting,   on    an    average,    to    about 
2,500,000/.  per   annum;    for    the    last 
three  years,  on  the  most  moderate  calcu- 
lation, there  had  been  an  average  annual 
deficit  of  2,500,000/.    Three  years  ago, 
a  surplus  to  the  amount  of  10,000,000/. 
had  accumulated  in  the  Indian  treasury, 
but  of  that  sum,  every  rupee  had  now 
disappeared.    An  attempt  had  been  made 
to  raise  a  loan,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to  this  measure  in  a  tone  of 
triumph.    That  loan  had  now  been  open 
for  nine  months:   it  was  opened  for  a 
sum  of  4,000,000/.,  and  of  that  sum, 
2,700,000/.  only  had  been  raised,  and  the 
loan  was  already  at  3  discount.    A  state- 
ment had  been  placed  in  his  hands  which 
showed,  that  the  4  per  cent  loan  of  1832- 
1633  was  at  15  to  16  per  cent,  discount ; 
and the4  percent,  loan  of  1835  and  1836 
was  at  19  to  20  per  cent,  discount.     He 
considered  the  subject  of  Indian  finance, 
a  most  important  question,  and  it  was 
desirable,  that  its  condition  should  be 
clearly  understood.    The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  stated,  that  he  had  authorised  the 
temporary  advance  of  500,000/.  to  the 
Indian   government ;     and  it  was  well 


money  in  this  country,  and  that  they  were 
unable  to  obtain  a  loan  in  India.  The 
disordered  state  of  Indian  finance,  was, 
he  conceived,  attributable,  in  a  great  de- 
gree,  to  the  war  which  existed  in  that 
country,  which  had  tended  to  increase 
the  financial  embarrassment. 

Mr.  Brother  ton  said,  it  had  been  as- 
serted, that  the  labouring  classes  would 
not  be  affected  by  the  Income-tax,  but 
he  contended,  that  its  pressure  must  nlti« 
mately  fall  upon  upon  these  classes.  He 
considered  the  adoption  of  this  tax  a 
most  unjust  measure,  and  that  it  would 
operate  most  oppressively  ;  and  if  the 
measures  proposed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  been  adopted,  there  would  have 
been  no  necessity  to  have  recourse  to  it. 
It  had  been  said,  that  a  tax  upon  the  raw 
material  was  injurious  to  trade,  but  the 
Income-tax  would  prove  equally  injurious. 
The  tax  would  press  with  peculiar  hard- 
ship upon  persons  whose  income  was  about 
160/.  a-year,  and  who  would  have  to  pay 
a  sum  of  51.  out  of  that  income. 
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Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F, 
Bernal,  R. 
Bernal,  Capt. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blake,  M. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Buller,  C. 
Buller,  £. 
Busfeild,W. 
Byng,  G. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hn.  G.  H. 
Chapman,  B. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Cobden,  R. 


Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £, 
Craig,  W.G. 
Crawford,  W.S, 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Dawson,  hon.  T,  V. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.  E. 
Duncan,  Visct 
Duncan,  G, 
Duncombe,(  T. 
Dundas,  Admival 
Dundas,  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct* 
Evans,  W. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Field  en,  J. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Foreter,  M. 
Gill,  T. 

Gordon,  Lord  F. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  Gl 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hayter,  W.  G. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heneage,  E. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hollond,  R. 
Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  hn.C.  W.G. 
Howard,  hn.  J.  K. 
Howard,  Lord 
Howick,  Visct. 
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Hume,!. 

Horopheiyy  Mr.  Aid. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W. 
Johnstone^  A. 
Labouchere,  ri.  hn.  H. 
Langtton,  J.  H. 
Layard)  ^*P^- 
Leader,  J.  T. 
LevesoD,  Lord 
Macaiiky,rUhQ.T.B. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Morris,  D* 
MoriMn,  General 
Mnrphy,  F.  S. 
Murray,  A. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
NorreySy  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'CoDoell,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Ord.W. 
Paget,  Col. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
t^endarres,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  Q.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Phillpotts,  J. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pryse,  ?• 
Redington,  T.  19. 
Rice,  £»  R. 


Roche,  R.  B. 
Rumbold,  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  £. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Seale,SirJ.  H. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  B. 

Smith,  rt  .hn.  R.  V. 
Soroers,  J.  P. 
Stausfield,W.  R.C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  £. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomely,  T. 
Traill,  G. 

Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Turner,  £. 
Villiers,hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  hon. Capt. 
Wakley.T. 
Wall.  C.  B. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawo,  J.  T. 
Wemyu,  Capt. 
Williams,  W. 
Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,G.W, 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TELLERS, 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Tufnell,  H. 


Bill  reid  a  third  time. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
brought  up  a  clause  to  exempt  literary 
and  scientific  institutions,  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  tax. 

Mr.  Gf.  W.  Wood  said,  he  feared  the 
words  proposed  by  the  right  boo.  Gentle* 
man  would  not  effect  the  end  desired. 
He  moved  to  insert  the  words,  *'  or  any 
part  of  any  building." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  op- 
posed  the  insertion  of  the  words,  on  the 
ground  that  they  would  open  a  wide  field 
for  fraud. 

The.  House  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  proposed  words  be  inserted: — 
Ayes  96 ;  Noes  199 :  Majority  103. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

AglioDby,  H.  A.  Bemal,  Capt. 

Aldam,  W.  Bo  wrings  Dr. 

Barclay,  D.  Brotherton,  J. 

Berkeley,  hon.  Capt.  Browne,  hon.  W. 

Bernal,  R.  Busfeildr  W. 


Callaghan,  D. 
Cavendish,  hn.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  ho*  G.  H. 
Chapman,  B. 
Christie,  W.D. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colbome,ho.W.N.R. 
Colebrooke,  SirT.  £. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.S. 
Corteis,  H.  B. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G* 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  Admiral 
Dundas,  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Evans,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Gill,T. 

Gordon,  Lord  F. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hayler,  W.  G. 
Heneage,  B. 
Holland,  R. 
Horsham,  E. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Howard, hon.  J.  K. 
Howard,  P,  U. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W. 
Laboucfaere,rt.  hoa.H. 
LangstoD,  J.  H. 
Layaid,  Capt. 
Leveson,  Lord 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marsland,  U. 


Martin,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Murray,  A. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
0*Connell,  J. 
Paget,  Col. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Cant. 
Philips,  G.  K. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Protheroe,  B. 
Pryse,  P. 
Pulsford,  R. 
Redington, T.  N. 
Ricardo,J  L. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  E. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Shiel,rt.hn.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hn.  R.  V, 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stuart,  Lord  J« 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Worsley,  Loid 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TBLLBBS. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Wood,  G.  W. 


Liit  of  the  Noes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acland,  T,  D. 
A*Court,  Capt. 
Acton,  Col. 
AlUx,J.P. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.jun. 
Baillie,  GoL 
Baird,W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baroeby,  J. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M 
Beckett^W. 


Beresfbrd,  Capt. 
Bemaid,  Visct. 
Blackbume,  J.  J. 
Blakemore,  R. 
Bodkin.  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Buckley,  B. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bunbury,  T. 
fiurr6ll,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burroughes,  H.  Nt 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Carnegie,  hon.  Capt, 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Cbetwode,SirJ. 
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Clayton,  VU  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G, 
CliTe,  hoD.  R.  H. 
Cochran,  A. 
Cockbum,rt.  hn.  Sir  6. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Conrtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 

Dawnay,  hon.  W.  IL 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dickinson,  F.  H . 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Duffield,  T. 
Duncombe,  hon,  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
East,  J.  B. 
£astnor,ViscU 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Famhamy  £.  B. 
Fellowes,  £. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hoo.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Goi^  W.  0. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulbam,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Gmham,  rt.hn.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Qrimsditch,  T« 
Gvogan,  E« 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
HamiltoD,  W.  J. 
HaniUoo,  Lord  C. 
Haieouit,  G.  G. 
Hardinge^rt.  hn.8irH. 
if  eatbcote.  Sir  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Uepboni,SirT.B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hetrey,  Lord  A. 
Hillsboroagh,  Eari  of 
Hiode,J.H. 
Hodgsoo,F. 
Holroea,hoo.W.A'Ct. 
Hornby,  J« 
Hughes,  W*  B. 
Hiissey,T« 
li^is.  Sir  R.  H. 
Jackeon,  J.  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johutone,  H. 
JfolUfe»SirW.G.H. 


Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbnll,  right  hon. 

SirE. 
Knight,  H.G. 
Lascelles^  hon.  W.  S. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Litton,  £. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Long,  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G. 

Lygon,  hon.  General 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Maher,  V. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.W. 
Master,  T.W.C. 
Masterroan,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Monday,  £.  M. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newport,  Visct. 
NichoU,  rt  hon.  J. 
Northland,  ViscU 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Peel,  rt.  hoo.  Sir  R^ 
Peel,  J. 
Peraberton,  T. 
Pigot,  SirR. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
PolhUU  F. 
Pollingtoo,  Visct. 
Ponock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rashlelgh,W. 
Reade,W.M. 
Replon,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
RoUeston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.G. 
Round,  J.     I 
Rnshbrodce,  Col. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Saodon,  Visct. 
Soott,  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Shirley,  E.P. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 


Vesey,  hoo.  T. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Welby,G.  E. 
Wbitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilbraham,  hn.  R.  B. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wortley,hon.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TBLLBRS. 

Baring,  H. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 


Sothefon,T.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thompson,  Mr.  A 
Tomline,  G. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Tiollope,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J, 
Turnor,  C. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 

Other  amendments  agreed  to. 

Oo  the  question,  **  that  this  bill  do 
pass," 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  that  he  had 
given  notice  of  his  intention,  when  the 
report  on  this  bill  was  brought  up,  to 
move  a  clause  to  the  effect,  that  the  pay« 
ment  of  the  tax  this  bill  imposed,  sbould 
not  be  an  essential  ingredient  for  the 
registration  of  electors,  and  he  bad  re- 
ceived a  promise,  that  such  aclause  should 
be  inserted.  He  did  not,  however,  see  it 
in  the  bill,  as  printed,  since  the  report. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  re* 
plied,  that  a  clause  almost  in  the  words 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself  suggested 
was  incorporated  in  the  bill,  though  it  did 
not  appear  in  the  printed  copy. 

Mr.  7*.  DuMcombe  said,  he  was  perfectly 
satis6ed  with  that  assurance  on  the  pari 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Bill  passed. 

Captaiv  Mavbt.]  Sir  C  Napier 
moved,  that  the  petition  of  Captain 
Manby,  respecting  his  plan  for  saving  lives 
from  shipwreck,  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

Sir  R.  Peel  was  afraid,  the  attention 
of  the  House  had  not  been  sufficiently  at- 
tracted to  tliis  petition,  probably  under 
the  impression,  that  the  debate  on  the 
third  reading  of  the  Property-tax  Bill 
arould  have  occupied  more  time.  It  would 
have  been  better,  he  thought,  that  this 
petition  should  have  been  referred  to  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  before  submitting  it 
to  a  committee  of  the  Honse  of  Com- 
mons. A  public  department  would,  in 
his  opinion,  investigate  a  subject  of  this 
nature  better  and  more  satisfactorily  than 
a  committee  could  do.  The  motion  ought 
not  to  be  acceded  to  without  considera- 
tion, because  there  were  various  other  in- 
ventors preferring  claims — ^Mr.  Warner 
among  others — who  might  desire  a  wnilar 
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iDduIgence;  if  this  were  permitted,  and 
demands  to  a  gpreat  extent  might  thus  be 
made  on  the  public  money.  Then  the 
secrecy  which  was  described  to  be  neces- 
sary by  some  of  these  inventors,  perhaps, 
might  run  some  risk  before  a  committee 
of  the  House,  He  did  not  wish  to  estab- 
lish such  a  precedent  in  matters  of  this 
nature,  and  be  thought,  that  at  any  rate 
it  would  be  better  under  all  the  circum- 
stances to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
the  motion  until  another  day,  but  he  was 
inclined  to  think,  that  the  still  better 
course  would  be  to  submit  the  matter 
to  the  Board  of  Admiralty  in  the  first  in- 
stance. 

Sir  G.  Cockbum  recommended  the 
withdrawal  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know,  whether 
the  matter  had  already  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Admiralty  ?  He  did 
not  recollect  any  instance  of  a  committee 
having  been  appointed  until  the  proper 
department  had  considered  the  matter. 

Captain  Pechell  thought,  the  motion 
ought  not  to  be  postponed  unless  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  gave  an  assurance  that 
the  matter  should  be  submitted  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

Sir  It.  Peel  said,  he  wanted  time  to 
read  the  petition,  and  if  it  should  appear 
to  him,  on  reading  it,  that  any  public  ad- 
vantage would  result  from  an  investigation 
of  the  plan,  he  should  recommend  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  try  the  experiment. 
But  he  must  say,  that  if  the  House  of 
Commons  was  to  sanction  the  principle 
that  experiments  of  inventions  of  this 
kind  should  be  made  at  the  public  ex- 
pense, he  hardly  knew  how  far  they 
might  involve  themselves  in  expense. 
Any  one  who  had  ever  been  in  a  public 
situation  could  testify  that  almost  every 
day  three  or  four  letters  came  to  them  by 
the  post  from  inventors  stating  that  they 
were  too  poor  to  institute  the  necessary 
experimenu,  and  asking  that  they  might 
be  undertaken  at  the  public  charge,  a  re- 
quest involving,  in  many  instances,  an 
expenditure  of  300/.  or  400/. 

Sir  C.  Napier  said,  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  give  him  an  assu- 
rance that  the  plan  should  be  submitted 
to  the  proper  authorities,  he  would  con- 
sent to  withdraw  the  petition. 

Sir  A.  Peel  said,  on  looking  to  the 
petition,  he  found,  from  a  paragraph  near 
the  commencement,  that  a  part  of  Cap- 
tain Manby's  plan  embraced  the  improve- 


ment of  the  harbours  on  the  eastern  coast 
by  the  removal  of  sand  bars.  See.  Now, 
he  knew  what  the  improvement  of  sand 
bars  was,  and  he  really  thought  that  it 
was  necessary  that  he  should  go  through 
the  petition  before  they  agreed  to  a  mo* 
tion  of  this  kind.  He  hoped  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  consent  to  a 
postponement,  that  he  might  see  whether 
the  matter  was  one  which  he  could  refer 
to  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 

Sir  C.  Napier  assented. 

Debate  adjourned  to  Thuisday. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Wednesday,  June  1, 1842. 

IfiMFm.]  BtLLB.  Priwate.—S^  sidpnwl:— St  Fill* 
]ip*sBridge(BristDl)  t  Favcaham  Nirtgitioni  Cwm  Cdyn 
and  Blaina  Iron  Compaay. 

The  Peers,  headed  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  accompanied  by  the  Commons, 
proceeded  in  state  to  carry  up  to  her 
Majesty  the  joint  address  agreed  to  the 
day  before. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  1, 1842. 

lIixuTBs.]     BiLLt.    PuMc.— !*•   Steve  Tnde  Snppnt* 
don  (Hayti) ;  Steve  TnMle  AboBtion  (Avgentine  Coofl»- 
dfentiaQ)t  Steve  Tmde  Tieatiei. 
Pritfote, — 1**  Urtrpool  and  Manohwiff  Ralliwqr. 
BeporUe^^FatOi  Marine  Innnanoe  Compeay  i  Kitaniog- 
toBlndofOKii 

PMxmons  PnssaifTcn.  By  Sir  O.  Stniaton,  Mr.  Haidy, 
Mr.  Hindley,  Lord  Alfted  Paget,  and  ColoDel  Riub- 
brooke,  from  Bndfocd  (York).  Sudbury.  Udifield. 
Maidftooe.  PorliRiauUi,  Aditon-undcr-Lyne*  Oldham. 
Briftol,  Sheffield,  and  Warwick,  against  the  Introdoclkm 
of  any  Cteuie  to  oompel  Public  Houam  to  remain  Ctoaed 
ftom  IS  o'clock  on  Saturday  night  until  1  oTdock  on  Sun- 
day morning.— By  Mr.  Brotherton»  ftom  Sallbrd,  ^jaliiit 
the  New  Poor-tew  Amendment  BUL— From  Bridport. 
i^aimt  any  Reduction  of  the  Import  Duty  on  Cotdi^e. 
—From  Mhiiiten  of  Bqitiit  Churches,  for  AboUtkm  of 
Churdi  Rates.  ^  From  Glacmine.  and  Poole  Gabbo^ 
i^afaist  Uie  Fisheries  (Iretend)  BilL— Fkom  Leeds  (Em( 
Ward),  for  a  ftuther  Limitation  of  the  Hours  of  Labour 
of  Children  in  Factories.— Fran  Lidifleld,  for  Inquiry 
into  the  Proceedings  at  the  test  Eleedon  for  that  Clty^- 
From  Ministers  of  B^tist  Gongregatioos,  for  the  substi- 
tution of  an  Affirmation  In  lieu  of  an  Oath^— From  the 
Mayor  and  Aldermen  pf  Sudbury,  agdnst  the  Sudbury 
Dlsftanehisement  BilL— From  the  Trustees  of  the  Bir- 
mingham,  Redditdi.  Pershoie,  Leeds,  and  Otiey  Tnn^ 
pike  Roads,  i^ahist  the  Turnpike  Roads  Bill. — From 
John  Christopher,  for  Inquiry  concerning  the  quickest 
Route  for  conveying  the  West  Indte  and  MezJcan  Maila, 
—From  the  Electors  of  Southampfeoa,  Rdatlve  lo  the 
Late  Election  for  that  Borough.— From  the  Rev.  Henry 
Thomas  Grace,  against  the  Tithe  Commutstlon  BilL— 
FnNnEdward  Gill  Flight,  for  AmendmcQt  of  Oie  Plc- 
cription  Act* 


Attack  on  the  Qo£Bn< 
THE  Address.]    The  ^Sji 
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acquaint  the  House  that  her  Majesty  has 
been  attended  this  day  by  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  with  their  address,  to  which 
her  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  to 
return  this  most  gracious  answer  :— 

*'  My  Lords  and  GeDtlemen ; 

'^  I  receive  with  heartfelt  gratification  this 
loyal  and  dutiful  Address  from  my  two  Houses 
of  Parliament. 

''I  am  thankful  to  the  Almighty,  whose 
merciful  care  has  protected  Me  and  the  Prince 
my  beloved  Consort. 

"  I  humbly  rely  on  this  good  Providence  of 
God,  who  is  able  to  save  Me  from  every 
danger ;  and  firm  in  this  trust,  and  sincere  in 
My  desire  to  promote  the  happiness  of  My 
People,  I  am  comforted  and  supported  by  the 
renewed  assurance  of  your  attachment  to  My 
Person  and  Government/' 

Personation  op  Elbctobs — South- 
ampton.] Mr.  Fleming  rose  to  present 
the  petition  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
with  reference  to  the  personation  of  elec- 
tors, by  attaching  their  signatures  to  a 
petition  presented  to  the  House  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion.  The  petition  which  he  now 
had  in  charge,  did  not  emanate  from 
the  general  body  of  electors,  but  from 
those  persons  who,  from  their  official  posi- 
tions and  high  station  in  the  town  of 
Southampton,  felt  it  to  be  their  special 
duty  to  watch  over  the  morals  of  the  town. 
It  was  signed  by  the  mayor,  bailiffs,  a 
large  majority  of  the  aldermen,  a  majority 
of  the  councillors  of  the  town,  and  by 
many  gentlemen,  merchants,  and  trades- 
men of  the  highest  character.  They  said 
that  they  had  seen  a  petition,  purporting 
to  be  that  of  certain  electors  of  the  lx>rough 
of  Southampton,  and  that  they  could  not 
forbear  expressing  their  surprise  at  many 
of  the  persons  who  had  signed  the  petition 
representing  themselves  to  be  electors  of 
the  borough.  The  petition  went  on  to 
state,  that  the  former  petition,  which  pur- 
ported to  be  signed  by  171  electors,  was 
signed  by  thirty  persons  who  were  not 
electors.  It  is  also  stated,  that  some  of 
such  petitioners,  by  themselves  and  agents, 
offered  to  compromise  the  petition  pre- 
sented against  the  return  of  the  Members. 

Petition  read  at  length. 

Mr.  Fleming  moved,  that  it  be  printed 
with  the  votes. 

Mr.  Ward  wished  to  know,  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
found  any  motion  on  the  question. 

Mr.  Fleming  thought,  that  he  had  only 
done  his  duty  in  presenting  the  petition, 
and  having  shown  the  fraud  that  bad  been 
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committed,  would  leave  it  to  the  House 
to  say  whether  they  would  call  upon  any 
of  the  parties  to  support  these  statements. 
He  did  not  intend  to  take  any  further 
steps  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  Ward  had  only  asked  the  question 
because  the  hon.  Member  stated,  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  found  a  motion  upon 
the  petition. 

Sir  J.  Easthope  said,  that  he  had  re- 
ceived communications  from  very  respect- 
able parties  in  Southampton,  denying  the 
statements  and  impressions  intended  to  be 
conveyed  by  the  petition  now  presented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hants  (Mr. 
Fleming).  The  petition  complained  of 
was  signed  by  Mr.  Atherley,  the  brother  of 
a  gentleman  who  formerly  long  repre^- 
sented  that  town,  and  who  was  himself  a 
most  respectable  banker  and  a  magistrate. 
The  next  person  who  had  signed  this  peti- 
tion was  a  magistrate,  and  the  third  was  a 
most  respectable  banker  of  the  town,  and 
also  a  magistrate.  He  could  point  out 
others  of  equal  respectability,  so  that  ma- 
nifestly there  was  no  reason  in  the  world 
to  impute  to  any  of  those  petitioners  the 
intention  to  commit  a  fraud  on  the  House. 

Mr.  Fleming  had  received  a  return  from 
the  town  clerk,  who  stated,  that  he  had 

fone  over  the  register  of  electors,  and  he 
id  not  find  the  names  of  the  thirty  per- 
sons alluded  to.  He  was  ready  to  place 
this  statement  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  the 
rule  was,  not  to  print  a  petition  with  the 
votes,  unless  an  hon.  Member  intended  to 
found  a  motion  on  it.  He  doubted,  after 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  rieht  or  necessary  to  have 
the  petition  printed. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  the  rule  had  been 
broken  through  the  other  evening,  when  a 
petition  presented  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  al- 
though contrary  to  the  rules  of  the  House, 
because  it  would  throw  light  upon  this 
very  case  of  the  Southampton  election. 
The  reason  was,  that  the  case  partook 
somewhat  of  a  judicial  proceeding,  and 
as  this  person  offered  to  give  evidence, 
and  he  then  stated,  that  he  thought  that 
the  rule  should  be  broken  through.  There 
was,  therefore,  a  precedent  for  this  motion. 
Mr.  Macaulay  thought,  that  the  cases 
were  hardly  parallel.  The  former  peti- 
tion had  reference  to  a  motion  for  a  select 
committee,  to  inquire  into  the  proceedings 
at  the  late  election  for  Southampton.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  South^Hampshire  un- 
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dertook  to  ft£Bnn  that  the  present  petition 
was  calculated  to  throw  light  upon  the 
subject  they  were  about  to  discuss,  and 
would  state  that  on  Thursday,  or  some 
other  day,  he  would  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  subject,  then  there  might 
be  some  reason  for  printii^  the  petition. 

Mr.  Alackinnon  said,  that  the  motion 
for  printing  the  petition  was  not  a  sub- 
Btsntife  motion,  but  an  amendment  How 
did  hon.  Members  know  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  postpone  moving  for  the  writ 
until  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  Thomas  Buncombe  thought,  that 
the  House  had  acted  very  properly  in  de- 
ciding that  the  petition  of  John  Wren 
should  be  printed,  because  it  was  calcu- 
lated to  throw  light  upon  the  discussion 
on  which  they  were  about  to  eater.  If 
the  present  petition  had  been  calculated 
to  throw  light  upon  the  subject,  the  hon. 
Member  ought  to  have  presented  it  before, 
as  he  had  had  it  for  more  than  a  week  in 
his  possession;  but  it  appeared  that  it 
would  not  suit  the  purposes  of  the  Conser- 
vatives of  Southampton  to  have  light 
thrown  upon  the  subject.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  was  the  slightest  im- 
portance to  be  attached  to  the  petition. 

Mr.  Henry  Baring  thought  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hampshire 
had  acted  very  discreetljr  in  abstaining 
from  presenting  the  petition  until  this 
evening.  He  had  attained  his  object,  which 
was,  to  show  that  the  petition  presented  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  a  fraudulent  one. 
He  did  not  say,  that  none  of  the  persons 
who  had  signed  the  petition  were  respect- 
able, hut  certainly  vast  numbers  of  them 
were  not  what  they  represented  themselves 
to  be.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hampshire 
having  gained  his  object,  he  saw  no  reason 
for  having  the  petition  printed. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Fleming  had  a  petition  to  present 
of  a  greater  importance  than  the  last.  A 
petition  from  John  Wren  had  been  printed, 
and  the  present  petition,  which  was  nu- 
merously and  respectably  signed,  was  from 
persons  who  stated,  that  in  their  opinion 
that  individual  was  not  to  be  believed  upon 
his  oath.  In  a  very  few  hours  the  petition 
was  signed  by  upwards  of  250  electors  of 
the  town  of  Southampton,  and  if  it  could 
have  remained  longer^  it  would  no  doubt 
have  been  signed  by  four  times  as  many. 
The  petitioners  stated,  that  they  heard 
with  astonishment,  that  John  Wren  had 
presented  a  petition  with  rehtion  to  the 
cormption  which  he  said  bad  taken  place 
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with  a  view  ef  delaying  the  itoue  of  Ae 
writ  They  stated,  that  the  said  John 
Wren  did  not  in  any  degree  possess  the 
confidenoe  or  esteem  of  his  fellow-towns- 
men ;  nor  was  the  estimation  in  which  he 
was  held  such  as  to  afford  any  grounds  for 
confidence  being  placed  in  his  statement. 
That  opinion  was  entertained  by  persons 
of  all  political  creeds.  The  petitioners 
prayed  the  honourable  House  not  to  give 
credence  to  statements  coming  from  such 
a  quarter,  and  that  they  might  not  be  de- 
prived of  their  political  privileges. 

Petition  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

The  hon.  Member  then  moved,  that  the 
petition  be  printed  and  circulated  with 
the  votes. 

Sir  John  Easthope  was  sure  that  he 
only  faithfully  expressed  the  opinions  and 
wishes  of  a  large  number  of  the  roost  re- 
spectable inhabitants  of  Southampton,  when 
he  said  that  it  was  desirable  that  every- 
thing that  the  hon.  Member  had  ofiered  to 
the  House  should  be  printed;  and  that 
the  most  searching  inquiry  should  be  made 
into  the  whole  proceedings  before  the 
House  proceeded  to  issue  the  writ  It 
could  not  have  escaped  the  observation  of 
the  House  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hampshire  had  not  produced  the  efiect 
which  he  was  desirous  of  producing  in 
bringing  forward  bis  indictment  againet 
the  former  petitioners.  The  kon.  Member 
eridently  entertained  an  opinion  that  he 
should  be  able  to  produce  an  impression  on 
the  House  that  the  petitioners  had  com* 
mitted  a  fraud  which  would  lay  them  c»pen 
to  severe  animadversion.  Now»  what  were 
the  facts  of  the  case }  A  few  of  the  indi* 
viduals  who  had  signed  the  petition  had 
changed  their  residences,  and  were  not  on 
the  present  register.  Those  parties,  hoiv« 
ever,  who  were  compkiined  of  for  having 
signed  this  petition  were  stated  to  him  to 
have  been  on  former  registers,  and  ex- 
pected to  be  on  the  next.  He  had  re* 
ceived  a  letter  from  a  most  respectable 
indiridual  at  Southampton,  who  staled 
that  the  inhabitants  of  that  town  were 
anxious  that  the  House  should  make  the 
most  searching  inquiries  into  this  matter, 
which,  they  stated^  would  prove,  that  no 
fraud  whatever  had  been  eommittai  against 
the  House  by  the  petitioners  complained 
of,  but  that  the  complaint  was  made  in 
tone  and  manner  more  deserving  the  cha- 
racter of  fraud  and  contrivance  thaa  the 
petition  whieh  was  m  improperly  im- 
pugned. 
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Member  would  not  pitx*eed  with  the  motion 
lor  the  printing  of  the  petition^  as  the  con^ 
tiniiance  of  that  discussion  was  onlj  calcu^ 
lated  to  keep  alive  ill-feeling  on  the  sub- 

{ect.  If  they  agreed  to  the  motion  of  the 
ion.  Member  for  Hampshire,  they  could 
hardly  agree  to  the  issuing  of  the  writ 
that  night.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  with-' 
draw  his  motion,  in  order  that  they  might 
cortie  at  once  to  the  main  question. 

Mr.  Redington  was  anxious  that  the 
House  should  not  set  aside  the  statement 
of  a  witness  on  oath  for  the  statement  of  a 

Ktition.  All  he  could  say  was,  that  as 
t  unseated  Member  lost  his  seat  upon 
the  efidence  of  Mr.  Wren,  if  that  evidence 
were  not  to  be  belfeved,  then  the  unseated 
Member  had  been  hardly  treated. 

Mr.  (TConnell  said,  that  any  one  who 
had  read  the  evidence  could  not  be  sur- 
prised that  Wren  had  Refused  to  give  all 
the  evidence  in  his  power.  That  witness, 
when  under  examinatiob,  declined  to  an- 
swer questions  put  to  him,  on  the  ground 
that  by  answ^ing  them  he  should  com- 
ptomise  himself.  He  now  offered  to  give 
evidence,  and  asked  for  indemnitv  to 
enable  him  to  do  so.  It  would  strike  a 
persoti  utiacqnainted  with  Southampton 
except  by  the  evidence,  as  very  strange  to 
flmi  it  asserted  that  Wreri  was  disbelieved 
bf  the  whole  town,  when  it  tras  shown 
that  he  was  a  regular  election  agent.  It 
was  stated  that  he  was  the  principal  oh* 
jector  in  the  registry  courts  where  the 
battle  of  the  Constitution  was  fought,  and 
that  he  also  possessed  the  confidence  of 
the  Conservatives,  and  fought  their  battles 
at  the  election  by  distributing  money  to 
the  voters. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Mackinntm :  Sir,  Notwithstanding 
the  threat  held  attt  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  in  his  amendment  to  my  motion, 
I  appeal  with  eonfidedce  to  the  House  on 
the  subject,  satisfied  that  when  the  cnse 
h  laid  before  the  House,  and  thoroughly 
examined,  full  justice  will  be  done  to  the 
oonstftdency  of  Southampton,  and  a  new 
writ  will  be  granted.  I  have  no  feeling  or 
iiiforeBted  motive  whatever,  it  is  to  me  a 
matter  of  perfect  Indifference  whether  the 
writ  is  granted  or  not,  so  far  as  I  am  per- 
sonally concerned.  As  I  wish  the  case  to 
be  thoroughly  understood,  and  to  have  no 
otmoettlment  whatever,  I  will  read  to  the 
Hoose  the  report  of  the  cmnmittee  on  the 
tote  election,  which  is  as  follows. 

Timi  Ibc  said   select  committee  also 


agreed  to  report  to  your  honourable  House 
the  following  acts  of  bribery  :— 

''  First.  That  Charles  Coombe  Callen  was 
bribed  with  ten  pounds,  paid  to  his  wife  for 
him; 

*^  Secondly.  That  Joseph  Whitmarsh  was 
promised  a  bribe  of  twenty  pounds,  the  whole 
or  some  portion  of  whieh  was  afterwards  pcud ; 

''Thirdly.  That  Joseph  Redwards  was 
bribed  with  five  pounds ; 

*^  Fourthly.  That  William  Andrews  was 
bribed  with  five  pounds;  and, 

*'  Fifthly.  That  Giles  Paskins  was  bribed 
with  three  pounds ;  each  of  them  to  rote  for 
Lord  Bruce  and  Mr.  Martyn/' 

**  That  the  evidence  given  before  your  com- 
mittee relative  to  an  extensive  system  of  treat- 
ing  carried  on  through  the  means  of  local  asso- 
ciations, the  payment  of  large  sums  to  chair- 
men and  coiourroen,  many  of  whom  were 
voters,  and  the  expenditure  of  a  sum  of  money 
for  the  purposes  of  the  election,  amounting  to 
ueariy  five  thousand  pounds,  and  therefore  far 
exceeding  the  ordinary  legal  charges,  is  de- 
serving of  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
House." 

'<  That  the  Committee  feel  they  have  been 
prevented  from  ascertaining  the  exact  mode 
m  which  the  whole  of  this  money  was  ex- 
pended  by  the  loss  or  destruction  of  the 
vouchers  add  other  documents  connected 
with  those  payments,  especially  in  the  case  of 
William  Rouse  Mabson,  who,  after  being 
served  with  the  Speaker's  warranty  disposed 
of  those  in  bis  possession/' 

From  this  it  appears  that  five  Indivi- 
duals  v^ere  bribed  at  the  last  election,  and 
that  a  sum  of  5,000/1  was  expended  in  the 
contest ;  but  what  is  there  in  this  report  to 
prevent  the  issuing  of  a  writ  ?  In  the  year 
1837  it  appears  a  larger  sum  than  5^000/. 
was  expenaed,  and  yet  a  writ  was  issued. 
Now  I  would  beg  leave  to  call  to  the 
mind  of  hon.  Members,  that  on  Thursday 
last  a  writ  was  issued  for  Ipswich,  and 
that  the  report  of  the  committee  on  the 
Ipswich  case  was  much  more  unfavourable 
tnan  the  report  for  Southampton,  it  was 
as  follows : — 

''  That  this  committee  are  of  opinion  from 
the  evidence  given  before  them,  that  extensive 
bribery  prevailed  at  the  last  election  for  the 
borough  of  Ipswich,  that  the  issuing  of  the 
writ  be  suspended  until  the  evidence  be  printed 
and  submitted  to  the  Honse/' 

Now,  Sir,  if  in  the  case  of  Ipswich  a  new 
writ  has  been  ordered,  what  possible  ground 
or  what  rational  argument  can  be  used  for 
preventing  or  witbholdins  the  issue  of  a 
writ  for  Southampton.  Sir,  I  think  I  can 
pretty  well  guess  the  line  of  argument  or 
of  onposition  that  the  hon.f  Member  for 
Anglesey  ^fll  make  to  my  motion;  ho 
2M2 
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will  say,  that  the  committee  on  the  South- 
ampton petition^  of  which  he  was  a  mem- 
ber, were  unable  to  sift  the  evidence  suffi- 
ciently, and  therefore  that  another  com- 
mittee is  required^  can  anything  be  more 
fallacious  than  such  an  argument ;  on  look- 
ing over  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  of 
whom  that  committee  was  composed^  I 
see  the  names  of  men  of  talent  and  expe- 
rience, and  of  high  consideration  in  this 
House,  of  men  exactly  quali6ed  for  the 
purpose,  and  why  the  hon.  Member  should 
cast  such  a  slur  on  the  committee,  really  is 
beyond  my  comprehension.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  in  a  minority  in  the 
divisions  of  the  committee,  if  he  had  de- 
sired to  sift  out  evidence  which  was  re- 
fused him,  then  I  think  there  might  be 
some  colour  of  plausibility  in  his  desiring 
another  committee,  but  such  was  not  the 
case.  On  looking  over  the  divisions  in 
the  committee,  I  find  the  Member  for 
Anglesey  always  in  a  majority  with  only 
one  exception,  he  therefore  cordially  agreed 
with  all  the  proceedings  of  the  committee, 
and  after  this  requires  at  your  hands 
another  committee  to  sift  evidence  which 
was  before  done  by  that  body  of  which 
he  was  an  active  member.  What  pos- 
sible advantage,  then,  could  arise  from 
the  formation  of  another  committee,  and 
from  the  course  of  proceeding  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
amendment  to  my  motion  ;  what  purpose 
it  could  answer  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conjec- 
ture. After,  it  would  seem,  cordially  sup- 
porting the  proceedings  of  the  Southamp- 
ton committee,  the  hon.  Member  turns 
round  and  says  to  them  by  his  amendment, 
*'  You  have  not  done  your  duty ;  give  us 
another  committee  that  they  may  endea- 
vour to  do  better  than  you  have  done." 
Unless,  therefore,  you  have  some  le^al 
proof,  some  satisfactory  assurance  that 
some  evidence  can  be  brought  forward 
which  could  not  be  obtained  by  the  last 
committee,  why  should  you  suspend  the 
writ  ?  Look  at  the  anomaly,  at  the  mon- 
strous precedent  you  are  likely  to  estab- 
lish if  you  refuse  to  issue  the  writ ;  you 
deprive  a  constituency  of  fifteen,  now' al- 
most seventeen  hundred,  of  their  elective 
franchise,  of  their  just  constitutional  rights, 
and  you  act  in  such  a  manner  because  an 
individual  chooses  to  present  a  petition 
to  this  House«  Why  if  this  principle 
were  adopted,  any  borough  or  county  may 
be  deprived  of  its  elective  franchise  by 
some  vagabond  or  dissatisfied  person,  of 
whom  abundance  will  be  found  in  every 


place,  ready  to  pour  in  petitions  to  this 
House  to  suspend  the  issue  of  a  writ  on 
every  occasion.  Would  the  establishment 
of  such  a  precedent  be  in  accordance  with 
the  constitutional  law— with  the  custom  of 
Parliament  ?  Woiild  not  such  a  precedent  be 
of  dangerous  tendency ;  might  it  not  arise 
that  if  such  were  established,  a  corrupt 
minority  in  this  House  might  keep  out  a 
majority.  The  numbers  of  this  House  are 
658 ;  suppose  a  minority  of  325  were  in 
the  House,  baring  ten  places  for  which 
Members  were  to  be  returned,  which 
Members  when  returned  would  vote  with 
the  remainder  of  the  House  against  the 
325 ;  suppose  that  writs  were  to  be  issued 
for  the  ten  places  alluded  to,  and  ten  pe- 
titions from  various  vagabonds  in  those 
places  were  presented  and  the  writs  were 
in  consequence  withheld,  the  result  would 
be,  that,  instead  of  a  majority  of  333 
against  the  325,  there  would  only  be  313 
against  the  325,  and  consequently  the  mi- 
nority would  be  the  powerful  body  in  the 
House,  and  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
nation  in  opposition  to  the  real  majority 
of  its  representatives.  Would  such  a  state 
of  things  be  tolerable,  and  are  you  not 
establishing  a  precedent  that  might  lead 
to  these  results  by  withholding  the  writ  for 
Southampton  on  account  of  this  petition 
from  John  Wren.  Now  this  John  Wren, 
of  whom  I  know  nothing  beyond  the  fact 
that  he  was  brought  to  the  Bar  of  your 
House  by  the  late  committee  for  prevarica- 
tion or  refusing  to  answer  such  questions 
as  were  put  to  him  by  counsel.  It  is  on 
the  petition  of  such  an  individual  that 
you  refuse  to  issue  the  Southampton 
writ,  and  withhold  the  elective  frandiise 
from  1,700  electors.  Now,  supposing 
even  that  you  formed  another  committee, 
wh^t  possible  result  could  take  place,  what 
eridence  could  be  adduced  that  was  not 
given  before  the  last  committee?  It  is 
said  that  John  Wren  can  furnish  fresh  evi- 
dence, but  what  dependence  can  be  placed 
on  a  person  who  betrays  the  secrets  of  his 
own  party,  with  whom  he  has  acted,  ac- 
cording to  his  own  statement,  for  years. 
Sir,  if  the  Gentlemen  opposite  wcnild  direct 
their  attention  to  the  forming  of  some 
legislative  enactments  to  prevent  bribery 
at  elections,  either  by  penal  statutes  or  by 
some  other  means,  they  would  deserve  well 
of  their  country  and  of  this  House  in  pat- 
ting down  an  evil  that  we  all  in  commim 
deplore.  Havins  given  my  sentiments  to 
the  House  on  this  subject,  and  reserving 
to  myself  the  ri^t  of  answering  any  argu- 
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mentfl  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Anglesey 
may  adduce  in  his  amendment  to  my  mo- 
tion, I  will  at  once  moFe  that  a  writ  be 
issued  for  the  election  of  two  burgesses  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  town  and 
county  of  the  town  of  Southampton. 

Mr.  W.  0,  Stanley  was  anxious  to  offer 
himself  to  the  notice  of  the  House,  in 
opposition  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lymington,  and  he  was  aware,  that 
in  doing  so,  he  was  taking  an  extraordinary 
course.  He  was  aware  that  it  was  extra- 
ordinary to  ask  the  House  to  suspend  the 
writ  for  a  place,  but  he  thought  that  he 
could  show,  thiit  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Southampton  committee  would  satisfy 
the  House,  that  this  was  the  proper  course 
to  take.  In  addition  to  this,  circumstances 
had  taken  place  since  the  election  com- 
mittee had  made  its  report,  which,  he 
thought,  should  induce  Members  who  had 
already  made  up  their  minds  on  the  sub- 
ject, now  to  agree  to  suspend  the  writ 
until  further  inquiry  had  taken  place  as  to 
what  had  occurred  at  the  late  election. 
He  had  been  an  attentive  observer  of  what 
had  taken  place  before  the  committee,  and 
he  was  satisfied  that  they  had  not  obtained 
the  account  of  all  the  expenses  incurred 
at  the  last  election  for  Southampton. 
Certainly  much  evidence  was  adduced  to 
show  that  there  was  most  extensive  treat- 
ing, and  he  believed  that  it  was  much  more 
extensive  than  the  committee  had  been 
able  to  obtain  evidence  of.  He  believed, 
that  if  evidence  were  gone  into,  it  would 
be  shown  that  there  was  equally  extensive 
treating  on  the  other  side.  He  would  now 
proceed  to  state  the  nature  of  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  committee.  On  the  evi- 
dence taken,  the  committee  made  this 
special  report : — 

^  That  the  evidence  given  before  the  com- 
mittee relative  to  an  extensive  system  of  treating, 
carried  on  through  the  means  of  local  associar 
tiont,  the  payment  of  laree  sums  to  chairmen 
and  colourmeD,  many  of  whom  were  voters, 
and  the  expenditure  of  a  sum  of  money  for  the 
purposes  of  the  election,  amounting  to  nearly 
5,000/.,  and,  therefore,  far  exceeding  the  ordi- 
narly  legal  charges,  is  deserving  of  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  House." 

He  thought,  after  this  special  report, 
the  House  should  take  into  its  considera- 
tion the  report  so  made,  and  should  at 
once  accede  to  the  proposition  to  make 
further  inquiry.  With  regard  to  treating, 
the  committee  had  proof  before  it  that  the 
som  of  6,0002.  was  expended.  And  here 
be  mast  observct— *that  as  on  this  part  of 
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the  subject  he  should  have  to  comment  on 
the  evidence  of  a  Member  of  that  House 
— he  hoped  he  might  say,  that  he  was 
most  anxious  to  avoid  giving  offence.  It 
was  proved  that  4,0002.  was  expended  in 
treating  previous  to  the  election.  It  ap- 
peared from  the  bankers'  books  that  500/. 
of  the  sum  so  expended  came  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hampshire,  and  the  hon. 
Member  admitted  it  when  called  before 
the  committee.  Being  asked  from  whom 
he  had  received  that  500/.,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said — 

''  I  must  at  once  explain  to  the  committee, 
that  finding  there  was  a  great  deficiency  of 
uoney  to  defray  the  expences,  I  undertook 
myself  to  apply  to  my  friends  in  the  town  of 
Southampton,  and  the  neighbourhood  of 
Southampton,  and  from  them  I  received  sub- 
scriptions which  I  paid  into  the  bank  to  the 
credit  of  the  Conservative  party ;  and  I  con- 
sider I  could  not  mention  the  names  of  the 
persons  from  whom  I  received  the  money 
without  a  betrayal  of  their  confidence,  which 
would  be  improper  and  dishonourable  on  my 
part;  therefore  I  must  at  once  throw  myself 
upon  the  feelings  of  the  committee,  whether  I 
am  to  be  placed  in  the  painful  position  of  being 
compelled  to  betray  that  confidence,  which,  as 
a  Gentleman,  I  think  1  ought  not  to  betray.'* 

The  hon.  Member  further  said,— 
*'  This  subscription  took  place  a  considerable 
period  after  the  election,  a  period  of  six  weeks. 
Finding  that  the  legitimate  expenses  were  not 
paid,  and  which  I  consider  were  only  the  legal 
expenses,  I  said  I  would  do  the  best  in  my 
power  to  obtain  subscriptions  to  relieve  them 
from  the  difficulty ;  I  did  so  from  various  per- 
sons, and  I  will  not,  under  any  circumstances, 
betray  that  confidence  which  they  reposed  in 
me." 

The  House  would  bear  in  mind  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  refused  to  answer 
the  question.  The  House  being  appealed 
to,  oeclared  that  the  hon.  Member  ought 
to  answer  it.  On  a  subsequent  day  he 
appeared  before  the  committee,  and  being 
asked  for  what  object  he  had  collected  the 
subscriptions,  he  said  :— 

**  The  agents'  expenses  were  not  paid.  I 
was  told,  that  thev  had  not  paid  the  agents ; 
and  I  was  told  also  that  the  bill  at  the  Dol- 

Ebin  was  unpaid,  which  I  apprehend  roust 
ave  been  a  very  expensive  one,  as  that  inn 
was  engaged,  as  you  have  just  heard,  from  a 
very  early  period,  of  those  proceedings.  I 
should  think  it  would  be  at  least  six  weeks 
before  the  writ  came  down.  I  do  not  know 
what  was  paid.  I  am  sure,  if  I  may  judge 
from  what  I  heard  about  the  charges  at  the 
Star,  it  must  have  been  very  considerable  in- 
deed ;  and  the  small  sum  that  I  collected 
.  would  go  but  a  little  way  to  defray  it ;  but. 
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however,  whatever  I  could  do  I  was  very  happy 
to  exert  myself  in  doiDg,  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  in  paying  it.  I  ought  to  have  said, 
the  Dolphin  being  constantly  resorted  to  by 
the  Conservative  party  during  that  six  weeks, 
the  charge  must  have  been  large/' 

It  appeared^  that  besides  the  500L,  a 
further  sum  of  200^,  or  ^0OL  was  collected 
and  paid  in  by  the  hoD.  Member,  ^od  he 
subsequently  stated,  that  be  bad  paid  200^. 
to  Mr.  Leferre,  the  sums  in  all  amounting 
to  IjOOO/.  Now,  it  appeared  in  evidence 
that  no  demand  had  been  mad^  for  the 
rooms  in  the  Dolphin  occupied  by  the 
committee,  and  that  only  a  trifling  sum  of 
18/.  had  been  paid.  The  day  before  the 
31st  of  August  a  sum  of  200/.  had  been 
paid  to  the  agents^  Messrs.  Hunt  and 
Blanchard,  and  a  sum  of  80/.  to  the  town 
clerk  for  the  legal  expenses  of  the  hustings. 
But  the  evidence  before  the  committee  of 
that  House  afforded  no  satisfactory  ex- 
planation of  how  that  large  sum  of  1,000/. 
could  have  gone  in  legal  expenses.  That 
point  required  further  investigation,  and 
he  thought,  if  a  bill  of  indemnity  were 
granted  to  witnesses  coming  before  a  select 
committee,  that  further  evidence  on  that 
point  would  be  procured.  It  appeared  that 
bribery  to  a  conaiderable  extent  had  been 
carried  on  by  means  of  paying  messengers, 
colourmen,  porters,  and  others  nominally 
employed,  3/.  for  their  votes.  One  wit- 
ness, Mr.  Lisle,  had  received  600/.,  in  the 
usual  way,  he  could  not  tell  from  whom, 
and  paid  it  away  without  order  or  direction 
from  anybody,  one-half  to  porters,  mes- 
sengers aud  colourmen,  anci  one-half  to 
chairmen  and  voters  for  attending  the 
candidates  at  the  day  of  the  declari^tion. 
It  appeared  that  Southampton  was  divided 
into  five  wardsj  in  each  of  which  there  was 
a  Conservative  association.  The  chairmajo 
of  one  of  these  associatioiis  (Mr.  Cheese- 
man)  was  examined,  and  hon.  Members 
would  be  amused  with  his  evidence*  It 
was  proved  that  Mr.  Cheeseman  had  re- 
ceived about  400/.,  which  appeared  to  have 
been  spent  in  a  system  of  treating.  Mr. 
Cheeseman  was  asked, — 

'<  Give  me  leave  to  ask  you  of  what  nature  I 
In  forming  the  society. — ^What  were  the  great 
expenses  incurred  in  forming  the  society^ 
Roast  beef,  plun-pudding,  grog,  and  wine.— 
Did  you  find  that  the  expense  increased  as  you 
got  on  towards  the  period  of  the  election?  I 
suppose  that  the  expenses  did  not  diminish .' 
Why,  our  first  expenses  were  heavy  when  we 
had  these  dinners;  that  was  before  the  elec- 
tion; that  was  on  the  2nd  June  I  believe  the 
dinner  was." 


In  fact,  the  greater  part  of  6,000/.  had 
been  conveyed  away  in  corroptinff  Ike 
electors  of  tne  town  of  Southampton.  With 
respect  to  the  evidence  ai  Mr.  Wren,  he 
was  not  there  to  stand  up  for  Wren.  Wron 
was  a  fViepd  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hants.  There  was  no  dinwt  eridence  of 
personal  communication  between  Mr.  Wren 
and  the  hon.  Member;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber rode  into  Southampton  every  day  to 
see  what  was  going  on,  and  was  every  day 
in  the  oommittee-room,  to  which  Wren 
was  constantly  going  to  oonsult  and  com« 
municate  with  those  with  whom  the  hon. 
Member  was  associated.  Wren  was  em- 
ployed by  the  Conservative  party,  and  he 
withheld  as  muck  as  he  could  from  the 
election  committee.  He  could  hardly  be 
got  to  answer  a  question,  constaatly  as- 
serting that  the  answer  might  criminate 
himself.  This  man,  however,  some  of  his 
evidence  having  been  contradicted  and  dis- 
credited by  some  of  his  own  party  at  South- 
ampton, presented  a  petition  in  which  he 
said, — 

<' That  if  your  honourable  House  will,  by 
indemnity  bill,  protect  your  petitioner  from 
legal  consequences,  he  will  suomit  himself  to 
the  pleasure  of  your  honourable  House,  and 
disclose  most  material  facts  within  his  know- 
ledge, respecthig  bribery  and  corruption, 
practised  for  a  series  of  elections,  at  the  late 
elections  for  Southampton,  and  especially  ai 
the  said  last  election  in  question.  That  your 
petitioner  is  able  and  willing  (so  indemnified), 
to  inform  your  committee  of  the  names  oi 
resident  electors  in  Southampton,  partizans 
and  agents  of  the  late  sitting  Members,  who 
organised  and  accomplished  an  extensive 
system  of  bribery  and  treating  at  the  last  elec- 
tion for  the  said  borough ;  and  which  parties, 
summoned  |o  the  Bar  of  your  honourable 
House,  or  before  a  select  committee,  must 
(when  indemnified)  disclose  full  particulars  of 
such  extensive  corruption  of  the  constituency. 
That  your  petitioner  is  in  possession  of  a 
certain  memorandum  book,  not  produced  be* 
fore  the  select  committee,  which  contains  di- 
vers entries  of  sums  of  money,  cormptlv  given 
as  bribes  to  several  electors,  and  also  the 
names  of  several  bribers  who  were  electors ; 
and  that  the  said  book  contains  also  the  signa- 
ture of  one  of  the  returning  officers  at  the 
said  late  election,  authorising  the  bribieg  of  a 
particular  elector,  and  who  was  bribed  ao« 
cordingly." 

When  such  a  statement  as  that  wm 
made  to  the  Ho«ise,  he  did  not  think  tiMt 
it  could  be  overlooked.  When,  moreover, 
the  committee  had  declared  the  last  oleo« 
tion  void,  and  found  the  sitting  Membert 
guilty  of  bribery  by  their  agents,  ho 
thought  the  writ  ought  to  be  suspeiHiecly 
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until  farther  inquiry  hftd  taken  place. 
He  believed  the  same  system  of  extensive 
treating,  of  which  evidence  had  been  given, 
was  carried  on,  at  this  moment,  by  the 
Conservative  associations.  He  did  not 
think,  that  electors,  corrupted  in  this 
manner,  or  those  who,  to  the  number  of, 
at  least,  200|  had  been  bribed  as  colour- 
men  and  chairmen,  should  now  be  allowed 
to  exercise  the  franchise  which  they  had 
so  g;rossly  abused.  He  thought  the 
House  ought  to  take  this  subject  into  its 
serious  consideration,  with  a  view  to  pass 
such  laws  as  might  prevent  a  recurrence 
of  such  corruption,  and  they  ought  not  to 
issue  a  writ  for  Southampton^  until  they 
had  taken  effectual  measures  for  securing, 
that  a  real  return  would  be  made  to  it. 
He  should,  therefore,  move,  as  an  amend- 
ment : — 

**  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  extent  of  the  bribery  and 
treating  which  bad  prevailed  at  the  last  elec« 
tion  for  Southampton,  and  that  a  writ  be  not 
issued  until  some  preventive  measure  had 
been  parsed  through  that  House.*' 

Mr,  Ward  seconded  the  amendment. 
He  said,  that  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Southampton  Election  Committee,  and 
the  petition  recently  presented  from  Mr. 
Wren,  rendered  it  the  bounden  duty  of 
the  House  to  prosecute  inquiry  into  this 
matter  to  the  utmost  extent.  He  had 
read  over  every  word  of  that  evidence 
with  the  greatest  attention,  and  it  showed, 
in  the  dearest  and  most  decisive  manner, 
that  a  systematic,  extensive,  and  admira« 
bly  arranged  system  of  corruption,  pre* 
▼ailed  in  the  borough  of  Southampton.  It 
was  arranged  in  the  most  effectual  manner 
for  corrupting  the  voters  and  preventing 
discovery.  In  the  whole  course  of  the 
evidence  of  the  lending  witnesses,  it  wouhl 
be  ftmnd,  that  their  memory  always  failed 
them  at  the  most  convenient  time,  and 
with  respect  to  the  most  material  facts. 
No  particular  authority  appeared  to  be 
necessary  for  the  most  important  transac- 
tions. No  accounts  were  kept  of  the 
amount  of  checks.  The  check-book  lay 
OB  the  table  of  the  committee-room^  and 
any  respectable  person,  it  appeared,  might 
draw  sums  of  money  from  the  bankers ; 
and  no  one  knew  what  bad  become  of  the 
eheck4x)ok«  Large  checks  had  been 
dinwn  by  particular  individuals,  but  when 
questioDed  as  to  the  objects,  their  memory 
appenroii  to  be  a  perfect  blank.  As  to 
tM  petitioa  of  Wiea,  it  contained  one 


most  important  statement.  The  petitioner 
stated,  that  he  had  a  memorandum  book, 
containing  the  signature  of  a  returning 
officer,  authorising  the  bribing  of  a  parti- 
cular elector.  Hejnight  be  told,  that  the 
witness  refused  to  produce  this  book  be- 
fore the  election  committee.  The  witness, 
indeed,  had  not  been  asked  for  a  book, 
but  for  a  paper,  and  might  have  satisfied 
himself  with  that  qoibUe.  Yet  it  was 
a  quibble  with  which  the  party  whom 
Wren  served,  found  no  fault  with,  so 
long  as  he  was  true  to  hb  colours.  He 
said,  if  this  memorandum  book  existed, 
they  ought  to  have  it.  The  statement 
respecting  the  returning  officer,  in*^ 
volved  one  of  the  gravest  constitutional 
charges  that  could  be  adduced  against  any 
man.  The  man  who  made  this  statement 
had  been  long  employed  by  the  party  op- 
posite. He  had  been  twenty  years  an 
elector  of  Southampton,  and  for  fourteen 
years  had  voted  on  the  same  side.  It  was 
now  attempted  to  blacken  his  character, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hants 
had  read  a  letter  from  Southampton  for 
that  purpose.  He  had  also  had  a  letter, 
stating  that  Dawkin,one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's correspondents,  had  been  turned  out 
of  the  tradesmen's  rooms  at  Southampton, 
as  a  notorious  liar,  never  to  be  admitted 
again.  He  stated  this  to  show  that  if 
dirty  pettifogging  stories  of  individuals 
were  allowed  to  influence  the  judgment  of 
the  House  in  this  matter,  they  were  as 
easily  produced  against  one  party  as  the 
other.  The  corrupt  practices  which  had 
been  already  proved,  would  be  repeated  in 
Southampton  the  moment  a  writ  was  is* 
sued.  A  petition  had  been  presented, 
signed  by  290  electors  of  Southampton, 
exclusive  of  forty  names,  of  which  there 
was  some  doubt,  confirming  the  conclusion 
of  the  election  committee.  If  the  House 
was  in  earnest  in  wishing  to  put  a  stop 
to  corruption,  they  would  not  repeat  the 
great  mistake  they  had  likade  in  the  Ips- 
wich case.  They  would  not  issue  this  writ 
until  they  found  to  what  extent  corrupt 
practices  had  prevailed  in  Southampton, 
and  had  provided  against  their  repetition. 

Mr.  Fleming  said,  however  little  he 
might  be  personally  interested  in  the  im- 
mediate question  before  the  House,  it  was 
really  quite  impossible  for  him  to  hear  the 
statements  and  accusations  that  had  been 
made  without  some  attempt  on  his  part  to 
disabuse  the  House  of  the  erroneous  im« 
pressions  which  those  statements  were  cal- 
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culated  to  produce  ;  and  at  the  very  out- 
set he  must  warn  hoo.  Gentlemen  who 
were  without  any  local  knowledge  of  the 
subject  against  those  persons  who  had  lent 
themselves  to  a  foul  conspiracy,  which  had 
been  undertaken  by  a  certain  class  of  par- 
ties at  Southampton  in  revenge  for  a  posi- 
tive rejection  of  an  offer  made  by  them  to 
enter  into  a  compromise  for  the  purpose  of 
screening  that  bribery  and  corruptiou  of 
which  they  now  expressed  such  a  virtuous 
horror,  the  condition  of  the  proposed  com- 
promise being  that  the  overwhelming  ma- 
jority of  Conservative  electors  of  South- 
ampton should  consent  to  the  election  of 
one  Member  for  that  borough  of  their  (the 
proposers')  political  opinions.  This  it  was 
that  had  originated  the  misrepresentations 
which  had  imposed  upon  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  and  of  the  charge  that  300/.  had 
been  given  to  the  witness  Wren  for  the 
perjury  he  had  committed.  He  had  not 
had  the  opportunity  of  reading  the  votes, 
having  been  absent  from  London ;  and  he 
had,  therefore,  not  read  the  petition  pre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets;  but  he  understood  that  his 
name  had  been  very  largely  discussed. 
He  begged  to  say,  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
indifference  to  him  what  was  said  of  him 
by  such  a  witness  as  he  who  had  signed 
the  petition,  and  who  had  been  perfectly 
described  by  the  learned  and  talented 
counsel  before  the  committee,  when  he 
said,  that  he  did  not  know  what  seat  in 
that  House  would  be  secure  if  the  evi- 
dence of  such  a  witness  as  Wren  were  to 
be  believed.  As  to  the  comments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Anglesea,  upon  what  he 
had  done,  he  would  only  say,  that  he  did 
not  feel  that  he  had  done  anything  wrong. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  thought  proper 
to  believe  such  statements  as  those  which 
had  been  brought  forward,  they  were  wel- 
come to  do  so.  If  they  had  the  bad  taste 
to  do  so,  he  could  not  help  it ;  but  he 
hoped,  that  thev  did  not  concur  in  the  as- 
sertion that  hadf  been  made,  that  he  would 
have  enough  to  do  to  look  after  his  own 
character — an  assertion  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield,  who  made  it,  had 
not  had  the  courtesy  to  withdraw.  He 
could  only  say,,  with  regard  to  it,  that  such 
a  statement  »W  false,  scandalous,  and  un- 

suppose  -^at  ihe^  y^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  Member 

tion;  that  was  ^'^"^    ^'\  unintentionally, 
dinner  was,"   entleman  had  said,  that  a 


statement  made  by  an  hon.  Member  of 
that  House  was  false  and  scandalous. 
Those  were  words  that  could  not  be  per- 
mitted in  that  House. 

Mr.  Fleming  was  quite  ready  to  with- 
draw the  expressions  he  had  made  use  of 
in  deference  to  the  opinion  of  the  chair. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  it  rather 
hard  on  him  to  be  told,  that  he  would 
have  enough  to  do  to  take  care  of  his 
character. 

Mr.  Mackinnon  begged  to  remind  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  House,  that  the  ex- 
pression made  use  of  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield,  was  not,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hants  would  have  enough  to 
do  to  take  care  of  his  own  character,  but 
that  he  would  have  enough  to  do  widi  re- 
spect to  his  own  conduct  in  reference  to 
the  matters  stated  in  the  petition. 

Mr.  Ward  had  really  not  been  aware 
that  so  much  importance  had  been  at- 
tached to  what  had  fallen  from  him  on  the 
occasion  in  question.  Words  would  often 
escape  in  the  heat  of  debate  which  would 
not  be  uttered  in  cooler  blood.  The  fact 
was  simply,  that  on  the  occasion  of  a  very 
severe  censure  beixig  passed  on  certain 
parties  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sooth 
Hants,  he  observed,  looking  at  the  peti- 
tion, that  there  were  statements  in  it  that 
would  give  the  hon.  Member  enough  to 
do  to  defend  his  own  conduct.  That 
was  what  he  had  said*  If  there  was  any- 
thing in  it  that  was  unparliamentary  or 
offensive  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  need 
hardly  say,  that  he  would  be  one  of  the 
first  to  express  his  regret. 

Mr.  Fleming  would  enter  no  further 
into  the  subject  of  the  evidence  entered 
into  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Anglesea. 
No  doubt  similar  statements  were  made 
before  the  committee,  and  all  he  would  say 
was,  that  he  hoped  they  would  not  induce 
the  House  to  agree  to  the  suspension  of 
the  writ.  With  respect  to  the  evidence 
before  the  committee,  living  as  he  did  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Southampton,  and 
feeling  a  sincere  interest  in  the  mamte- 
nance  of  the  good  character  of  the  bo- 
rough, it  was  naturally  a  source  of  satis- 
faction to  him,  that  after  a  most  laborious 
investi|^ation,  in  which  more  than  forty- 
one  witnesses  were  examined,  only  five 
cases  out  of  thirty  or  forty,  alleged  by  the 
learned  counsel  in  his  opening  speech  had 
been  sustained ;  that  out  of  those  five,  two 
were  of  payments  made  to  electors  for  ser- 
vices actually  performed,  the  only  penalty 
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for  which  would  be,  that  they  would  be 
prevented  from  YOtiog.  Witli  regard  to 
the  case  of  Whitmarsb,  who,  it  was  stated, 
had  received  20/.,  which  was  authorised 
by  the  returning  officer  to  be  paid,  he 
could  only  repeat,  that  he  had  already 
declared  that  gentleman's  most  positive 
denial  of  the  assertion,  and  his  readiness 
to  substantiate  his  denial  on  oath  before 
that  House  if  necessary.  As  regarded  the 
other  cases  reported  by  the  committee, 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  rested  wholly 
on  the  uncorroborated  evidence  of  the 
witness  Wren.  With  regard  to  the  charge, 
that  5,000/.  had  been  spent  on  the  elec- 
tion, he  could  state,  that  the  amount  ac- 
tually spent  was  3,960/.  He  stated  this 
from  the  account  of  the  bankers  of  the 
money  paid  into  their  hands  and  disbursed 
by  them.  If  he  was  rightly  informed, 
two  candidates  who  were  nearly  connected 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  were 
prepared  to  contest  the  election ;  he  would 
only  say,  that  nothing  would  please  him 
more  than  that  they  should  come  forward. 
Mr.  Macaulay  would  be  very  brief  in 
what  he  had  to  say,  for  a  case  which  lay 
in  a  smaller  compass  he  had  never  seen. 
The  whole  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  moved  the  issuing  of  this 
writ  might  be  reduced  to  this  single  point, 
— Because  you  granted  the  issuing  of  the 
writ  for  Ipswich  on  Thursday  last,  there- 
fore you  ought  to  agree  to  the  issuing  of 
the  Southampton  writ  to-night.  That  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  the  sole  argument  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman ;  if  he  haa  used  any 
other  it  had  escaped  his  notice.  Now,  he 
conceived,  that  the  writ  for  Ipswich  was 
wrongly  issued.  He  regretted  the  issuing 
of  that  writ  on  a  ground  which  was  cer- 
tainly not  one  of  a  party  nature,  for,  look- 
ing at  that  subject  as  a  party  man,  that 
defeat  must  rather  be  considered  a  victory 
^but  because  he  hardly  thought  the  issu- 
ing of  that  writ  consistent  with  the  course 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  generally 
pursued  on  questions  of  this  sort,  a  course 
which  he  held  to  be  deserving  of  high 
praise,  and  because  he  felt  convinced, 
that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  either 
party,  by  itself,  to  get  rid  of  this  execrable 
practice— one  which  threatened  not  more 
the  dignity  and  character  of  that  House, 
than  the  morality  of  the  people  at  large. 
He  felt  quite  convinced,  that  the  concur- 
rence of  both  the  parties  in  that  House 
was  necessary,  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to 
that  practice.    Nevertheless,  he  must  iNiy, 


that  the  present  was  a  much  stronger 
case  than  that  of  Ipswich.  As  far  as 
he  understood  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  ar- 
gument with  regard  to  Ipswich,  it  was,  that 
there  existed  in  Ipswich  a  most  Unsatis- 
factory state  of  things,  and  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  ground  for  suspicion ;  but 
that  it  did  not  appear  to  be  a  case  afford- 
ing grounds  for  disfranchisement,  and  that 
there  did  not  appear  any  reason  to  think, 
that  if  there  was  an  investigation,  the  case 
would  be  made  much  more  clear  than  it 
was  at  present.  Now,  such  an  argument 
could  not  apply  to  Southampton,  for  in 
this  case  it  was  intimated  by  the  commit- 
tee itself  at  the  end  of  their  report,  that 
they  had  been  prevented  from  ascertaining 
many  things  which  they  believed  would 
have  led  to  more  important  conclusions ; 
and  following  this  declaration  of  the  com- 
mittee comes  a  person  and  tenders  in- 
formation, if  the  House  would  indemnify 
him.  Thus,  this  case  differed  from  the 
Ipswich  case  in  a  most  important  point, 
and  that,  too,  the  very  point  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  support  of  the  Ips« 
wich  writ  was  founded.  The  circumstance 
of  the  evidence  being  offered  by  a  person 
on  whose  character  such  reflections  had 
been  cast  was  utterly  immaterial.  Where 
did  they  expect  that  they  would  obtain 
information  about  rogueries  of  this  sort  ? 
Whence  could  the  evidence  of  bribery 
having  been  committed  be  extracted,  ex- 
cept from  the  agents  in  the  practice  of  that 
bribery?  An  old  proverb  said,  ''When 
rogues  fall  out,  honest  men  get  their  own," 
and  every  criminal  court  made  it  a  prac- 
tice to  avail  itself  of  the  testimony  of  per- 
sons who  had  been  engaged  in  the  crime. 
Thurtell  was  hanged  upon  the  evidence  of 
Probert,  Burke  was  hanged  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  Hare;  and  it  certainly  would 
have  been  thought  most  extraordinary  if, 
when  Hare  and  Probert  were  brought  for- 
ward to  give  their  evidence,  the  counsel 
on  the  other  side  had  risen  and  said,  in 
the  tone  of  meaningless  taunt  which  had 
come  on  this  question  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  ''  I  wish  you  joy  of  your 
auxiliary."  It  really  did  appear  as  if  this 
petitioner  could  be  of  some  use  to  the  pub- 
lic on  this  occasion.  If  it  were  true,  that 
the  witness  had  in  his  hands  a  book  with  a 
signature  in  it  of  such  importance,  then, 
whatever  might  be  the  character  of  the 
person  producing  that  book,  even  if  he 
had  been  a  perjurer  twenty  times  over, 
I  that  ought  not  to  prevent  the  House  firom 


1075  Personatwn  of  Bhctors^    {COMMONS}  S&uihmmpton. 


geitiog  at  evidence  of  this  kind  ;  because, 
notwithstanding  all  that  had  been  said  on 
the  other  side  npon  the  character  of  Wren, 
it  did  not  appear,  that  there  had  been  any 
denial,  that  there  was  the  signature  of  the 
retorning  officer  appended  to  a  particular 
item  of  bribery.  As  to  the  imputation  that 
had  been  thrown  out  by  the  hon.  Gentle<^ 
man  who  moved  the  issuing  of  the  writ,  he 
must  say,  that  a  more  unfounded  proposi- 
tion he  nad  never  heard.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  that  they  on  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side,  were  blinded  by  party  in  regard 
to  this  question.  Had  they  been  blinded 
by  party  in  the  case  of  Nottingham  ?  Had 
the  hon.  Gentleman  any  knowledge  of  the 
circumstances  that  attended  the  Notting- 
ham case — a  case  involving  a  town  of 
much  greater  size  and  importance  than 
Southampton?  [/<  cry  0/ «•  No."]  He 
did  not  know  who  the  hon.  Member  was 
who  cried  **  No,"  but  if  he  meant  that 
Nottingham  was  a  town  inferior  in  wealth 
and  population  to  Southampton,  he  very 
much  miscalculated  its  relative  import- 
ance. The  evidence  in  regard  to  the  Not- 
tingham case  was,  that  an  hon.  Member 
of  that  House  stated  in  his  place,  that  he 
was  prepared  to  make  out  a  case  of  cor- 
rupt compromise  as  regarded  Nottingham; 
upon  which,  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  at 
the  head  of  her  Majesty's  Government, 
afterwards  remarked,  that  the  assertion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  fbr  Bath, 
was  borne  out  by  the  fact,  that  Sir  G. 
Larpent  had  accepted  the  Chtltem  Hun- 
dreds. This  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
ground,  that  had  been  far  too  much  in- 
sisted on  as  a  reason  for  the  suspen- 
sk>n  of  the  writ)  for  if  Sir  G.  Lar- 
pent had  been  guilty  of  a  single  case 
of  bribery  by  means  of  his  agent,  that 
woold  have  been  reason  as  sufficient 
Ibr  a  compromise,  as  if  he  had  bribed 
4,000  electors  of  Nottingham.  Nor  was 
the  acceptance  of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds, 
or  the  compromise,  supposing  it  to  be 
proved,  to  be  taken  as  evidence  of  general 
corruption  of  a  nature  to  justify  the  sus- 
pension of  a  writ ;  it  was  worth  no  more 
than  as  an  evidence  of  a  single  act  of  bri- 
bery, which  single  act  of  bribery  wouM 
have  aflbrded  as  strong  a  reason  fbr  a 
compromise  as  a  multitude  of  cases  would 
have  done.  The  only  evidence  in  the  case 
of  Nottingham  was,  that  a  petition  had 
been  presented,  and  an  hon.  Member  of 
that  House  declared  his  belief  that  there 
iMd  beeo  a  eomproffltse.    In  iIm  South* 
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ampton  case,  on  the  other  hand,  evidence 
had  been  given  before  the  committee, 
proving  bribery  in  the  clearest  manner ; 
and  there  was,  fhrthermore,  a  witness 
offering  himself  for  examination,  stating, 
that  he  was  In  the  possession  of  evi- 
dence which  the  committee  had  them- 
selves declared  they  thought  they  couM 
elicit,  if  they  could  carry  their  exami- 
nation further.  AH  this  woold  be  pre- 
cluded if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  took  the 
course  proposed  bv  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  moved  the  issuing  of  the  writ, 
and  he  must  say,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, after  having  opposed  the  issuing  of 
the  Nottingham  writ,  where  there  might 
appear  to  be  some  reason  to  cast  suspicion 
upon  the  supporters  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, now,  In  the  fkce  of  tenfold  evidence 
compared  with  that  of  the  Nottingham 
case,  supported  the  motion  for  issuing  the 
Southampton  writ,  the  whole  country  would 
cry  out  that  all  the  feeling  of  aversion  ex- 
pressed on  the  other  aide  of  the  House  to- 
wards bribery  and  corruption,  was  a  mere 
pretence-^that  it  was  all  hypocrisy— and 
consequences  would  follow  that  were  be- 
yond all  description.  He  had  said  this 
upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would,  on  the  present  occasion, 
support  the  motion  for  the  issue  of  the 
writ — an  hypothesis  which  he  hoped,  and 
indeed  believed,  to  be  untrue  ;  b^ause  he 
couki  not  but  think  that  the  right  hon* 
Baronet,  in  spite  of  his  unfortunate  vote 
of  last  Thursday,  did  entertain  a  desire  to 
maintain  the  credit  of  that  House,  of  which 
he  was  so  distinguished  a  Member,  and  to 
preserve  the  morals  of  the  people  from 
that  great  taint  which  all  must  regard 
with  so  much  loathing,  but  which  recent 
events  seemed  to  show  had  acquired  ao 
wide  spread  and  universal  an  influence. 
He  trusts,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  which  this 
motion  afforded. 

Sir  R.  P^  was  sorry,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  argued  ou 
an  hypothetical  case.  When  be  came 
down  to  the  House,  he  had  determined 
what  course  he  should  pursue  with  regard 
to  this  question.  The  issuing  of  a  writ 
involved  judkial  considerations.  Upon 
such  considerations  he  had,  when  became 
down  to  the  House,  resolved  to  give  his 
vote,  and  he  still  adhered  to  the  same 
opinion.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  righl 
hon.  Gentleman  that  nothkig  but  the  oor- 
dM  co-operation  of  parties  oa  both  Mm 
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of  the  Houstt  could  ftfford  them  a  hope  of 
checking,  or  of  extinguishing  that  practice 
which  was  gradufiily  tainting  and  under- 
mining the  character  and  authority  of  that 
Houset  As  the  popular  branch  of  the 
constitution^  their  power  was  derived  from 
their  oonneotion  with  the  people,  and  the 
confidence  of  the  people  in  their  power, 
and  fitness  to  represent  them.  If  that 
confidence  were  snaken,  then,  of  course, 
the  influence  and  authority  of  ths^t  branch 
of  the  Legislature  must  be  weakened*  He 
entirely  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  only  in  the  oordial  co-opera- 
tion of  both  parties  did  there  lie  a  chance 
of  effectually  removing  the  evil  so  gene- 
rally complained  of.  He  would  himself 
be  prepared  zealously  to  co-operate  as  far 
aa  ne  could  in  the  accomplishment  of  such 
an  object  with  any  party  whatever,  how^ 
ever  opposed  he  might  be  to  them  in  poli- 
tical views ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  when 
he  had  to  deal  with  an  individual  question 
of  a  judicial  nature,  he  should  strictly  ap- 
ply judicial  principles  to  that  question. 
With  regard  to  the  case  of  Ipswich,  all 
he  could  say  was^  that  no  poliiical  feeling 
whatever  influenced  his  decision — that  he 
had  studiously  voted  with  regard  to  the 
Ipswich  case  upon  the  same  principles 
which  would  now  guide  him  c^s  regarded 
the  present  case,  and  without  attempting 
to  exercise  that  sort  of  influence  which  it 
was  needless  to  attempt  to  deny  was  ex- 
ercised over  a  party  when  the  question  was 
one  of  a  political  nature.  He  could  also 
state,  that  at  the  time  he  gave  his  vote  in 
the  Ipswich  case,  he  was  ignorant  of  the 
relative  strength  of  the  conflicting  political 
interests  in  the  borough.  On  the  cootrarjf, 
be  knew  that  parties  opposed  to  him  in 
opinion  had  been  returned  at  the  last 
eiectioni  so  that  the  presumpiiou,  if  any, 
rather  was,  thai  persons  of  similar  opinions 
would  be  returned  at  the  next.  He  there- 
fore had  eiven  his  vote  uninfluenced  by 
any  considerations  of  a  party  nature,  and 
if  he  had  to  give  it  again,  he  should  give 
it  ia  the  same  way.  As  the  rip[ht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  observed^  he  admitted  that 
it  was  a  case  of  great  doubt  and  much 
suspicion,  but  how  did  the  case  stand 
when  the  question  came  before  the  House? 
Three  weeks  had  passed  without  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  committee  having  given  an  in- 
timation of  his  intention  to  propose  a  fur- 
ther inquiry,  and  be  then  found  a  motion 
suddenly  brought  forward-^he  found  it 
proposed^  that  the  writ  should  be  sus- 


pended until  a  certain  bill  should  have 
received  the  sanction  of  that  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament ;  and,  thinking  as  he 
did,  that  the  evidence  with  regard  to  Ips* 
wich  showed  that  the  representation  of  that 
borough  was  in  a  most  unsatisfhctoiy  state, 
believing  that  there  was  strong  reason  to 
think,  that  if  Ipswich  did  not  reform  itself 
it  would  hereaner  run  the  risk  of  incurring 
very  severe  punishment,  yet  still,  aware  of 
the  very  great  importance  of  the  right  of 
constituencies  to  have  the  oew  writ  issued 
at  the  earliest  possible  period,  unless  any 
good  reason  was  shown  to  suspend  it,  he 
had,  uninfluenced,  as  he  had  said,  by 
party  considerations,  given  his  vote  for 
the  issuing  of  the  writ ;  and  with  regard  to 
Newcastle  or  any  other  case,  that  might 
be  brought  before  the  House,  he  should 
reserve  his  right  to  form  a  judgment  upon 
the  individual  ease,  and  upon  the  evidence 
adduced  in  connexion  with  it.  Two  cases 
might  apparently  approach  very  near  each 
other,  and  yet  opposite  decisions  might  be 
come  toUDon  them.  The  same  thing  must 
ocGor  in  all  judicial  cases.  Each  of  these 
cases  must  be  judged  upon  its  own  merits, 
and  the  course  which  he  meant  to  pursue 
was,  to  determine  in  each  case  on  those 
meritSi  whether  there  were  suflBcieat 
grounds  for  the  course  whioh  in  each  might 
be  recommended.  But  because  he  might 
take  a  difiereot  view  in  the  case  of  one 
borough  from  that  which  he  felt  bound  to 
adopt  with  reference  to  another,  he  pro- 
tested against  being,  Iherelbre,  considered 
not  fully  sensible  of  the  evils  of  bribery,  or 
not  desirous  of  interposing  to  check  it« 
He  now  came  to  the  Southampton  case, 
the  evidence  of  which  he  had  read  over  as 
attentively  as  he  could ;  and  if  he  were  to 
form  his  judgment  upon  the  report  of  the 
Southampton  oommittee,  observing,  that 
there  had  been  an  expenditure  much  too 
lavish  in  connexion  with  a  system  of  treat-i 
ing,  which  he  believed,  however,  was  not 
peculiar  to  Southampton^  he  should  b« 
disposed  to  say,  that  unless  they  laid  dowB 
some  rule  with  respect  to  treating,  they 
were  not  likely  to  meet  all  the  difBcultiee 
which  cases  of  the  kind  presented.  lii 
counties,  there  then  existed  a  praotioe  of 
treating,  which  did  not  partake  exactly  of 
the  character  of  bribery,  but  which«  in  ef- 
fect, was  almost  as  pernicious.  He  knew 
how  fortunes  were  injured  by  this  prac- 
tice. It  was  said,  that  the  IdL^i  allowed  it, 
and  that,  therefore,  it  was  no  oiSctice ;  but 
where  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  were 
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spent  in  treating,  although  the  fact  did 
not  partake  of  the  legal  definition,  or  even 
of  the  immoral  character  of  bribery,  it  was 
evident,  that  the  effect  was  most  perni- 
cious. [Mr.  ffConneU :  It  is  punishable 
by  law.]  Yes,  if  it  were  corrupt  treating. 
With  regard  to  Southampton,  he  must 
say,  that  upon  the  report  of  the  evidence, 
and  speaking  judicially,  he  did  think,  that 
it  was  not  so  strong  a  case  as  that  of  Ips- 
wich, because  in  the  Ipswich  case  it  was 
stated  distinctly,  that  there  had  been  ex- 
tensive bribery.  In  the  Southampton  case 
there  were  these  facts: — 300  voters  had  pe- 
titioned the  House  of  Commons  to  suspend 
the  writ ;  and  he  certainly  should  vote  for 
a  bill,  if  proposed,  which  should  enable 
the  House  of  Commons  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry upon  the  allegation  of  a  sufficient 
number  of  electors,  which  allegation  they 
should  undertake  to  substantiate,  that 
bribery  prevailed  in  the  borough,  but 
which  in  consequence  of  a  corrupt  com- 
promise, or  for  some  reason  or  other,  the 
committee  appointed  by  the  House  had 
not  the  power  of  investigating.  They  must 
have  some  inquiry  independent  of  the 
inquiry  of  the  committee  of  the  House. 
If  300  electors  came  forward  and  stated, 
that  bribery  prevailed  in  their  borough,  and 
called  in  consequence  for  the  suspension  of 
the  writ,  he  thought  it  highly  desirable  to 
provide  some  mode  of  inquiry  by  which 
that  allegation  could  be  substantiated  or 
refuted,  even  if  the  question  as  to  individual 
right  had  gone  off  before  the  election  com- 
mittee. Viewing  the  proceedings  before 
the  Southampton  committee,  and  the  ap- 
peals that  had  been  made  to  the  House, 
he  would  take  that  course  which  he  con- 
sidered the  justice  of  the  case  required. 
He  had  seen  a  person  at  the  Bar  who,  from 
his  conduct  at  the  Bar,  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  person  entitled  to  respect;  and 
although  he  might  be  totally  unable  to 
substantiate  the  allegations  of  the  petition, 
vet  in  the  face  of  the  House  of  Commons 
he  stated  facts  which  did  make  an  im- 
pression on  his  mind,  and  did  raise  in  it 
a  difficulty  about  issuing  the  writ  until 
they  had  done  something  with  respect  to 
those  allegations.  In  his  petition  he 
stated— 

^  That,  if  your  honourable  House  will  by 
indemnity  bill  protect  your  petitioner  from 
legal  consequences,  he  will  submit  himself  to 
the  pleasure  of  your  honourable  House,  and 
disclose  most  material  facts  within  his  know- 
ledge respecting  bribery  and  corruption  prac* 
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tised  for  a  series  of  elections  at  the  late  elec- 
tions for  Southampton,  and  especially  at  the 
said  last  election  in  question  ;  that  your  pe- 
titioner is  able  and  willing  (so  indemnified)  to 
inform  your  committee  of  the  names  of  resi- 
dent electors  in  Southampton,  partisans  and 
agents  of  the  late  sitting  Members,  who  or- 
ganized and  accomplished  an  extensive  system 
of  bribery  and  treating  at  the  last  election  for 
the  said  borough;  and  which  parties  snin- 
moned  to  the  bar  of  your  honourable  House, 
or  before  a  select  committee,  must  (when  in- 
demnified) disclose  full  particulars  of  such  ex- 
tensive corruption  of  the  constituency;  that 
your  petitioner  is  in  possession  of  a  certain 
memorandum-book,  not  produced  before  the 
select  committee^  which  contains  divers  en- 
tries of  sums  of  money  corruptly  given  as 
bribes  to  several  electors,  and  also  the  names 
of  several  bribers  who  were  electors ;  and  that 
the  said  book  contains  also  the  signature  of 
one  of  the  returning  officers  at  the  said  late 
election,  authorizing  the  bribing  of  a  particular 
elector,  and  who  was  bribed  accordingly;  that 
the  agents  and  partisans  of  the  late  sitting 
members  deputed  to  a  local  sub-committee  in 
Southampton^  the  money  arrangements  and 
organization  of  the  said  bribery,  and  that  your 
petitioner  can  inform  your  honourable  House 
of  the  names  and  of  many  of  the  acts  of  such 
bribeiy  managers.*' 

Forming  his  opinion  on  judicial  con- 
siderations, he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
fit  to  issue  the  writ  immediately,  or  until 
they  determined  what  course  they  should 
pursue.  He  voted  for  the  issuing  of  the 
writ  in  the  Ipswich  case,  and  might  there- 
fore be  charged  with  inconsistency  for  the 
course  he  was  taking  in  this,  but  there  was 
a  clear  distinction  between  the  two  cases 
and  he  conceived  he  would  not  be  acting 
either  a  judicial  or  a  worthy  part  were  he 
to  do  otherwise  than  he  had  determined. 
He  had  viewed  both  cases  judicially,  and, 
whether  right  or  wrong,  consistently  ornot 
he  had  come  to  different  conclusions  upon 
them.  It  would  be  most  satisfactory  to 
him,  if  the  House  would  for  the  present 
suspend  the  issuing  of  the  writ.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  appointment  merely  of  a 
select  committee,  without  the  necessary 
powers  to  obtain  evidence  would  lead  to 
no  satisfactory  result  If  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  should  bring  in  a  bill 
likely  to  meet  with  the  assent  of  the  House, 
he  thought  it  would  be  worth  consider- 
ation whether  cases  of  this  kind  might  not 
be  included  in  it.  At  all  evento  he  thought 
it  desirable  to  suspend  the  issuing  of  the 
writ  for  the  present,  until  the  noble  Lord 
stated  to  the  House  what  were  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  bill  he  meant  tOr 
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On  these  grounds  he  was  prepared  to  vote 
for  the  suspension  of  the  writ  for  a  certain 
period ;  but  he  confessed  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  the  House  should  have  time 
to  consider  what  upon  the  whole  was  the 
course  which  it  was  advisable  to  pursue. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  he  should  be 
glad  to  know,  if  the  House  agreed  to  the 
issuing  of  the  writ  without  inquiry,  what 
was  to  become  of  the  petition  of  John 
Wren  and  of  the  allegations  it  contained, 
and  in  particular  those  quoted  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  ?  It  was  clear  that  exten- 
sive bribery  prevailed  in  the  borough,  and 
equally  clear  that  the  fact  ought  to  be  in- 
quired into.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  exercised  a  sound  discretion 
in  not  agreeing  to  the  issuing  of  the  writ, 
and  also  his  attaching  some  importance  to 
the  petition  of  John  Wren,  whom  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  facetiously  described 
as  the  "veracious  John  Wren."  Now, 
that  petition  was  presented  by  him,  and 
he  must  say,  that  he  not  only  believed 
the  whole  of  the  allegations  it  contained; 
but  believed  also  that  the  petitioner  -bad 
it  in  his  power  to  prove  them.  He  must 
also  be  permitted  to  observe,  that  in  all  the 
annals  of  political  ingratitude  he  knew  none 
to  equal  the  ingratitude  of  (he  Conservative 
party  towards  their  old  Conservative  asso- 
ciate, John  Wren.  He  believed  that  Mr. 
Wren  had  been  for  a  considerable  length 
of  time  not  only  an  agent  for  the  Conserva- 
tive party  at  Southampton,  and  a  protec- 
tor of  voters  at  the  registration,  but  the 
associate  Qf  several  of  the  most  respectable 
individuals  in  the  borough,  and  also  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hampshire  himself.  He 
believed  that  this  John  Wren  had  been 
the  very  life  and  soul  of  the  Conservative 
conviviality  at  Southampton.  Whenever 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southampton  was  to 
grace  the  dinner  table  of  an  alderman  of 
the  borough  with  his  presence,  the  noti6- 
cation  which  John  Wren  received  of  it 
was,  "  Mr.  Fleming  is  coming ;  you.  Wren, 
must  come  too."  And  yet  this  individual 
was  now  told  that  he  was  unworthy  of 
credit.  What  was  the  reason  of  all  this 
vituperation  and  reproach  with  which  the 
Conservative  party  now  loaded  John 
Wren?  Clearly  and  solely  because  he 
would  not  agree  to  perjure  himself  before 
a  committee  of  the  House,  and  that  he 
was  able  to  prove.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hampshire  stated  that  Mr.  Abrahams,  the 
returning  officer,  denied  ever  having  signed 
a  memorandum  book,  as  alleged  in  the 


petition  of  John  Wren.  <'  Here,'*  said  the 
hon.  Member,  holding  up  a  small  book 
with  a  red  cover,  "  here  is  the  record  of 
your  crime,  and  here  is  his  signature 
authorising  the  payment  of  5V  Was 
not  that  a  fact  that  ought  to  be  in- 
quired into?  He  would  let  Mr.  Wren 
speak  for  himself  by  reading  a  letter  he 
had  that  day  received  from  him : — 

<<  London,  May  31,  1842. 
"  Sir, — ^I  beg  most  respectfully  to  return 
you  my  most  grateful  thanks  for  the  interest 
you  took  in  my  welfare  io  presenting  my  peti- 
tion to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  support- 
ing its  prayer ;  aud  I  beg  to  enclose  you  the 
memoraodum-book,  for  your  inspection,  used 
by  me  at  the  late  election,  contaming  the  sig« 
nature  of  Mr.  Abrahams,  one  of  the  returning 
officers  for  the  borough,  and  with  the  signa-> 
tures  of  others.  I  leave  it  in  your  hands,  to 
make  what  use  of  it  you  may  think  proper.  I 
cannot  refrain  from  making  a  few  remarks  re- 
lative to  the  opinion  formed  of  me  by  Mr. 
Fleming  and  other  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  is  an  opinion  formed  of  me 
only  within  a  very  short  period ;  for  no  longer 
ago  than  at  the  death  of  the  late  Earl  of  Elgin, 
and  when  one  of  the  representatives,  seats  for 
Southampton  became  vacant — I  mean  the  seat 
of  Lord  Bruce  in  the  House  of  Commons — a 
candidate  was  sought  for  to  fill  the  vacant 
seat.  Mr.  Mild  may  was  the  gentleman  fixed 
upon,  and  in  order  to  obtain  the  feelings  of 
the  Conservative  committee  of  Southampton, 
meetings  were  held  at  the  offices  of  Mr. 
Blanche rd,  solicitor,  in  the  borough,  to  which 
I  had  an  invitation  to  attend,  and  I  did  attend 
them.  I  beg  respectfully  to  state  that  I  was 
on  one  occasion  invited  to  attend  one  of  those 
meetings  by  Mr.  W.  J.  Lefevre,  one  of  the 
aldermen  for  the  borough,  and  on  another  oc- 
casion I  was  invited  to  attend  a  second  meet- 
ing for  the  same  purpose  by  Mr.  Stebbing,  the 
sheriff  of  the  borough,  and  at  one  of  those 
meetings  I  had  the  honour  of  meeting  Mr. 
Fleming.  It  was  at  the  meeting  when  it  was 
unanimously  agreed  to  support  Mr.  Mildmay. 
I  have  been  a  supporter  of  Mr.  Fleming  and 
his  hon.  Colleague,  Mr,  F.  C.  Compton,  long 
before  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  and  ever 
since,  and  neither  of  those  gentlemen  thought 
it  beneath  their  dignity  to  ask  me  for  my  vote 
— and  I  have  assisted  in  fighting  the  Conserva^ 
tive  cause  in  the  borough  for  years.  And  why 
am  I  to  be  persecuted  by  the  general  body  of 
the  Conservatives,  and  branded  as  I  was  by 
one  of  the  hon.  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons  as  a  vagabond?  Because  I  would  not 
perjure  myself  before  the  select  committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  House  of  Commons  to  try  the 
merits  of  the  late  election.  It  must  be  evi- 
dent, as  I  shall  be  able  to  prove,  that  I  was  a 
companion  of  the  parties  concerned,  and  in 
the  secrets  of  the  late  election ;  or  why  should 
a  party  come  to  me  and  say, '  he  was  directed 
to  offer  me  a  sum  of  mjani^^i^ 
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Mr.  Martyn's  Beat  Mcure?'  This  offer  was 
made  the  ArsI  time  the  chairman  of  the  select 
committee  cleared  the  room  to  decide  whether 
I  should  answer  the  questions  or  not,  I  again 
repeat  ny  thankfulness  to  you,  and  beg  to  re« 
main,  most  respectfully,  your  devoted  servant, 
"John  Wren." 
"To  T.  Duncombe,  Esq.,  M.P." 

Now,  that  was  the  bead  and  front  of 
John  Wren's  offence.  When  the  com- 
mittee-room wat  cleared  an  tndifidual 
came  and  offered  bttn  a  large  sum  of 
money,  saying,  "  I  know  you  are  a  good 
Conservative,  take  this  and  make  Martyn's 
seat  secure.  Here  was  a  cliarge  of  a  most 
serious  character ;  because  the  resolution 
agreed  to  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
declared  that  any  one  who  tampered  with 
a  witness,  or  endeavoured  to  deter  or 
hinder  any  person  from  appearing  to  give 
evidence  before  a  select  committee,  should 
be  deenoed  guilty  of  a  high  crime  and  mis* 
demeanour.  If  the  committee  suggested 
were  appointed,  this  was  a  point  which 
should  also  be  investigated.  He  conceived 
that  Mr.  Wren  stated  quite  enough  in  his 
petition  to  justify  the  House  in  suspend- 
ing the  writ  until  further  inquiry  took 
place,  and  he  conscientiously  believed,  if 
that  inquiry  were  instituted,  that  the  alle- 
gations contained  in  the  petition  would  be 
proved,  and  that  it  woald  plainly  apfiear 
that  not  only  at  the  last  election,  but  at 
the  last  four  or  five  elections,  and  for  a 
considerable  length  of  time,  a  systematic 
course  of  bribery  and  corruption  bad  pre* 
vailed  in  the  borough  of  Southampton.  In 
eondusioD,  he  had  only  to  recommend 
those  hott.  Gentlemen  who  lived  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Southampton,  and  those 
worthy  aldermen,  who  were  the  associates 
of  Mr.  Wren,  to  reflect  upon  this  before 
they  presented  petitions  libelling  the  cha- 
racter of  an  individual  who  was  quite  as 
respectable  as  most  of  the  Conservatives 
in  the  borough  of  Southamoton. 

Mr.  Hodaton  Hinde  said,  that  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  faon.  Baronet  he  re- 
gretted to  hear  one  of  so  different  a  cha- 
racter, and  so  tinged  with  party  feeling, 
as  that  just  delivered  by  the  lion.  Member 
for  Pinsbary.  If  be  had  rightly  collected 
the  sense  of  the  Honse,  he  believed  there 
were  few  Members  present  who,  if  the 
question  stood  upon  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  committee,  would  feel  called 
upon  to  vote  for  the  suspension  of  the 
writ.  He,  therefore,  wished  ta  allude  for 
ft  taeiQtftt  to  thai  evkkace*    The 
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randnm  book  with  the  entries  alluded  to 
in  the  petition  of  John  Wren  might  be 
genuine  or  fabricated ;  and  what  be  wished 
to  point  out  was,  that  if  genuine  the  wit- 
ness had  made  a  statement  on  oath  before 
the  committee  of  a  totally  different  cha- 
racter.   He  was  asked, 

"  Did  you  at  that  time  keep  a  list  of  voters 
whose  promises  you  had  secured  ? — No.  I  do 
not  think  I  kept  any  list  at  all ;  it  was  merely 
from  my  own  memory.  Did  you  keep  a  me- 
morandum?—I  might  have  done  so.  Did 
you  ?— I  believe  I  had  a  small  piece  of  paper 
in  my  waistcoat-ppcket.  Have  you  got  it?— 
No,  I  have  not.  Have  you  lost  it? — I  have 
not  seen  it  since  the  day  of  election.  Do  you 
know  where  it  is  ? — t  do  not." 

The  Honse  would  hero  observe  two 
statements,  both  of  which  coold  not  be 
correct;  and  he  therefore  hoped  they 
would  turn  their  attention  to  this  part  of 
the  evidence  before  the  question  came 
again  under  consideration. 

Mr.  fViliiams  Wynn  had  heaid  with 
great  satisfaction  the  recommendation  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  as  ft  entirely  agreed 
with  the  opinion  he  had  formed  upon 
reading  the  evidence  trhich  was  taken 
before  the  committee.  How  far  the 
eharacter  of  Mr.  Wren  was  affected  fronld 
remain  to  be  seen ;  but  it  was  perfectly 
possible  that  his  chsracter  might  be  soc- 
cessfttlly  attacked,  and  yet  that  the  do* 
cument  he  produced  was  subttaotiaK  He 
thought  also  that  it  was  htghlf  probable 
—a  circumstance  not  before  adverted  to— 
that  the  description  given  in  the  ^^ence 
of  the  state  of  Southampton  merfted  an 
inquiry  as  to  whether  similar  prtitliees 
might  not  have  been  resorted  to  bjr  the 
other  part^.  It  was  not  no#,  however\  his 
duty  to  discuss  what  would  be  the 
bable  result  of  the  inquiry,  how  far 
would  be  able  to  substantiate  the  alleg 
tions  he  had  made  in  his  petition,  but  lb 
felt  satisfied  that  an  opportunity  should  f 
given  of  following  the  investigation.  Hlj 
Woold  strongly  press  upon  the  moveri 
both  of  the  original  motion  and  of  thl 
amendment,  the  propriety  of  Withdrawing 
their  motions,  and  allowing  the  issue  oj 
the  writ  to  be  suspended  for  a  fortnightr 
at  the  end  of  which  period,  if  the  iaquirl 
had  not  terminated,  or  if  the  House 
not  satisfied  as  to  the  Steps  which  oug 
to  be  taken,  the  writ  might  be  agsjii  so 
pended.  This  was  the  course  taken  uii 
the  advice  of  the  then  Speaker,  in  the  < 
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and  he  could  not  but  think  that  the  pre- 
cedent set  on  that  occasion  might  not  be 
ineon?enien(Iy  followed  now.  Another 
motion  for  the  iuuing  of  a  writ— he  al- 
luded to  the  cate  of  Newcattle-under- 
Lyme— itood  upon  the  pap^r  of  the  House 
for  that  evening.  It  would,  be  thought, 
be  desirable  that  the  two  motions  should 
stand  over  together,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  StttflPordshire  that  his  motion  should 
stand  over  until  the  same  day. 

Sir  JR.  Peel  did  not  know  whether  he 
had  made  himself  clearly  understood  in 
the  refensnce  he  had  made  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Anglesea. 
He  had  not  wished  to  give  any  opinion 
against  such  a  course  being  taken.  He 
f(^t  that  it  might  be  advisable  hereafter  to 
resort  to  such  an  expedient  as  that  he 
suggested-^ indeed,  ibey  might  have  no 
other  course  open  to  them,  and  it  might  be 
necessary  to  take,  if  not  exactly  that 
course^  some  steps  of  the  sort*  But  at  the 
same  time  he  felt  it  would  be  as  well  that 
they  should  bear  what  was  the  measure 
intended  to  be  introduced  by  the  noble 
Lord|  and  that  they  should  have  an  oppor- 
tonity  of  seeing  whether  he  proposed  to 
•OBstitata  any  tribunal  by  whom  com- 
plainta  of  this  sort  might  be  heard.  As 
he  before  intimated,  he  would  not  pre- 
judge the  proposition^indeed,  hederired 
to  give  no  opinion  upon  it;  but  at  the 
tame  time  be  thought  it  convenient,  and 
he  could  wish  that  it  might  be  postponed. 
At  the  end  of  a  fortnight,  if  nothing  satis- 
€u:tory  occurred,  they  would  hate  the 
power  of  renewing  the  suspension,  or  it 
would  then  be  competent  to  bring  tlie 
ttolioa  again  before  the  House. 

Mr.  JV.  O,  Stanley  was  perfectW  pre- 
pared to  folbw  the  course  suggested.  He 
felt  well  assured  that  the  right  hon.  Ba* 
ronet  wouki  lend  every  facility  to  pass 
such  measures  aa  might  be  necessary  to 
check  the  system  now  too  extensively  in 
operaiioB. 

Mr.  Macknvmon  really  must  ask  what 
was  expected  from  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Anglesea?  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  motion  would  be  useless  at 
any  time,  and  that  even  if  they  got  their 
committeei  the  reanlt  of  its  investtgatkms 
would  onlv  be  to  show  that  a  little  more 
bribery  eatsted  in  Southampton  than  was 
previously  known  U>  thd  public.  He  thought 
Ckntlemen  opposite  might  do  something 
kentr  tbim  devote  thett  aUKties  to  caees 


of  this  sort.  It  would  be  much  more  useful 
to  the  community  if  they  would  lay  thefk' 
heads  together  and  assist  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  in  preparing  some 
general  measure  to  meet  such  cases.  With 
regard  to  the  facts  adduced  on  the  other 
aide  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  he  could 
not  but  refer  to  the  letter  from  Mr.  Wren, 
which  had  been  read  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury.  That  letter  certainly  showed 
that  Wren  hud  betrayed  the  secrets  of  his 
party,  and  he  for  one  could  entertain  no 
respect  for  an  individual  who  could  so  act. 
With  respect  to  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  was  desirous  of 
following  his  recommendation,  and  would, 
therefore,  with  the  permission  of  Che  House, 
withdraw  his  motion,  and  give  notice  of 
his  intention  to  renew  it  that  day  fortnight, 
Mr.  Redington  having  been  chairman 
of  the  Southampton  Election  Committee^ 
wished  to  remark  that  the  report  of  the 
committee  was  chiefly  drawn  up  with  a 
view  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  subject.  The  opinion  of  the  com* 
mittee  was,  that  the  laws  relating  to  treat- 
ing had  proved  inefiectual ;  that  treating 
taking  place  before  the  test  i3^  the  writ  was 
as  corrupt  a  proceeding  as  treattog  after 
the  writ  had  been  issued,  and  that  the  law 
should  be  altered  with  regard  to  that  par- 
ticular. He  concurred  with  the  right  non. 
Baronet  opposite  in  thinkrog  that  it  was 
not  on  light  grounds  that  they  ought  to 
suspend  a  writ.  Immediately  after  the 
close  of  the  Southampton  Election  Com* 
roittee's  proceedings  be  had  expressed  an 
opinion  that  the  evidence  taken  before 
them  was  not  sufficiently  concldftive  to 
make  out  a  case  for  the  suspension  of  the 
writ,  and  he  had  privately  given  exprea^ 
sion  to  the  same  opinion  when  the  matter 
came  on  last  Monday  evening.  But  the 
facts  asserted  could  not  be  passed  over 
without  notice.  The  present  was  a  stronger 
ease  even  than  that  ci  Nottingham,  for  It 
was  not  a  mere  case  of  bribery,  not  a  mere 
case  of  compromise  between  candidates, 
which  might  not  have  been  any  great 
ground  for  suspending  a  writ,  but  here 
they  absolutely  had  the  evidence  of  an 
individual  offered  to  them,  that  individual 
not  being  an  indifferent  party,  but  a  man 
who  was  prepared  to  detail  in  evidence,  V 
called  before  the  committee,  and  indem- 
nified, all  the  circumetancesof  the  bribery 
at  the  election.  For  theae  reasons  he  ahouM 
have  verted  for  the  sutpeneion  \t  tht  matter 
had  come  to  a  division.       .     ^  ^  ^  i  ^ 
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Mr.  Oodson  wished  particularly  to  call 
the  attentioD  of  the  House  to  some  por- 
tions of  the  evidence  of  this  man,  John 
Wren.    He  was  asked  (question  2,728)— 

*'  Will  you  swear  that  you  did  not  hand  in 
a  list  of  sums  that  you  wanted,  the  total 
amountof  which  was  90/.,  and  that  you  showed 
that  to  them  ?— I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did/* 

**  Will  you  swear  that  you  did  not? — I  will 
not  swear  that  I  did  not.'* 

*'  Have  you  any  douht  that  you  did,  upon 
your  oath? — I  must  decline  to  answer  that 
question.*' 

The  opinion  of  the  committee  was  then 
taken,  and  the  committee  decided  that  he 
'  should  answer ;  on  which  be  stated, — 

«  It  was  not  to  that  amount.'^  • 

Then  Mr.  Serjeant  Shea  went  on  with 
his  examination,  and  put  to  him, — 

"To  what  amount  was  it? — I  think  it  was 
between  50/.  and  60//' 

The  book  was  not  produced,  and  be 
contended,  either  that  Wren  must  have 
perjured  himself  before  the  committee,  or 
else  that  he  must  have  manufactured  the 
report  since. 

Mr.  O'CoftneU  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  had  done  him  the  honour  to 
show  him  the  book  he  had  in  his  posses* 
sion,  and  he  could  find  nothing  that  was 
contradictory  to  the  evidence  given  before 
the  committee. 

Amendment  and  original  motion  with- 
drawn. 

Public  Houses.]  House  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Public  Houses  Bill. 

On  the  6th  clause  which  prevents  the 
sale  of  beer,  spirits,  and  wine  on  board  of 
steam-boats,  between  twelve  o'clock  on 
the  Saturday  night,  and  one  o'clock  on 
Sunday  morning,  being  read. 

Captain  PecA^tfsaid,  he  had  strong  ob- 
jection to  this  clause.  It  first  related  to 
the  granting  of  licences;  but  what  had 
that  to  do  with  steam-boats  on  the  river  ? 
He  must  object  to  that  part  of  the  clause 
which  imposed  a  fine  of  5L  or  three 
month's  imprisonment,  on  the  steward  or 
stewardess  of  a  steam- vessel,  if  they  sold 
spirits  or  wine  on  the  Sunday  morning. 
Suppose  a  boat  arrived  early  in  the  morn- 
ing, or  was  about  to  sail  early  in  the 
morning  for  Calais,  Hamburg,  or  other 
foreign  ports,  in  which  boat  most  probably 
there  would  be  ladies  as  passengers,  per- 
haps some  of  them  sea-sick;  for  persons 
often  were  as  sick  on  the  commencement 
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of  a  short  voyage  as  at  the  end.  Were 
they  to  say— -was  the  House  of  Commons 
to  say,  that  in  such  cases  a  drop  of  brandy 
or  a  glass  of  grog  should  not  be  supplied 
without  the  party  supplying  it  rendering 
himself  liable  to  a  fine.  The  gallant 
Ofiicer  opposite  (Captain  Rous)  said,  that 
this  clause  only  extended  to  the  banks  of 
the  Thames.  Would  it  not  affect  steam- 
vessels  and  ships  laying  at  anchor  in  the 
middle  of  the  river,  or  those  about  to  start 
on  a  voyage,  and  who  probably  might  have 
some  one  on  board  unwell?  He  con- 
sidered this  clause  most  objectionable,  ob- 
noxious and  vexatious,  and  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  general  principle  of  the  bill. 
He  should  have  thought  the  gallant  Officer 
the  last  man  to  propose  dealing  with 
steam-boats  in  such  a  manner.  He  should 
oppose  the  clause.  He  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  the  bill.  Some  parts  of  the 
measure  he  had  no  objection  ta  He 
wished  to  aid  widows  in  easily  obtaining  a 
transfer  of  licences  held  by  their  deceased 
husbands;  but  he  must  contend  there  was 
no  occasion  to  interfere  with  steam-boats 
ships  about  to  sail.  With  respect  to  vessels 
lying  in  wharfs  the  case  might  perhaps  be 
somewhat  different,  and  he  trusted  the 
gallant  Officer  would  make  some  arrange- 
ment on  the  subject,  or  otherwise  he  must 
oppose  the  clause. 

Captain  Rous  said,  the  clause  could  not 
by  possibility  be  so  construed  as  to  effect 
steam-boat  passengers.  There  was  no 
such  intention.  The  fact  was  this ;  to  the 
disgrace  of  the  City  of  London  it  was  the 
custom  of  a  number  of  persons  to  go  on 
board  steam-vessels  and  ships,  smoke  their 
pipes,  and  drink  their  grog  at  a  time  when 
the  regular  licensed  public-houses  were 
closed.  Such  a  custom  was  a  scandal  to 
the  city,  and  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to. 
He  thought  it  was  not  right  that  the 
steward  of  a  vessel  should  have  this  pri- 
vilege, when  it  was  denied  to  Licensed 
Victuallers,  whose  expenses  were  much 
greater  in  every  respect  than  those  of  « 
steward  or  stewardess  of  steam-vessels. 
He  had  no  doubt  the  clause  would  be  be- 
neficial and  promote  morality.  It  was 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  Licensed 
Victuallers,  for  it  was  now  well  known 
that  wine  and  spirits  might  be  obtained 
on  board  vessels  lying  in  the  river,  during 
divine  service,  and  at  times  when  public 
bouses  were  obliged  to  be  closed. 

Captain  Pechell:  Parliament  had  le- 
gislated  on  thi.  "-b^^  J^^^f  p, 
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aod  he  believed  it  ivas  now  decided  as  to 
what  were  the  proper  hours  for  closing 
public-houses.  In  some  districts  (he  hours 
were  not  the  same  as  in  others.  At  all 
events  he  thought  the  clause  ought  to  be 
confined  to  vessels  lying  close  to  the  shore. 

Mr.  Hume  suggested  that  if  the  clause 
was  altered  so  as  to  exclude  vessels  lately 
arrived  or  about  to  start  on  iheir  voyage 
the  object  would  be  obtained. 

Mr.  fi.  Wood  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brighton  would  withdraw  his  objection 
altogether. 

Mr.  Wakley  thought  the  gallant  Cap- 
tain not  pressing  this  clause  had  reference 
to  a  serious  and  growing  evil.  Public- 
houses  were  now  closed  at  twelve  o'clock 
on  Saturday  nights,  and  not  opened  until 
one  o'clock  on  Sunday,  and  thousands,  tens 
of  thousands  of  families  now  got  a  comfort- 
able dinner  on  the  Sunday,  and  the  father 
was  at  home  sober.  Did  the  House  wish 
to  have  floating  public-houses  open  during 
divine  service  on  the  Sunday  ?  The  Li- 
censed Victuallers  said,  and  said  justly, 
that  if  such  a  system  was  allowed  to  con- 
tinue, it  would  be  unfair  to  them.  They 
were  not  allowed  to  sell,  but  parties  had 
only  to  go  on  board,  and  they  might  ob- 
tain what  they  wished  for  to  drink.  He 
trusted  the  clause  would  be  agreed  to  by 
the  House  without  alteration  or  modifica- 
tion in  any  shape.  He  was  convinced  it 
would  do  good.  With  respect  to  the  in- 
sertion of  the  words  proposed,  of  *'  vessels 
about  to  sail,"  that  would  be  useless  and 
inopeiative,  as  who  could  tell  for  a  few 
hours  when  a  ship  would  sail. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  again  put. 

Captain  Pechell  objected  to  the  clause 
altogether.  The  terms  **  Metropolitan 
District"  would  affect  steam-boats  from 
Falmouth  and  from  the  West  Indies;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  such  partial  legislation 
would  have  the  effect  of  materially  inter- 
fering with  the  steam  navigation  of  the 
country,  which  ought  to  receive  the 
the  greatest  encouragement.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  penalties  in- 
flicted on  licensed  victuallers  of  the  me. 
tropolitan  districts  were  payable  to  the 
Police  Receiver,  or  to  the  parish  in  which 
the  offence  was  committed.  [An  Hon. 
Member:  They  are  paid  to  the  police 
funds."]  He  was  not  before  aware  of  that, 
and  he  thought  it  exceedingly  objectionable 
to  place  funds  of  this  description  in  their 
bands. 

VOLLXIII.    {ffiS} 


Clause  with  amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  B.  Wood  proposed  a  clause  de- 
fining the  usual  hours  of  divine  service 
to  be  from  eleven  o'clock  in  the  fore- 
noon to  one  o'clock  in  the  afternoon, 
and  from  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon 
until  half  past  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon 
The  hon.  Member  said,  that  the  pre- 
sent system  was  one  of  the  most  anoma- 
lous that  could  possibly  be  conceived — 
public-houses  being  allowed  to  keep  open 
on  one  side  of  the  street,  as  was  the  case 
in  many  places  in  the  Borough,  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent  (South wark), 
whilst  on  the  other,  they  were  compelled 
to  keep  shut,  and  therefore  he  was  anxious 
for  the  sake  of  public  morals,  as  well  as 
of  every  other  consideration,  that  the  law 
as  regarded  divine  service  should  be  pro- 
perly defined. 

Clause  read  a  first  time. 

On  the  motion  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time, 

Captain  Rous  said,  he  entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  South  wark,  in 
the  clause  which  he  had  brought  up,  and 
he  had  himself  proposed  a  similar  clause 
in  the  original  bill.  He  had  given  way  on 
that  occasion  to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, rather  than  sacrifice  the  interests  of 
those  for  whom  he  was  interested.  With 
respect  to  opening  public-houses  during 
divine  service  in  fashionable  parts  of  the 
town,  divine  service  did  not  begin  until 
half-past  eleven,  and  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Oxford-street  not  until  half-past 
twelve  o'clock,  and  thus,  alternately 
houses  were  continually  open  and  shut. 
They  made  one  law  for  themselves,  and 
another  for  the  lower  orders.  The  rich 
had  their  club-houses  to  go  to,  whilst  the 
poor  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  go  into  a 
public-house ;  and  his  idea  was,  that  the 
best  way  to  act  was,  for  the  clergy  to  take 
as  much  care  as  they  could  of  their  reli- 
gious education,  for  the  improvement  of 
the  poorer  classes  would  much  more  de- 
pend on  that  than  on  any  legislative  re- 
strictions which  they  might  impose  with 
regard  to  public-houses.  There  were 
thousands  of  people  in  Westminster  who 
had  no  churches  whatever  to  go  to ;  and 
yet,  within  a  hundred  yards  of  where 
they  now  sat,  they  had  a  magnificent 
Abbey,  with  nine  churches,  which  only 
afforded  accommodation  to  about  200 
poor  persons ;  and  yet  this  establishment 
was  maintained  at^^p|j^^about  25,000/. 
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per  annum.  Now  it  was^  perbapf,  pre- 
sumptuous for  him  to  say  what  he  would 
do  if  he  were  connected  in  any  way  with 
the  management  of  the  Abbey  ;  but  if  he 
were,  he  would  endeavour  to  procure 
religious  instruction  for  twenty  or  thirty 
thousand  people,  and  instead  of  making 
these  restrictive  enactments  and  tying 
down  people  to  particular  hours,  be  would 
appeal  to  their  good  feelings  and  self- 
respect,  which  he  was  sure  would  have  a 
better  effect  than  by  the  adoption  of  any 
other  means ;  for  if  a  man  chose  to  make 
a  beast  of  himself,  no  act  of  Parliament 
could  prevent  him.  He  had,  therefore, 
great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  proposi- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Soulhwark. 

Mr,  Manners  Sutton  said,  if  the  case 
was  as  had  been  described  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark,  the  public  had  no 
cause  to  complain,  as  they  could  get 
accommodated  at  every  hour  of  the  after- 
noon by  merely  passing  over  the  way. 
The .  restriction  went  only  to  maintsfin 
decorum  during  divine  service  in  each 
particular  parish. 

Mr.  T,  Duncombe  was  quite  of  opinion 
that   his  hon.   and   gallant   Friend,    the 
Member  for  Westminster,  would  become 
a  most  popular  representative  of  that  city, 
if  all  his  political  views  on  other  subjects 
were  as  sound  as  those  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed with  regard  to  Church   reform. 
For  his  own  part,  he  never  heard  better 
opinions  in  his  life,  even  from  the  greatest 
Radical,  with   regard    to   tbe  enormous 
salaries  and  small  duties  of  tbe  dean  and 
chapter   of   Westminster    Abbey.      The 
question,  now,  however,  was  not  as  re- 
garded this  subject;   but  whether  they 
should  encroach  still  farther  on  the  rights 
of  that  important  class  of  her  Majesty's 
subjects,  the  licensed  victuallers.     With 
regard  to  shutting  up  from  Saturday  night 
until  one  o'clock  on   Sunday,   that  ap- 
peared to  have  been  done  by  a  sort  of 
consent,  and  he  thought  it  was  the  best 
sort  of  compromise  that  could  have  been 
entered  into ;  but  with  regard  to  the  pre* 
sent  proposition,  he  thought  it  would  be 
a  still  further  encroachment  on  the  rights 
of  the  licensed  victuallers,  and  the  wants 
of  those  who  frequented  their  houses.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  said,  that  he 
would  have  objected  to  it  if  it  had  been 
proposed  to  extend  it  to  Sheffield,  but  he 
considered,  that  that  was  unfair,  for  it  he 
objected  to  it  as  regarded  Sheffield,  why 
not  object  to  it  in  the  present  instance  ? 
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For  his  own  part  he  should  Oppose  it  in 
every  stage. 

Mr.  Hawe$  warned  the  bon.  and  gal* 
lant  Member  for  Westminster  agatnat 
persisting  in  the  present  clause,  for  ff 
he  did  it  might  endanger  tbe  bill  tii 
another  place.  Besides,  be  did  not  un- 
derstand how  it  was  reconcileable  with  th6 
General  Licensing  Act,  9th  of  Geo.  4th. 

Mr.  Hume  recommended  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Southwark,  to  whhdraw 
his  motion,  for  he  thought  the  bill  WM 
sufficiently  complex  without  it. 

Mr.  B.  Wood  sakl,  tbe  present  system 
was  as  full  of  complexity  as  could  well  be 
imagined.  If  tbe  committee  adopted  his 
clause  the  public-houses  throughout  the 
metropolis  would  be  shut  from  three  o'clock 
to  half-past  four  on  Sundays. 

Mr.  Darby  said,  the  hon«  Member  waa 
right  in  supposing  tbe  law  for  closing 
public-bouses  In  the  morning  of  Sunday 
was  clearly  defined,  but  in  the  afternoon 
it  varied  in  different  districts.  With  re« 
spect  to  the  observations  made  by  the 
gallant  Officer  on  Westminster  Abbey,  tt 
reform  had  already  taken  place,  by  which 
the  Church  duty  was  increased. 

Mr.  AgliofAy  thought  there  wa«  an  «!<> 
certainty  as  to  how  many  hourt  a  man 
had  to  keep  his  house  open  on  a  Sunday 
afternoon.  Whether  it  waa  right  to  keep 
keep  public-honses  shut  from  three  o'clock 
to  half-past  four  on  Sundays,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say,  but  his  optnion  was  that 
they  ought  to  be  closed  during  divine 
service. 

Mr.  Muntz  could  not  avoid  a  stronf 
impression  that  ibere  was  one  Iftw  for  the 
rich  and  another  for  tbe  poor.  He  never 
knew  that  truism  more  amply  exemplified. 
They  were  always  calhng  aloud  hi  that 
House,  Church  I  Church  !  Church !  He 
should  like  to  know  how  the  poor  man 
who  worked  fourteen  hours  a-dfay  during 
six  days,  were  to  rest  from  lafamir  and 
enjoy  themselves  on  fikinday,  if  they  were 
forced  to  go  to  church  ?  How  did  hon. 
Members  in  thai  House  enjoy  themselves  ? 
They  went  to  dubs  and  rode  out  in  car- 
riages, but  the  poor  working  men  had  no 
such  advantages.  The  knowledge  of  this 
made  them  feci  disgust  at  the  huntbag, 
when,  under  the  mask  of  morality,  without 
allowing  them  time  to  bolt  their  food, 
they  drove  them  to  church.  Waa  that 
treating  them  Irke  human  beings?  If  was 
not  the  way  to  acquire  the  good  opioioQ 
of  the  people. 
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Mr.  AglUmhy  admitted,  that  the  object 
of  legislation  ihoold  always  be  the  comfort 
and  nappiness  of  the  people ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly agreed  with  the  gailaot  Officer  who 
bad  said,  if  they  could  rely  solely  on  the 
good  sense  and  morals  of  the  people, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  restriction 
at  all. 

Mr.  JH.  Sutton  d^d  not  wish  for  a  general 
restriction  on  licensed  victuallers  on  Sun- 
day,  but  was  astonished  to  hear  the  repre- 
sentations made  on  this  subject  in  behalf 
of  licensed  victuallers. 

Mr.  fVakley  supported  the  amendment. 
The  proposed  regulation  of  keeping  public- 
houses  closed  from  three  o'clock  to  half- 
past  four  would  define  the  time  and  add 
to  the  conveniAice  of  the  publican. 

Mr,  Duncambe  said,  he  wished  to  set 
his  hon.  Colleague  right  with  respect  to 
the  wishes  of  the  licensed  victuallers.  The 
object  of  the  licensed  victuallers  was,  that 
their  houses  should  remain  open  after  one 
o'clock  on  the  Sunday ;  but  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  said,  that  if  the  bouses 
of  publicans  were  opened  from  one  o'clock, 
the  Government  would  oppose  the  clause. 
He  should  say,  in  considering  the  merits 
of  a  class  of  tradesmeui  the  licensed  vic- 
tuallers, they  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
controlling  power  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. *'  Let  the  pnblio-houses  re- 
main open  after  one  o'clock.  That  is  what 
I  waotf  and  I  do  not  mean  to  give  up  my 
opinion  for  any  Government.'^  If  hon. 
Membera  wished  to  consult  the  wishes  of 
licensed  victuallers,  they  ahould  leave  the 
bouses  open  after  one  o'clock.  The  li- 
censed victuallers  were  a  numerous  and 
respectable  body  of  tradesmen,  and  they 
would  not  suflfer  their  interests  to  be  frit* 
lered  away.  They  were  a  great  and  pow- 
erful  body,  and  they  would  not  allow  their 
rights  to  be  defeated. 

Mr.  C,  Bulkr  said,  this  was  not  a  case 
in  which  they  were  to  act  according  to  the 
wishes  of  licensed  victuallers.  The  ques- 
tion was*,  whether  they  could  make  the 
law  more  simple  and  specific  ?  It  ap- 
peared they  had  tiroes  for  opening  their 
houses  on  Sundays  of  a  vague  description. 
They  were  to  open  at  one  hour  in  one 
place,  and  at  another  in  other  districts. 

Mr.  Ferrand's  objection  to  the  other 
clause  was,  that  whilst  it  purported  to 
keep  the  working  classes  from  one  class  of 
houses  on  the  Sunday,  it  did  not  keep 
ibem  out  of  another  class.  If  these  public- 
houtttwerc  cloeed  against  them  on  the 


Sunday,  they  would  go  into  the  country 
to  what  was  termed  the  Whist-houses, 
and  indulge  in  excesses. 

Mr.  Alderman  Humphery  said,  when 
the  Beer  Bill  was  under  discussion  some 
time  ago,  it  was  contended,  that  public- 
houses  should  be  shut  up  from  twelve 
o'clock  on  Saturday  night  to  one  o'clock 
on  Sunday,  and  after  that  hour  they  were 
to  be  free.  He  could  not  understand  how 
they  wished  to  make  the  publicans  shut 
up  their  houses  in  the  middle  of  the  day. 
He  never  heard  in  the  City  of  any  infor- 
mation against  houses  kept  open  after  one 
o'clock.  Tlie  publicans  should  have  free* 
dom  to  keep  open  their  houses  after  one 
o'clock.  It  was  said,  they  might  not  be 
open  before  the  evening.  More  persons 
went  to  church  in  the  evening  than  in  the 
morning,  and  that  circumstance  prored 
the  inconsistency  of  (heir  legislation. 

The  committee  then  divided  on  the 
question,  that  the  clause  be  read  a  second 
time :— Ayes  23 ;  Noes  59 ;  Majority  36. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aliix,J.  P, 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Buller,  C. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
i)uDcombe,  hon.  O. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 


Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Philips,  M. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Kushbrooke,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
Wakley,  T. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,J.T. 

TELLERS. 

Wood,  B. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 


JasI  of  the  Noes. 


Bankes,  G. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Beresford,  Major 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Col?ile,  C.  R. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  I 
Evans.  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Goring,  C 
Graham,  rt.  hn 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hi rvey.  Lord  A«  n; 
2N8 


Sir  J. 


Hodgson,  R. 
Howard,  hon.  H. 
Hume,  J. 

Humphery,  Mr.  Aid. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
KnatchbuII,   rt.    hon. 

SirE. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maher,  V. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.W.C. 
Mitcaife,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
(VConnell,  M.  J. 
Pakington,  J.  $. 
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Somerset,  Lord  J. 
Stanton,  NV.  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wynn,rt.hn.C.W.W. 

TELLERS. 

Sutton,  hon.  I.  H.  T. 
Duncorabe,  T. 


Pechell,  Capt. 
Plumrid^e,  Capt. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pollington,  V^isct. 
Reade.  W.  M. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smythe,  hon.  G, 

Mr.  Pakingion  rose  to  move  the  adop* 
tion  of  the  amendmeDt  which  he  was 
desirous  of  adding  to  the  bill,  Damely,  to 
make  all  public-houses  throughout  the 
country,  remain  closed  from  twelve  o'clock 
on  Saturday  night  to  one  o'clock  on  Sun- 
day. The  hon.  Member  observed,  that 
he  was  in  no  way  opposed  to  the  licensed 
victuallers.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
would  be  the  last  to  deal  harshly  with 
that  body ;  but  morality  overruled  every- 
thing. He  wished  the  clause  he  had  to 
propose  might  be  the  law  of  the  land.  It 
had  been  introduced  in  a  private  bill  ap- 
plicable to  Liverpool.  In  the  bill  of 
which  he  was  speaking,  a  clause,  making 
the  regulation  he  proposed  was  agreed  to 
without  opposition.  He  thought  it  ought 
to  be  extended  over  the  country.  He  had 
received  many  representations  from  vari- 
ous parts  of  England  on  the  subject.  One 
stated,  that  it  would  prevent  men  in  the 
country  from  spending  the  wages  they 
ought  to  carry  home  to  their  families.  A 
letter  from  an  old  licensed  victualler  at 
Bath,  and  one  from  a  person  of  the  same 
trade  in  Plymouth,  begged  he  would  per* 
severe  in  his  endeavour  to  make  his  pro- 
posal the  law  of  the  land.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  the  follow- 
ing clause ; — 

''And  be  it  enacted,  that  any  licensed  vic- 
tualler or  other  person  who  shall  open  his 
house  for  the  sale  of  wine,  spirits,  beer,  or 
other  fermented  liquors,  or  shall  permit  the 
same  to  be  sold  therein  on  Sundays,  Christ- 
mas-day, or  Good  Friday,  before  the  hour  of 
one  in  the  afternoon,  shall  be  liable  to  a  pen- 
alty not  exceeding  five  pounds,  to  be  recovered 
within  three  calendar  months  after  the  com- 
mission of  sucl)  offence,  before  any  two  justices 
acting  in  petty  sessions  for  the  county,  city, 
or  jurisdiction,  within  which  such  offence  shall 
have  been  committed ;  any  portion  of  such 
penalty,  not  exceeding  one-half,  to  be  awarded, 
at  the  discretion  of  such  justices,  to  the  infor- 
mer, and  the  remainder  to  be  paid  to  the  trea- 
surer of  the  county,  city,  or  jurisdiction  within 
which  such  offence  shall  have  been  committed, 
to  be  by  him  applied  towards  defraying  the 
expenses  of  such  county,  city,  or  jurisdiction; 
and  if  such  penalty,  so  adjudged,  shall  not  be 
forthwith  paid,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  jus- 
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tices  to  commit  the  offender  to  any  gaol  or 
house  of  correction  within  their  jurisdiction, 
for  any  term  not  exceeding  one  calendar 
month,  such  imprisonment  to  cease  if  such 
penalty  shall  be  sooner  paid ;  provided  always 
that  nothing  herein  contained  shall  extend  to 
prevent  refreshment  to  travellers." 

Clause  read  a  first  time. 

On  the  motion  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  he  was  not  one 
of  those  who  were  disposed  to  loosen  the 
bonds  of  the  law  in  this  country  in  favour 
of  drunkenness.     He  would  not,  however, 
support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 
He  did  not  see  how  the  hon.  Member 
could  obtain  the  object  which  he  had  in 
view.     It  might  be  a  good  thing  to  pro* 
mote  sobriety  amongst  the  poor,  but  the 
object  might  be  attempted  by  means  the 
most  mischievous.     They  were  about  to 
create  a  great  number  of  crimes.     They 
were  about  to  extend  the  liability  to  the 
imputation  of  crime  for  three  calendar 
months,  and  to  admit  informations  as  to 
the  commission  of  that  crime  to  be  re- 
ceived  during  all  that  period.     He  per- 
ceived  that  an    hon.   Member    opposite 
intimated  his  dissent  as  to  the  fact  of  the 
creation  of  a  great  quantity  of  crime ;  but 
would  not  the  House,  if  it  assented  to  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member,  make  crimes 
by  law  ?    Making  things  crimes  by  law 
would  not,  however,  prevent  the  occur- 
rence of  those  crimes,  but  it  might  create 
much   evil.     When   it  was  proposed   to 
make  things  crimes  which  were  not  at 
present  crimes  by  law,  it  was  necessary  to 
prove  that  some  great  good  would  result 
from  such  legislation.    The  hon.  Member 
must  know  something  about  the  worship- 
ful justices  of  the  peace.     He  confessed, 
that  he  knew,  as  far  as  his  knowledge 
went,  no  class  of  men  more  unfit  to  ad- 
minister the  law  than   these  worshipful 
justices.    Hon.  Members  must  know  that 
the  law,  as  administered  before  these  men, 
was  nothing  more  than  a  matter  of  battle- 
dore and  shuttlecock.     Every  one  knew, 
that  there  was  nothing  like  certainty  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  before  the 
justices.     In  fact  they  did  not  pretend  to 
know  the  law.    Then  again,  there  would 
be  nothing  like  publicity  in  the  proceed- 
ings before  them,  as  related  to  the  present 
matter.     In   the   private   parlour  of    the 
magistrate  the  information  would  be  taken, 
and  those  informations  might  be  given  and 
decided  upon  three  months  after  the  time 
when  the  offence  might  be  all 
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taken  place.  Sappose  that,  at  a  period 
of  three  moDths  past,  a  licensed  victualler 
might  have  opened  his  door  to  give  a  cup 
of  coffee,  and  an  information  had  been 
laid  against  him,  the  licensed  victualler 
woold^  after  that  period  of  time,  be  called 
on  to  prove  that  he  had  merely  given 
coffee.  And  what  would  be  the  conse- 
quence if  he  was  unable  to  meet  the 
charge  after  that  period  ?  He  would  be 
con6ned  for  one  calendar  month  in  the 
county  gaol.  Such  was  the  clause  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member.  He  had  always 
been  taught  that  he  ought  to  bless  God 
because  he  lived  in  a  country  where  he 
could  not  forfeit  his  liberty  without  a  trial 
by  his  fellows.  Yet  this  extraordinary 
power  was  to  be  given  to  any  two  justices 
sitting  in  their  private  parlour.  He 
wished  the  House  and  the  hon.  Member 
to  recollect,  that  he  was  not  opposed  to 
the  object  which  he  sought  to  attain.  He 
believed  sobriety  was  a  good  thing,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  believed,  that  more 
evil  than  good  would  be  attained  by  the 
success  of  the  hon.  Member's  clause.  It 
might  be  well  to  introduce  a  stringent 
system  of  police  with  regard  to  the  large 
populations  of  London  and  Liverpool,  but 
he  objected  to  their  establishing  the 
stringency  of  their  police  regulations 
amongst  the  green  fields  of  the  country. 
He  believed,  that  if  they  left  the  prohibi- 
tion of  crime  more  dependent  on  public 
opinion — if  they  separated  it  less  from 
the  incarnation  of  man — they  would  have 
t  more  loyal  and  better  organised  popula- 
tion than  if  they  gave  to  every  pelting 
petty  officer  the  power  of  vexatious  inter- 
ference. 

Captain  Rous  would  also  oppose  the 
clause.  He  knew  that  sailors  frequently 
landed  on  Saturday  evenings.  When  the 
steamers  arrived  the  hotels  were  open  to 
the  cabin  passengers,  while  the  men,  who 
had  borne  all  the  severity  of  the  weather, 
would  be  prevented  by  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  from  regaling  themselves  in 
their  own  holes.  He  thought  there  was 
no  sense  or  justice  in  that.  It  was  known 
that  the  Liverpool  Watch  Committee  had 
applied  to  the  Secretary  of  State  to  know 
whether  the  regulations  which  were 
established  in  London  in  this  respect 
would  be  extended  to  Liverpool,  and  an 
answer  was  received  in  the  negative.  The 
late  Government  were  not  so  absurd  as  to 
adopt  such  a  course  as  was  now  proposed, 
and  he  hoped  the  present  Government 


would  avoid  it.  What  had  been  the  con- 
sequence of  their  legislation  in  London  ? 
It  was  notorious,  that  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Drury-lane  there  were  houses 
where,  after  twelve  o'clock  on  a  Saturday 
night,  not  only  drunkenness  but  vice  of 
other  kinds  was  encouraged — where  there 
was,  in  fact,  a  perfect  saturnalia.  If  men 
were  disposed  to  be  drunk  and  vicious 
they  would  be  so,  notwithstanding  all 
their  legislation.  By  the  bill  which  ap- 
plied to  the  metropolis  on  this  subject, 
they  had  devolved  the  duty  of  complaint 
against  licensed  victuallers  on  the  police ; 
but  the  proposed  clause  would  establish  a 
set  of  informers  through  the  country.  He 
should  oppose  the  clause. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  thought,  that  it 
would  be  unfair  to  the  working  classes  to 
close  the  public-houses  until  one  o'clock 
on  the  Sunday  morning. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  said,  that  an  hon. 
and  gallant  officer  had  opposed  the  clause 
because  sailors  arriving  in  port  would  by 
it  be  prevented  from  obtaining  admittance 
to  public-houses.  That  hon.  Member 
should  recollect^  that  at  present  there  were 
two  principal  ports  to  which  the  regula- 
tion of  closing  public-houses  until  one 
o'clock  on  Sundays,  already  applied— he 
meant  the  ports  of  Liverpool  and  London* 
It  was  not  considered  so  great  a  grievance 
that  it  should  apply  to  those  ports.  He 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  vituperate  the  county 
magistracy.  That  hon.  Member,  when 
appointing  a  committee  to  investigate  the 
subject  of  bribery  at  certain  elections,  had 
nominated  country  gentlemen,  of  which 
class  the  magistracy  was  principally  com- 
posed. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  said,  that  those  magistrates  would 
decide  in  their  parlours.  That  was  not 
the  case.  The  magistrates  would  decide 
in  petty  session,  but  not  in  their  parlours. 
His  hon.  Friend  only  endeavoured  to 
apply  to  the  country  districts  of  England 
a  principle  which  was  found  to  work  well 
in  the  metropolitan  districts.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  ought,  if  he 
were  consistent,  to  move  for  a  repeal  of 
the  law  which  applied,  on  this  subject,  to 
London  and  Liverpool.  He  would  sup- 
port the  clause. 

Mr.  Roebuck  did  not  wish  to  vituperate 

any  class  of  men,  and  had  not  vituperated 

the  country  magistrates.     He  had   only 

said,  that  they  were  not  learned  in  the 

Jaw.    He  did  not  think  also  that  it  fol- 
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lowed,  because  he  was  obliged  to  ask  cer- 
taio  hon.  Members  of  that  House  to  in- 
vestigate,  as  a  committee,  certain  matters 
of  fact,  the  magistrates  of  the  country 
should,  therefore  be  qualified  to  decide  on 
questions  pf  law.  However  high  an  opin* 
ion  might  be  entertained  of  the  judgment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department,  it  did  not 
follow  that  he  would  make  an  excellent 
Lord  Chancellor. 

Sir  James  Graham  believed,  that  the 
magistrates  of  the  country  discharged  a 
most  important  duty  with  the  utmost 
fidelity*  He  was  not  about  to  discuss  the 
question  of  the  composition  of  the  com- 
mittee which  the  hon.  Member  had  ob- 
tained. With  respect  to  the  question 
before  the  House  he  had  voted  on  the  last 
occasion  against  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark.  He  had  a  strong 
desire  to  leave  the  law  for  the  present 
undisturbed.  He  thought,  that  in  the 
metropolitan  districts  the  law  had  worked 
well.  He  did  not,  however,  feel  disposed 
to  extend  its  provisions  to  the  rural  dis- 
tricts. He  believed  his  hon.  Friend  was 
wrong  in  stating,  that  the  metropolitan 
regulations  respecting  public-houses  ex- 
tended also  to  Liverpool.  There  was  a 
clause  in  a  bill  before  the  House  to  that 
effect;  but  it  had  not  yet  become  the 
law.  He  thought,  that  three  months  was 
too  long  a  period  during  which  to  leave 
the  licensed  victualler  liable  to  the  prose- 
cution, and  he  was  also  convinced  that  the 
penalty  provided  by  the  proposed  clause 
was  too  heavy  a  penalty  for  the  ofience.  He 
objected  not  only  to  the  machinery  of  the 
clause,  but  also  to  the  extension  of  the 
principle  embodied  in  it  to  the  rural  dis- 
tricts. It  was  said,  that  the  working  classes 
would  be  prevented  by  this  clause  from 
resorting  to  the  public-house  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  tea  or  coffee,  as  was  the 
habit  in  the  country.  For  his  part,  he 
saw  no  objection  to  their  regaling  them- 
selves  with  bread  and  cheese  and  a  glass 
of  ale.  He  understood  that  it  was  gene- 
rally the  habit  of  the  working  classes  to 
breakfast,  in  the  country,  in  the  public- 
houses.  He  knew  of  no  objection,  in  like 
manner,  to  their  having  the  innocent  gra- 
tification of  reading  the  newspaper  in  those 
houses.  He  was  sorry  to  oppose  the  clause 
of  the  hon.  Member,  but  he  could  con- 
sistently pursue  no  other  course. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  that  in  their  present 
legislation  they  were  dealing  with  a  most 


respectable  body  of  men.  Those  men  were 
already  under  a  peculiar  restriction,  that 
the  magistrates  at  the  end  of  the  year 
might  refuse  their  licences  if  they  mis- 
conducted themselves.  He  would  ask, 
why  should  the  House  conBne  the  pro- 
hibition to  have  their  houses  open  to  one 
o'clock  on  the  Sunday,  and  not  extend  ic 
to  the  whole  day  }  He  thought  the  pre- 
sent proposition  was  a  riduculous  one. 
He  thought  that  the  licensed  victualler 
might  well  be  left  to  the  opinion  of  bis 
neighbours,  who,  if  his  house  was  not  pro- 
perly regulated,  might  call  on  the  magis- 
trates to  refuse  bis  license. 

Mr.  Muntz  said,  that  the  country,  he 
was  sure,  would  be  grateful  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dorchester  for  the  liberal 
sentiments  he  had  expressed.  It  was  not 
alone  the  agricultural  population  which 
were  interested  in  the  present  question, 
but  he  knew  that  it  was  the  habit  of  the 
manufacturing  population  to  walk  out  in 
the  country  on  a  Sunday  morning,  when, 
no  doubt,  it  would  be  a  gratification  to 
them  to  have  an  opportunity  of  taking  a 
glass  of  ale.  He  thought  the  House 
would  take  materially  from  their  comforts 
if  it  acceded  to  the  present  motion ;  whilst 
it  would  not,  at  the  same  time,  improve 
their  religion.  It  would  also  unnecessarily 
throw  a  great  slur  on  a  respectable  body 
of  men. 

Mr.  r.  Buncombe  said,  that  the  same 
arguments  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Dorchester  had  used  had  been  used  in 
that  House  with  regard  to  the  Metropoli- 
tan Police  Bill  with,  he  regretted  to  say, 
less  effect  than  was  likely  to  attend  them 
on  the  present  occasion.  Admitting  for  « 
moment  that  the  clause  were  to  become 
the  law  of  the  land,  he  wished  to  remind 
the  House  that  a  different  class  of  persons 
were  to  administer  it  in  the  country  from 
those  who  administer  it  in  London.  In 
London  the  law  was  administered  by  the 
stipendiary  magistrate,  who  knew  the  law; 
and  he  fully  agreed  with  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
respecting  the  ignorance  of  the  law  of  the 
country  magistracy.  In  the  country  tha 
law  would  be  administered  by  gentlemen 
having  local  interests  and  prejudices.  He, 
for  his  part,  wished  that  there  were  only 
stipendiary  magistrates  throughout  the 
country.  He  believed  that  on  this  subject 
there  was  one  law  for  the  rich  and  another 
for  the  poor.  He  protested  against  the 
law  on  this  subject,  as  it  related  to  the 
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metropolitan  districts.  He  did  not  think 
that  it  worthed  well.  They  only  drove  the 
workings  men  from  the  public-houses  to 
worse  places*  What  did  the  working;  men 
do  at  present?  Knowing  that  the  public 
hoases  would  be  closed  until  one  o'clock 
on  the  Sunday,  they  brought  home  a  slock 
of  gin,  which  they  consumed  either  in 
parties  in  their  own  houses,  or  in  worse 
places.  If  the  licensed  victualler  were 
ill*behaved,  his  license  might  be  refused. 
He  now  asked  the  country  gentlemen  how 
they  liked  the  application  of  this  principle 
to  the  rural  districts  ?  He  would  not  re- 
turn evil  for  evil,  and  would,  therefore, 
oppose  the  clause. 

Mr.  Ferrund  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Droitwich  forgot  that  in  the  rural 
districts  the  church  was  generally  in  the 
centre  of  the  parish,  and  those  who  at- 
tended the  church  generally  had  a  con* 
aiderable  distance  to  walk  in  the  morning, 
and  required  their  breakfast^  or  some  slight 
refreshment,  in  the  public-house,  before 
the  time  for  divine  worship  arrived.  He 
would  vote  against  the  clause. 

Mr.  Parker  said,  that  he  had  been  en- 
trusted with  a  petition  against  the  proposed 
clause,  and  he  should  oppose  it. 

Viscount  Sandon  at  first  had  been  dis- 
posed to  listen  favourably  to  the  proposi- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich, 
but  the  statements  he  had  since  heard  on 
the  subject  induced  him  to  change  his 
opinion.  There  was  one  suggestion  which 
bad  been  thrown  out,  and  which  he 
thought  it  might  be  well  to  adopt;  he 
leferred  to  the  suggestion  that  public* 
houses  in  the  country  ought  to  shut  at  ten 
instead  of  as  at  present  at  eleven,  as  that 
woald  give  an  hour  longer  to  prepare  for 
church. 

Mr.  Pakingt&n  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Fiosbory  on  the  opportunity  which  his 
asotion  had  afforded  them  of  heaping  their 
aboae  on  the  county  magistrates.  The 
boo.  Member  fbr  Bath  seemed  to  be  very 
much  disappointed  that  justice  cooki  be 
•dmiuiftered  by  gentlemen  who  were  not 
lawyers.  With  regard  to  the  machinery 
oC  the  measure,  he  was  willing  to  make 
several  modifications  m  if.  The  liability 
to  inprisooment  for  a  month  was,  perhaps, 
too  severe  a  penalty.  With  regard  to  the 
fiflo  of  5/.,  the  House  ought  to  recollect 
that  that  was  the  liighest  amount  allowed, 
while  it  was  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
justices  to  make  it  as  much  lower  aa  they 


might  think  fit.  He  was  also  willing  that 
instead  of  the  fine  being  forthwith  paid,  it 
should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  jus- 
tices to  fix  the  time  for  its  payment.  But 
while  he  was  ready  to  admit  that  the 
machinery  of  the  measure  would  admit  of 
modification,  he  [had  heard  nothing  that 
evening  that  would  induce  him  to  with- 
draw his  motion. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  no  modification 
which  the  committee  could  make  would 
render  it  possible  to  carry  out  the 
hon.  Member's  views.  He  thought  the 
best  way  would  be  to  withdraw  his 
motion,  and  re-introduce  his  clause  in  an 
amended  form  on  the  bringing  tip  of  the 
report.  The  hon.  Gentlemen's  clause 
made  no  provision  for  an  appeal  against 
the  decision  of  the  justices  at  quarter 
sessions.  He  and  the  hon.  Member  must 
see  that  there  must  be  some  court  of 
appeal.  He  was  favourable  to  the  prin« 
ciple  of  the  clause,  though  opposed  to  the 
clause  itself;  and,  therefore,  it  was  that 
he  was  anxious  to  see  the  clause  with- 
drawn, and  re-introduced  in  an  amended 
form. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time  :-- 
Ayes  7;  Noes  1 10 '.—Majority  103. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Doncombe,  Hon.  O. 
M'Geachy,F.A« 
Pechell.  Capt. 
Piuroptre,J.P. 


Reade,  W.  M. 
Round y  C.  G. 

TELLERS. 

Pakington,  J.  S- , 
loglis,  SirR.H. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Acton,  Col. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
•Allix,  J.  P. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Bankes,  G. 
BaonermaDj  A# 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B, 
Beresford,  Major 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Bowring,  Df. 
Brottierton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Buller,  C. 
BuIIer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Busfeild.  W. 
Carew,  non.  R.  S. 
Chafteiis,  hon.  F. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 


Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Dancombe,  T.  S. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Escott,  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fielden,  J. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Gill,T. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hastie,  A 


DigitizeHawes. 


;B.3gle 


1103 


Public  Houses. 


{COMMONS}  PtibUc  Houses. 


1104 


Henley,  J.  W, 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  hon.  H. 
Hume,  J. 

Humphery,  Mr.  Aid. 
Hussey,  T. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W. 

Knatchbull^rt.hD.Sir£. 
Layardy  Capt. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Lockhart,W. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Maher,  V. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
JVlasterman,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,!.  A. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Murray,  A. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  moved  a  clause 
to  the  effect,  that,  that  all  public-houses 
within  the  metropolitan  district  should  be 
kept  open  on  Sunday,  Good-Friday,  and 
Christmas-day,  during  divine  service,  after 
one  o'clock  in  tjic  afternoon. 

On  the  question,  that  the  clause  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Sir  James  Graham  thought,  that  the 
existing  law  regulating  the  opening  and 
shutting  up  of  public* houses  on  Sundays, 
ought  not  to  be  disturbed  for  some  time. 
It  was  quite  clear,  that  the  act  now  in 
operation  intended  that  public-houses 
should  be  closed  on  Sunday  afternoons 
during  the  hours  of  divine  service,  as  well 
as  in  the  mornings. 

Mr.  Httme  had  hoped  from  the  liberal 
sentiments  he  had  that  evening  heard  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Graham) 
that  he  would  not  have  opposed  this 
clause.  The  restriction  would  produce  no 
good.  The  rule  observed  was  different  in 
the  city  and  other  parts  of  the  metropolis. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  objected  to  the  clause 
shutting  up  public-houses  in  the  after- 
noons of  Sundays  when  it  was  originally 
proposed ;  and  it  was  only  agreed  to  be- 
cause the  late  Government  wished  that  it 


Newry,  Visct. 
Northland,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
O' Conor,  Don 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Parker,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
PoUington,  Visct. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scholefield,J. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Thornely,  T. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tttfnell,  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Westenra,  hon.  J. 
Wood,  B. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wynn,rt.hn.C.W.W, 

TELLERS. 

Roebuck,  J,  A. 
Sutton,  hon.  J.  H.  M. 


should  be  so.  The  object  of  the  claase 
by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Alderman  Hum- 
phery) was  to  destroy  the  anomaly  which 
at  present  existed ;  for,  in  two  parishes, 
the  parishes  of  Chelsea  and  Kensington, 
public-houses  were  shut  and  opened  at 
different  hours,  divine  service  being  at 
different  periods  of  the  afternoon.  In  the 
one  parish  the  houses  shut  at  three  o'clock, 
while  houses  across  the  road,  in  the  other 
parish,  did  not  shut  till  four  o'clock.  All 
that  was  asked  by  the  clause  before  the 
House  was,  that  there  should  be  an  equa- 
lity on  this  point.  If  the  question  was  one 
of  morality,  why  were  not  all  the  public- 
houses  closed  on  Sundays  ?  If  not  ■  ques- 
tion of  morality,  why  (were  they  not  all 
open  on  that  day  ? 

Mr,  Stuart  Wortley  said,  that  no  reason 
had  been  advanced  why  the  clause  should 
be  adopted.  His  acquaintance  with  li- 
censed victuallers  in  the  provinces  led  him 
to  believe  that  they  were  quite  satisfied 
with  the  law  as  it  now  stands. 

Captain  Rous  most  particularly  wished 
that  the  licensed  victuallers  of  the  metro- 
polis should  have  the  liberty  of  keeping 
their  houses  open  the  whole  of  Sunday 
after  one  o'clock.  In  point  of  morality, 
the  shutting-up  of  public-houses  on  Sun- 
days was  the  grossest  humbug.  He  did 
not  understand  the  course  which  was  pur- 
sued on  this  subject.  They  (the  friends  of 
the  licensed  victuallers)  had  all  the  argu- 
ment on  their  side.  The  licensed  vic- 
tuallers ought  to  be  allowed  to  open  their 
houses  at  one  o'clock,  and  then  shut  them 
when  they  pleased.  If  you  treat  men  like 
men  they  will  behave  themselves  like  men. 
If  you  treat  men  like  children,|you  either 
drive  them  stark  staring  mad,  or  make 
them  become  like  children. 

Mr.  Alderman  Humphrey  said,  there 
was  a  great  inconsistency  in  the  law  as  it 
now  stood ;  for  in  some  parts  of  London 
you  had  only  to  cross  the  road  to  get  one 
public-house  open  if  you  found  another 
closed.  You  cannot  make  men  go  to 
church  by  act  of  Parliament.  If  you  wish 
to  make  people  moral  and  religious,  you 
must  first  become  moral  and  religious 
yourselves.  Steam-boats  sold  spirits  at 
all  hours  on  Sunday;  it  was  therefore 
strange  that  Government  should  uphold 
the  law  as  it  present  stood. 

The  committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  27  ; 
Noes  69 :— Majority  42. 

List  of  the  Ay'ea,^  t 
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Bowring^  Dr. 
firowne^boD.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Fielden,  J. 
Gill,T. 
HiU,  Lord  M. 
Hume,  J. 
James,  W. 
Layard,  Capt. 
Martin,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
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Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Conor,  Don 
Pecbell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Tufnell,  H. 

TELLERSt 

Humphery,  Mr.  Aid. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 


List  of  tlie  Noes. 


Adand,  SirT.  D. 
Acton,  Col. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C* 
Busfield,  W. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Clayton,  R.R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
Escott,  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  sir  J. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hult,  W. 


Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jerroyn,  Earl 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Lockbart,  W. 
M*Geachy,F.A. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marsbam,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Masterman,J. 
Miles,  W. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Morris,  D. 
Murray,  A. 
NevUle,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Parker,  J. 
Plumptre,  J.P  . 
Pollington,  Visct. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Smythe,  hon,  G. 
Stuart,  H. 

Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wynne,rt.hn.C.W.W. 

TELLEBS. 

Sutton,  hon.  M. 
Wortley,  hon.  S.  J. 


The  Houie  resumed, 
received. 


Report   to  be 


Sudbury  Disfranchisement.]  Mr 
Redington  mofed  the  second  reading  of 
the  Sudbary  Disfranchisement  Bill. 

Mr.  Bagge  opposed  the  motion,  con- 
tending that  the  proof  of  bribery  against 
some  of  the  electors  was  no  ground  for 
the  disfranchisement  of  all. 


the  cases  of  Carrickfergus  and  Stafford, 
they  would  see  that  it  was  necessary,  be- 
fore the  second  reading  of  a  bill  of  this 
nature,  to  serve  a  copy  of  the  bill  on  the 
returning  officer. 

Mr.  Redington  said,  if  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  second  reading,  he  would  not 
ask  them  to  come  to  any  decision  until 
the  returning  officer  had  been  served  with 
a  copy  of  the  bill. 

Colonel  Rushbrooke  said,  that  he  had 
this  day  presented  a  petition  from  certain 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Sudbury,  who  stated 
that  they  felt  it  extremely  hard  that  they 
should  be  treated  in  the  manner  proposed, 
while  other  boroughs  were  equally  guilty. 

Mr.  Blackstone  thought  that  Govern- 
ment ought  to  state  their  opinion  on  a 
question  of  such  importance.  East  Ret- 
ford, Shoreham,  and  other  places  had 
been  rectified  by  adding  to  the  borough 
certain  agricultural  parishes.  Why  should 
not  the  same  course  be  adopted  in  the 
present  case  ?  He  begged  to  move  that 
the  debate  be  adjourned  to  this  day. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  that  in  his  opi- 
nion they  would  never  get  quit  of  bribery 
so  long  as  they  hunted  down  boroughs 
and  not  individuals.  He  begged  the 
House  to  consider  well  the  consequences 
before  they  proceeded  to  disfranchise  even 
so  small  a  borough  as  Sudbury,  because 
it  was  setting  a  precedent  which  might  be 
extended  to  boroughs  with  a  much  larger 
population. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  oppose  the  motion  made.  He 
merely  wished  to  state,  that  during  the 
past  week  he  had  presented  a  petition 
signed  by  120  electors  of  Sudbury — by  a 
magistrate  and  three  dissenting  ministers. 
The  petitioners  stated  that  they  highly  ap- 
proved of  the  resolution  to  which  the 
committee  had  come,  in  reporting  that 
gross  bribery  had  been  practised  at  the 
last  election,  and  they  also  stated  that 
bribery  had  existed  for  many  previous 
years.  He  felt  quite  certain  that  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  could  confirm  that  state- 
ment. The  petitioners  suggested  that  if 
the  limits  of  the  present  constituency  were 
greatly  extended,  and  if  the  votes  were 
taken  by  ballot,  that  this  would  be  a  suf^ 
ficient  protection  against  intimidation  and 
bribery.  He  had  thought  it  right  to  re* 
mind  the  House  of  this  petition,  and  he 
had  only  farther  to  state  that  he  cordially 


Sir  George  Clerk  said,  if  they  looked   concurred  in  the  motion  for  the  adtourn- 
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Motion  withdrawn.  Second  reading  of 
the  bill  postponed. 

Bridfort  Election.^  The  Order  of 
the  Day  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  reference  of  the  case  of  Bridport  to 
the  select  committee  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  certain  corrupt  compromises  have 
been  entered  into,  and  gross  bribery  has 
taken  place  in  the  towns  of  Harwich,  Not- 
tingham^  Lewes,  Penryn,  and  Falmouth, 
and  Reading  having^  been  read, 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  he  should  not  pro- 
pose at  that  late  hour  of  the  night  to  go 
on  with  the  motion  he  had  made  on  last 
Saturday,  morning,  if  he  were  now  to  deal 
with  the  motion  as  he  had  originally  pro- 
posed it,  but  it  appeared  to  him,  that  he 
nad  now  to  do  with  an  altered  proposition, 
because  the  House  the  other  night  bad 
decided  the  main  principle,  and  left  for 
to-night  nothing  but  comparatively  small 
matters  of  detail.  He  had  acceded  at 
once  to  the  proposal  to  postpone  the  fur- 
ther  cqnsideration  of  the  subject,  in  order 
to  give  time  for  deliberation  as  to  the 
mode,  merely  in  which  the  inquiry  might 
best  be  carried  into  effect,  and  he  should 
not  trespass  on  the  House  at  present,  by 
going  into  any  statements  in  reference  to 
those  explanations  which  he  had  been  re< 
quested  to  make  in  contradiction  to  the 
charges  which  had  been  brought  forward 
against  Mr.  Warburton.  He  would  merely 
state  the  position  in  which  he  conceived 
the  question  now  stood.  The  House,  by 
a  large  majority,  had  passed  this  resolu- 
tion, 

'*That  an  inquiiy  be  made  into  certain  cor- 
nipt  compromises  alleged  to  have  been  entered 
into  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  investigation 
into  gross  bribery  which  had  been  alleged  to 
have  been  practised  at  the  election  for  the 
borough  of  Bridport  in  June  last,  and  also 
whether  such  bribery  has  taken  place  in  the 
aforesaid  town;" 

The  House  having  thus  determined  that 
inquiry  should  take  place,  he  presumed 
that  they  would  not  stultify  themselves  by 
their  vote  on  the  present  occasion,  and, 
therefore,  he  should  proceed  without  any 
apprehension  of  the  result  to-night.  He 
could  not  anticipate  any  objection  to  the 
propositioui  that  the  case  of  Bridport 
stood  on  the  same  grounds — and  on  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had 
the  other  night  fully  agreed— *as  those  for 
inquiring  into  which  the  committee  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Roebuck) 


would  enter  ;  oor  was  there  any  qaestkNi 
that  a  corrupt  compromise  had  taken  place 
previously  to  the  compromises  brought  for- 
ward by  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  nor 
that  the  bribery  took  place  at  the  same 
time  as  in  the  other  cases.  Therefore,  in 
point  of  consistency,  the  House  should 
have  taken  this  case  of  Bridport  the  very 
first  of  all  the  cases.  He  moved,  there* 
fore,  that  the  case  of  the  borough  of  Brid* 
port  be  referred  to  the  committee  which 
had  been  appointed  on  the  motk>n  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  adopted 
this  course,  because  he  thought  it  better 
that  the  case  should  go  before  them,  than 
a  new  and  separate  committee;  for  the 
House  had  already  got  a  good  oommittee, 
which  was  one  reason  why  he  wished  il  to 
go  before  them;  and  in  the  next  place, 
by  making  this  reference,  he  should  avoid 
any  of  those  imputations  of  partiality  in  the 
formation  of  a  new  committee  which  had 
been  made  before,  and  might  have  been 
made  again. 

Mr.  &•  Bankei  must  be  allowed  to  say 
for  himself  and  some  other  hon.  Members, 
that  they  were  not  compromised  by  the 
decision  which  the  House  had  oome  to  the 
other  night,  with  which  he,  for  one,  was 
not  satisfied,  and  at  which  he  bad  met 
with  no  one  oat  of  the  House  who  was 
not  surprised.  In  fact,  he  thought  that  a 
most  dangerous  precedent  had  been  set. 
Not  stopping  at  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  they  were 
now  about  to  take  a  step  to  the  results  of 
which  no  one  could  look  with  certainty, 
all  must  look  with  apprehension.  Heaoe« 
forth,  if  they  adopted  this  motioo,  when* 
ever  there  was  an  onsuccessful  candidate 
anywhere,  who  might  not  have  thought  fit 
to  present  a  petition  in  the  ordinary  way, 
the  door  was  opened  for  him  to  oodm  for* 
ward  at  any  length  of  time  after  the  elec« 
tion  was  over,  and  demand  an  inqairy  in 
this  way.  [*'No,no/^  He  insisted  it  was  so} 
and  he  knew  not  how,  after  this,  they  were 
to  shut  the  door  against  any  candidate  in 
such  circumstances  who  might  find  itooii« 
venient  to  come  and  demand  a  reference 
of  his  case  to  some  unheard  of  committee 
to  inqoire  into  the  truth  of  any  all^aiioQa 
by  which  he  might  consider  himMlf  ag- 
grieved. Why,  an  instance  bad  occurred 
that  very  night ;  for  it  had  been  stated  in 
a  petition  presented  by  tbehon.and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Roeback)^  that  the 
Member  for  Lichfield  bad  obtained  his  seat 
b,  ««u«  of  corr»pt^^U^.^gjg^ 


1100 


Bridport 


{June  1} 


Election. 


mo 


petition  had  not  been  listeoed  to  as  Mr. 
Warburton's  was^  because  the  Dames  ap- 
pended to  it  were  those  of  people  whose 
names  were  nnkoown  there ;  and  more- 
over, there  was  no  one  to  take  up  their 
case;  but  he  must  be  allowed  to  say^ 
that  that  petition  had  as  much  right  to  be 
treated  with  attention  as  that  of  Mr.  War- 
burton  ;  and  the  House  might  depend  upon 
it  that  if  they  allowed  such  petitions  as 
that  of  Mr.  Warburton's  to  be  treated  as 
bis  was,  that  they  would  find  plenty  of 
disappointed  candidates  who  would  follow 
up  this  course,  which  would  have  the  re- 
commendation of  superior  cheapness  to 
the  appointed  method  of  going  before  an 
eiectioo  committee.  Observe  the  course 
that  bad  been  adopted.  The  petition  of 
Mr.  Warburton  was  presented  by  a  Gen- 
tleman who  expatiated  on  the  wounded 
feelings  of  the  petitioner,  which  he  stated 
to  be  the  reason  why  the  petitioner  came 
before  tlie  House;  in  fact,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated  himself  to  be  a  personal 
friend  of  Mr.  Warburton.  But  be  said, 
that  these  wounded  feelings  of  an  unsuc- 
cessful candidate,  the  House  was  not 
bound  to  follow,  on  the  ground,  that  it 
was  the  case  of  a  friend,  who  brought  for- 
ward the  case  of  his  personal  friend.  Next, 
who  got  np  to  advocate  Mr.  Warburton's 
cause  ?  Another  personal  friend,  the  late 
Solicitor-general,  the  most  powerful  advo- 
cate of  the  day,  who  was  called  up,  not 
in  defence  of  public  justice,  but  as  a  pri- 
vate friend  of  the  party,  and  as  a  friend 
he  was  heard,  and  as  a  friend  the  House 
respected  his  feelings.  Nevertheless,  he 
would  say,  that  were  not  sitting  there  to 
listen  to  private  feelings,  still  less,  were 
they  sitting  there  to  hear  charges  of  pri- 
vate spleen.  The  circumstances  of  ibis 
case  had  no  reference  to  any  public  pro- 
ceedings;  it  did  not  arise  out  of  any  pub- 
lic investigation,  and  there  was  the  main 
difference  between  this  case,  and  those 
which  had  been  referred  to  the  committee 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
For  his  own  part,  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon,  and  learned  Member, 
he  should  have  thought  that  the  House 
would  have  acted  more  consistently  with 
its  usual  desire  to  secure  the  respect  of  the 
public,  if  they  had  not  come  into  the  de« 
cision  on  the  proposition  with  quite  so 
much  haste,  considering  how  serious  might 
be  the  consequences,  and  how  powerful 
were  the  weapons  which  they  were  about 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  and 


learned  Member  for  Bath.  He  did  not 
dispute  the  decision  to  which  the  House 
had  come,  in  granting  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  his  committee,  but  for  the  con- 
siderations he  had  stated^  he  trembled  at 
the  idea  of  carrying  out  the  principle  any 
further.  That  principle  was  known  to 
the  House — it  was  founded  upon  peculiar 
facts — facts  importing,  that  the  decisions 
of  those  tribunals  which  were  appointed 
by  the  House,  for  the  peculiar  purpose  of 
judging  questions  relating  to  elections, 
had  been  contravened  by  meens  of  certain 
corrupt  comprombes,  as  they  had  been 
designated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath,  As  he  had  already  observed, 
he  would  have  been  better  satisfied,  had 
there  been  more  deliberation  applied  to 
the  question,  before  that  commttiee  was 
appointed;  but  still  it  was  a  principle, 
and  he  could  well  understand  it.  The 
application  made  in  the  present  instances 
however,  was  founded  upon  no  principle, 
and  he  did  see,  tliat  mischievous  coose<- 
quences  might — nay,  must — follow  from 
the  adoption  of  the  course  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Liskeard,  offered  for  their  acceptance. 
There  had  been,  already,  a  majority  on 
this  question,  but  there  was  also  a  mi- 
nority on  that  occasion,  whose  views  he 
had  taken  the  liberty  of  stating.  It  was 
true,  that  the  maiority  was  large,  but 
those  who  composed  it,  were  very  far  from 
being  of  one  opinion,  either  as  to  the  re- 
sults to  be  expected,  or  as  to  the  course 
which  ought  to  be  pursued.  The  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
stated,  that  he  had  no  desire  to  refer  this 
case  to  the  committee  appointed  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath.  ["No,  no!"]  He  certainly 
was  sitting  near  the  noble  Lord  on  that 
occasion,  and  he  thought  he  rather  heard 
him  urge  on  the  House,  that  this  case 
should  not  form  part  of  the  inquiry  before 
that  committee.  His  right  hon.  Friend, 
at  the  head  of  the  Treasury,  did  not  ex- 
press himself  very  exactly  as  to  his  ulterior 
views  with  regard  to  the  subject.  He 
stated,  that  he  should  feel  some  difficulty 
in  supporting  a  bill  of  indemnity  for  wit- 
nesses ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  admitted, 
that  without  such  a  bill  of  indemnity,  the 
inquiry  would  be  wholly  nugatory.  But 
what  would  be  the  consequence  of  include 
ing  this  case  ?  Why,  that  the  bill  of  in- 
demnity would  be  made  to  apply  to  an 
inquiry,  the  motives  of  which  were  avQwed 
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to  be  Dot  public,  but  private  and  personal. 
Was  that  a  fit  case  in  which  to  grant  a 
bill  of  indemnity?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  seemed  to  be  surprised, 
when,  a  few  moments  ago,  he  spoke  of 
the  weapon  which  the  House  would  place 
in  his  hands.  Might  not  a  bill  of  indem- 
nity be  described  as  a  weapon  of  the  most 
powerful  kind— one  which  they  ought  not 
to  intrust  to  any  man  except  for  the  most 
important  purposes,  and  certainly  to  no 
man  in  whom  they  did  not  feel  a  confidence 
that  he  woold  use  it  rightly  l  A  bill  of  in- 
demnity was  a  contravention  of  the  known 
law  of  the  land;  it  was  to  enable  those  to 
whom  it  was  intrusted,  to  act  contrary  to 
those  known  principles  of  the  law  of  the 
land,  which  all  admitted,  ought  not  in  ge- 
neral cases  to  be  adhered  to.  For  if  they 
ought  not  to  be  adhered  to,  why  was  there 
not  a  general  indemnity  bill  to  apply  to  all 
witnesses  whatsoever  ?  If  the  general  prin- 
ciple, that  a  person  should  not  be  allowed 
to\6riminate  others  without  being  exposed 
to  the  legal  consequences  of  his  actions, 
was  to  be  superseded — if  a  person  in  the 
confidence  of  others  was  to  be  permitted 
to  betray  that  confidence, — why,  a  bill 
that  would  be  universal  in  its  operation 
would  be  the  best  mode  of  altering  the 
law.  But  if  it  was  right  to  grant  this  bill 
of  indemnity  for  the  purposes  of  the  in- 
quiry embraced  by  the  committee  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  and 
he  went  with  him  to  that  extent,  surely 
the  House  would  not  go  further  and  say 
that  it  was  right  as  regarded  this  case  of 
Mr.  Warburton,  which  rested  on  avow- 
edly different  grounds.  He,  for  one,  never 
could  concur  in  any  bill  of  indemnity 
grounded  on  a  demand  which  came  for- 
ward as  this  demand  of  Mr.  Warburton 
did,  which  proceeded  upon  complaints  of 
private  injuries,  avowing  motives  of  private 
pique,  and  urged  upon  the  House  by 
means  of  the  claims  of  private  friendship. 
He  was  justified  in  thus  characterizing  the 
motion,  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  prefaced  his  state- 
ment by  a  declaration  that  he  had  been 
actuated  by  private  and  not  by  public 
motives  in  bringing  it  forward.  He  did 
feel  that  the  hon.  Member  would,  on 
reflection,  feel  that  this  was  not  a  case  in 
which  he,  with  those  legal  and  constitu- 
tional feelings  which  he  so  eminently  pos- 
sessed, would  urge  upon  the  House  a 
course  which  must,  of  necessity,  under 
such  circumstances  lead  to  this  case  of 


Bridport  being  included  in  the  Indemnity 
Bill — without  such  a  bill  he  mu^t  be  well 
aware  that  the  inquiry  must  be  nugatory. 
Above  all,  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  could  wish  this 
case  to  be  added  to  his  committee.  He 
thought,  too,  the  majority  of  the  House 
would  be  of  the  same  opinion,  and  if  the 
motion  were  therefore  negatived,  it  would 
then  be  for  the  House  to  consider  whether 
they  would  refer  the  subject  to  a  separate 
select  committee.  For  his  own  part  he 
should  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  Brotherton  said,  if  hon.  Members 
would  bring  on  opposed  questions  at  this 
late  hour,  (five  minutes  to  one  o'clock),  he 
had  no  alternative  but  to  move  the  ad- 
journment. He  could  only  teach  the 
House  a  lesson  in  that  way ;  and  if  the 
motion  was  seconded  he  should  divide. 

Dr.  Bowring  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  C.  BulUr  granted  he  had  offended 
against  the  rule,  and  that  be  was  liable  to 
the  punishment  threatened  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  him  to  state  the  additional 
reasons  why  he  had  brought  forward  this 
question  at  so  late  an  hour.  The  case  was 
this : — The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  had  proposed  a  bill  of  indemnity, 
into  the  preamble  of  which  bill  he,  not- 
withstanding the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dorsetshire,  meant  to  persist 
in  asking  the  House  to  introduce  the  name 
of  Bridport.  Now,  that  bill  was  to  come  on 
to-night.  [•'  No,  no."]  Well,  if  not  to-night, 
at  all  events  very  soon ;  and  what  he  wanted 
was,  to  have  his  motion  disposed  of  before 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill  came  on  for 
discussion,  because,  though  the  House  of 
Lords,  taking  cognizance  of  the  votes  of 
that  House,  might  insert  it,  he  would 
rather  it  was  inserted  here.  Should  the 
House  refuse  to  insert  it  in  the  preamble 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  bill, 
then  he  would  have  to  apply  for  an  in- 
demnity bill  of  his  own. 

Mr.  Bjoehuck  entirely  concurred  in  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  had  said 
as  to  his  having  no  desire  that  this  case 
of  Bridport  should  be  included.  The  hon. 
Member,  however,  had  said,  that  the 
House  were  about  to  invest  him  with  great 
powers.  He  utterly  disclaimed  every  thing 
of  the  sort.  The  House  had  constituted 
a  committee  to  inquire  into  a  particular 
matter  of  public  policy,  and  it  proposed  to 
give  that  committee  certain  powers.  He 
thought  it  rather  hard  upon  him  that  it 
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should  be  put  in  the  invidious  form  that  i  Now,  in  the  first  place,  he  was  labouring 
1. iij t-T_i-  :^  /.__.  .L      under  severe  indisposition — an  excuse,  if 

excuse  were  necessary,  sufficient  to  ac- 
count for  his  absence ;  and,  in  the  next, 
he  was  confident  that  the  House  did  not 
mean  to  impose  upon  him  the  calamitous 
obligation  of  listening  to  all  the  nonsense 
that  was  spoken  on  the  subject  of  bribery 
in  the  course  of  these  discussions.     It  was 
somewhat  hard,  therefore,  that  he  should, 
by  having  absented  himself  on  the  occa- 
sion alluded  to,  have  been  subjected  to 
the  charge  which  had  been  made  against 
him  by  the  hon.  Member.     It  bad  been 
his  fate,  as  counsel  in  a  court  of  law,  to 
have  seen  many  of  his  countrymen  sen- 
tenced by  law  to  transportation ;  but  he 
had  never  heard  it  made  matter  of  charge 
by  a  criminal  in  the  dock  that  a  counsel 
who  had  prosecuted  on  Monday  was  not 
present  at  a  similar  prosecution,  in  which 
he  was  not  concerned,  on  the  following 
Tuesday.     He  mixed  up  no  private  feel- 
ings in  the  case ;  he  knew  nothing  of  his 
own  personal  knowledge ;  he  had  no  con- 
cern in  the  matter,  and,  so  far  as  his  in- 
terest was  concerned,  he  could  only  say, 
that  if  the  House  did  not  see  any  differ- 
ence between  the  case  now  before  it  and 
those  other  cases  which  bad  been  disposed 
of  by  a  reference  to  the  committee,  and 
if  it  should  think  that  committee  a  fitting 
committee  for  conducting  the  inquiry,  he 
should  deem  it  his  duty  to  bow  to  that 
decision. 

Mr.  A,  Cochrane  bM,  that  he  had  no 
objection  that  the  case  should  be  referred 
at  once  to  the  committee,  as  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard.  Indeed, 
he  considered  that  discussions  of  this 
nature  ought  to  be  avoided,  and  that  the 
sooner  the  case  was  so  referred  the  better. 
He  had  not  blamed  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite for  absenting  himself.  [Mr.  Roe- 
buck  informed  the  hon.  Member  he  bad 
not  alluded  to  him  as  having  said  so.] 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  said,  that 
there  had  been  an  admission  of  bribery  on 
his  part ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  looked 
to  the  petition  he  would  find,  not  that  he 
was  charged  with  bribery,  but  that  he  had 
spent  a  sum  of  money  which  was  unknown. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  compro« 
mise,  he  was  quite  willing  to  refer  it  to 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Darby  did  not  consider  this  at  all 
a  personal  matter,  and  he  had  very  great 
objections  to  refer  it  to  the  committee. 
He  must  say,  that  ^g«J  mjyt^r?5^i^ 


he  was  to  wield  a  power  which,  in  fact,  the 
House  shared  with  him.     The  simple  case 
was,  that  the  House  had  confidence  in  that 
committee  of  nine,  and  had  given  to  it 
certain  powers  for  the  purposes  of  the  in- 
quiries desired  by  the  House.     It  was  not 
a  judicial  inquiry.    The  House  had  de- 
termined to  undertake  the  inquiry.      He 
had  suggested  it  as  an  inquiry  into  what 
he  deemed  to  be  an  omitted  case  in  the 
law  of  elections.     He  had  declared  to  the 
House  that  he  could  show,  from   facts 
which   had  come  to  his  knowledge,  the 
means  by  which  the  desires  and  laws  of 
the  House  with  regard   to   elections  had 
been  evaded  and  eluded  by  certain  pro- 
ceedings.    For  the  purpose  of  making 
those  facts  known  to  the  House  he  had 
moved  for  this  committee,  whiph  the  House 
from  motives  of  public   policy   granted. 
What  was  the  omitted  case  in  the  law  of 
elections  ?  It  was  that  certain  parties  before 
the  inquiries  could  take  place  before  the  re. 
gular  tribunal  had  made  what  he  called 
corrupt  compromises — a  phrase  which  had 
since  been  used  to  designate  those  transac- 
tions. If  the  hon.  Member  could  withdraw 
the  case  of  Bridport  from  the  category,  he 
should  prefer  it.    He  should  recollect  that 
be  was   arguing  against  himself — for  he 
did  not  want  further  inquiry.    He  thought 
the  load  already  heavy  enough  for  the 
committee  to  bear,  and  he  therefore  only 
pointed  out  things  which  militated  against 
his  own  interest,  but  which  he  considered 
it  fair  and  just  to  notice.     Mr.  Warburton 
was  the  private  friend  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard,  who   brought  forward   th< 
petition  through  feelings  of  private  friend- 
ship, in  which  he  sincerely  concurred.  But, 
putting  aside  those  feelings,  what  were  the 
facts?     Why,  that  they  had  discovered, 
no   matter  how,  and  they  could   hardly 
have  had  a  better  mode  of  discovery  than 
in  the  statement  which  had  been  presented 
to  the  House — they  had  discovered  by  that 
statement  that  offenders  there  had  been— 
that  three  gentlemen,  Mr.  Warburton,  and 
the  hon.  Members  for  Bridport,  bad  been, 
according  to  their  own  statement,  guilty 
of  a  compromise.     As  far  too  as  rumour 
was  concerned,  all  parties  were  involved 
in   the  question   of  bribery,   which   was 
stated   to  have  been  resorted   to   by  all. 
One  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Bridport 
spoke  the  other  evening,  when  the  ques- 
tion was  being  discussed,  of  the  remark- 
able absence  of  the  Member  for  Bath. 
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portance  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had 
pursued  a  coarse  which  was  hardly  justi- 
fiable, for  he  first  produced  ooe  motion 
and  then  another. 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose  to  order.  The  hon. 
Member,  he  said,  was  introdacing  a  ques- 
tion wholly  irrelevant  to  that  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  Darby  submitted,  that  he  was  per- 
fectly in  order.  The  course  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  he  maintained,  was 
hardly  justifiable,  and  had  been  objected 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  The  hon. 
Member's  first  motion  did  not  Include  the 
Inquiry  into  bribery  In  boroughs;  it 
merely  referred  to  the  question  of  com- 
promise. Both  the  noble  Lord  (the  Mem- 
bar  for  London)  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
said,  that  they  could  not  consent  to  the 
inquiry  into  bribery,  except  so  far  as  ne- 
cessary to  establish  a  corrupt  compromise. 
The  hon.  Member,  therefore,  was  not 
consistent  in  speaking  of  the  defined 
powers  of  the  committees,  for  he  eon- 
tended  that  those  powers  were  totally  im- 
defined  at  the  present  moment.  They 
were  to  have  the  power  of  inquiring  gene- 
rally, notwithstanding  the  objection  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  A  motion  was  now  made  for 
inquiring  Into  alleged  bribery  at  Bridport. 
Before  Jie  case  was  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee, he  wanted  to  know  what  the 
powers  of  the  committee  were  to  be.  He 
was  giving  a  reason  why  this  debate  should 
be  adtoumed.  Until  the  powers  of  the 
committee  were  defined^  he  should  object 
to  the  present  motion ;  for  he  was  con- 
vinced, if  it  were  agreed  to,  the  House 
would  involve  Itself  in  an  inextricable 
labyrinth. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  the  House  had 
agreed  to  refer  the  question  to  a  com- 
mittee, and  the  only  point  now  at  issue 
was,  whether  the  committee  was  to  be  the 
same  committee  to  which  the  other  cases 
bad  been  referred.  The  point  they  must 
decide  vras,  whether  or  not  the  cases  were 
at  all  parallel.  There  were  alleged  com- 
promises for  concealing  bribery  in  the 
eases  already  referred.  He  made  no 
charge  against  either  of  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers ;  but  the  late  Member,  Mr.  Warbur- 
ton,  admitted  the  fact,  that  he  did  retire 
Co  present  an  investigation  into  bribery 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  borough  of 
Bfidporf,  and  no  one  denied  it.  He 
thougbt,  therefore,  that  Bridport  fell  prc- 
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cisely  within  the  category  of  those  places 
whose  conduct  the  House  bad  already 
agreed  to  refer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath's  committee. 

Mr.  Roebuck  really  must  be  permitted 
to  say  a  few  words  on  the  charge  which 
had  been  brought  against  him,  of  acting 
unjustifiably  by  the  House,  and  he  did 
trust  hon.  Members  would  bear  with  him 
whilst  he  said  a  few  worda  in  bis  own 
justification.  What  was  the  charge?  It 
wat,  that  he  had  made  a  motion  in  terms 
complained  of  as  not  sufficiently  definite. 
When  he  had  heard  that  complaint  made 
he  immediately  attempted  to  render  the 
motion  more  definite.  The  motion  as  it 
was  re-worded  was  also  complained  of.  A 
third  attempt  was  made,  and  the  motion^ 
with  some  alterations,  was  agreed  to. 
Every  Member  was  present  at  that  time. 
They  were  there  with  their  eyes  wide  open 
—they  were  there  with  their  ears  erect — 
they  were  there  with  their  minds  clear  to 
judge  and  to  decide.  One  hon.  Member 
who  had  taken  part  in  that  debate  (8ir  J. 
Walsh)  had  even  specially  spoken  of  the 
case  of  this  very  Iwroogh  of  Bridport. 
Now,  the  House  being  fall,  all  atteaiioo 
being  excited,  no  confusion  prevailing, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  there  beiog  a  perfect 
and  clear  understanding  upon  the  case, 
how  could  he  be  said  to  have  done  any« 
thing  that  was  liable  to  be  atyled  ii«jusU<^ 
fiable?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  bad 
assented  to  the  motion  at  the  time,  and 
he  had  never  heard  him  say  that  he  had 
found  cause  to  quarrel  with  it  since.  No 
objection  whatever  was  made  to  it,  except 
by  one  hon.  Member,  the  hon.  Member 
lor  «•-«*— ;  he  forgot  where  he  sat  for  now, 
but  formerly  he  was  Member  for  the  bo« 
rough  of  Sudbury ;  therefore,  he  most  say, 
that  he  thought  he  stood  folly  acquitted 
from  this  charge  before  both  the  House 
and  the  country.  There  were  present  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet-^there  were  all 
those  whom  be  now  saw  before  hiaa-^all 
olear«*stghted  and  cautious  politioiaAS,  and 
yet  they  said  that  he  had  not  only  obteined 
bis  committee  unjustifiably,  but  that  he 
had  absolutely  palmed  it  upon  them 
against  their  better  judgmenta.  Really 
such  an  accusation  as  this  he  could  not 
pretend  to  understand. 

Mr.  Dcarby  said,  the  hoo.  Member  was 
rather  too  sensitive.     He  had  not  atiri- 

I  bated  to  him  that  he  had  palmed  anything 
whatever  upo»  the  Houie,  but  what  he 
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had  (aketi  objectioti  to  was  his  ptessing 
forward  his  motion  in  an  oterhasty  man- 
ner. 

Sir  J.  WaUh  said,  that  in  a  previous 
part  of  the  debate  he  applied  the  word 
«« anjostiCable''  to  the  hon.  Member. 
What  he  had  meant  to  convey  by  it  was, 
that  the  hon.  Member,  when  he  brought 
forward  his  motion,  changed  the  words 
tery  frequently ;  and  he  must  be  permit- 
ted to  observe, that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  bad  been 
understood  by  many  to  object  to  the  mo- 
tion on  the  ground  of  its  indistinctness. 
He  really  did  not  think  the  House  was 
now  prepared  for  another  change,  which, 
instead  of  more  strictly  defining  the  terms 
on  which  the  inquiry  was  conducted, 
opened  the  door  still  wider. 

Motion  for  the  adjournment  withdrawn, 
and  the  House  divided  on  the  original 
motion,-* 

''That  such  inqoiry  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Comroittet  appointed  to  inquire  whether  siich 
compromises  have  been  entered  into,  arid  whe* 
ther  such  bfibsrry  has  taken  place  in  the  towns 
of  Harwich,  Nottingham,  Lewes,  Penvyn  and 
Falmouth,  and  Reading." 

Ayes  44;  Noes  16:  Majority  28. 
List  of  the  Ayes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
AgUonby,  U.  A. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Bowring,  Th. 
Brollierton,  J. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
CWffk,SirO. 
Denison,  Er  B. 
Dickinson.  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Duncorobe,  T. 
Evans,  W. 
Or!l,T. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Untnger,T.  C. 
Oraene,  T. 
Harvey,  Lord  A. 
Hill.  Lord  M. 
Hodgson,  R. 
James,  W. 
Jerroyo,  Earl 
Knatcbbut1,rtJm.Sir£. 


Layard,  Capt. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martio,  C.W. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morpby,  F.  S. 
Napior,  Sir  C. 
O'Conaell,  M.  J. 
O'CoDOr  Don 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Parker,  J. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tufotll,  H. 
Wood,  B. 
Worlley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wynn,rt.hn.C.W.W. 

TELLERS. 

Bttller,  C. 
Hawes,  B. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Allix,  J.  P. 
Bairiies,0. 
Escott,  B. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
lockhart,  W. 


M'Oeaehy,  F.  A. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
PoUington,  Visct. 


Rushhrooke,  Col. 
Seott,  hon.  F. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Walsh,l»rJ.B. 

House  adjoamed. 


TEtLKaS. 

Darby,  G. 
Bagg.,W. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  2, 1842, 

MiifUTxa.]  Bills.  PhAHo.— !*•  Property  Ttts  Ptx- 
pHmMngT9tfanaaft  Pnwrvlng  BvMnot  mi  l*ed|pMS. 
lUpTitd'^  Ltm  of  KTidflBct  ImpMvenMt. 
Prtuate^^l*-  Dundalk  and  BaimMdge  Rotd ;  Oarnhm- 
Isog  and  Mulrklrfc  Road)  GnTeiend  TcRMe  Pier; 
TadOMtar  art  OUey  RokI  i  QOm^  Bktale  (Hfneol^s 
Mottpi'B  Estate }  Laid  SherbomcP*  Batatvi  BMMp  of 
Derry'a  Eitata ;  Viscouilt  Lorton*s  Eitate. 
If*-  Drogheda  Harbour;  todemnfly  Mntatl  Marine  fo- 
Muanee  Comftaxj  t  OMtt  North  at  Engtaad  RsiltMy  t 
CHtannri  Brtate;  Duke  of  Biidgewatei'a  Tnuteai  Eitato 
(Archbbhop  of  York'k). 

X^poff At^-^Qfidefalbot  Harbour  (kpeelany) ;  South  Me- 
tnipoaiMi  Om  (ipedaUy)  t  U««fi»l  Heafth  of  Tow»  MS 
BuildtaiCB*  RegulatioB. 

Pvrrriows  pRasBirrao.  From  Klllaloe,  Kooc^bride, 
Oioroeloe,  Temple  Mfehael,  RUoollKan,  and  other  plaoei, 
A»r  tlie  EaeouraicneBC  of  Sclioola  in  eoaaeaioM  wHh  tto 
ChuMhEdaeatkm  Society  (lRland).~FnnB  theGuaidiaM 
of  CaaUe  Blayney  t^nhm,  tot  Inquiry  into  the  ProoeedkiA 
relative'  to  the  BuCMIng  of  the  Worknoiuet'^Fiom  the 
LefesflMer  MeghMito  lartitatr,  dMt  lueh  larttifeUfliia  msy 
be  Bxemft  fitom  the  Payment  of  Ratet  and  Taaei.-** 
From  the  Boot  and  Shoemakers  of  Oownham  MarkeC, 
agalnae  the  Ineome-tax,  and  the  TarHf.«-Fraak  BaMxd, 
BoMon,  OikenduwF,  Odverley,  Chipflqg  Wyeombv, 
Pudiey»  AUerton,  Idle.  Hemswoith,  Clayton,  Thonlanr 
Tong,  and  other  placet,  flxr  Qie  Repeal  or  AJteration  of 
the  PnorJair  Amendment  Act. 

Attack  on  hsk  Majbsty—- Answer  to 
THE  Address.^  The  Lord  Chancellor 
said,  he  had  to  inform  the  House  that  her 
Majesty  had  graciously  receired  the  joint 
adoress  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parf  lament, 
and  had  returned  the  following  most  gra- 
dous  answer  :— 

[[For  the  answer^  see  CommonSp  June  I, 
p.  1057.] 

On  the  motion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
her  Majesty's  most  gracious  answer  waa 
ordered  to  oe  printed  and  published* 

National  Distrbss.}  Lord  Kinnaird 
rose,  pursuant  to  the  notice  he  had  giireOf 
to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a  select 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  distress  which 
prevailed  so  generally  in  some  of  the  manu- 
^turing  districts  of  the  country,  and  more 
especially  to  enable  their  Lordships  to  form 
a  judgment  as  to  the  cause  of  the  distress. 
He  almost  regretted  that  he  had  undertaken 
this  task,  as  he  felt  that  he  was  not  fit  to 
enter  before  their  Lordships  into  a  subject 
of  such  importance.  He  could  have  wiuied 
that  the  question  had  been  brought  for- 
ward by  some  noUe  Lord  whose  knowtedgs 
and  experience  would  have  given  that 
weight  to  the  motion  which  he  considered 
its  great  importance  demanded.    The  ne- 
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oeBsity  for  strict  ioquiry  into  the  causes  of 
the  distress  was  made  apparent  by  this 
hct,  that  so  many  and  such  contradictory 
statements  had  gone  abroad  respecting  it 
that  many,  in  and  out  of  that  House,  were 
Ignorant  of  its  extent.  While  residing  in 
their  mansions  at  the  west  end  of  the 
town,  their  Lordships  saw  little  of  the  mis- 
ery which  existed  in  other  parts  of  it ;  and 
when  they  went  down  to  their  country 
seats,  seeing  only  the  smiling  faces  of  their 
cleanly  cottagers,  what  could  they  know  of 
the  severe  sufferings  in  immediately  ad- 
joining districts?  Impressed  as  he  was 
with  the  great  extent  to  which  distress 
had  spread  amongst  the  working  classes 
in  many  parts  of  the  country,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  state  to  their  Lordships  a  few 
fisusts— -and  they  should  be  very  few— which 
had  come  to  his  knowledge,  which  he  con- 
sidered of  the  deepest  importance.  The 
distress  which  now  prevailed  commenced 
in  the  year  1828.  It  began,  as  it  usually 
did,  with  the  lower  classes.  It  was  now 
approaching  the  middling  classes,  and  that 
it  would  reach  the  agricultural  classes 
before  long  he  had  no  doubt  whatever. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  fully 
aware  of  the  great  extent  to  which  the 
distress  had  spread,  or  they  never  would 
have  advised  her  Majesty  to  issue  such  a 
letter  as  that  which  had  lately  been  sent 
to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  autho- 
rizing the  begging  for  funds  to  assist  the 
suffering  poor.  The  issuing  of  that  letter 
was  of  much  greater  importance  than 
would  appear  at  first  sight.  For  his  part, 
he  did  not  approve  of  it  on  many  grounds. 
The  extent  of  the  distress  might  no  doubt 
have  called  for  some  such  aid,  but  he 
doubted  the  policy  of  the  appeal,  and  he 
doubted  still  more  the  manner  in  which  it 
was  made.  In  the  first  place,  he  objected 
to  the  appeal  being  made  pointedly  and 
exclusively  to  the  Established  Church. 
What  the  object  of  that  exclusive  applica- 
tion was  he  knew  not.  Why  should  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  and  through 
him  the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church, 
be  addressed,  and  no  application  be  made 
to  any  dissenting  minister?  Surely  if 
such  charity  were  necessary,  it  ought  to 
be  general.  One  fact  alone,  if  indeed  he 
sought  any,  would  be  sufficient  to  con- 
vince him  that  her  Majesty's  Government 
were  fullv  aware  of  the  extent  of  the  dis* 
tress,  and  he  had  called  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  it  the  other  evening. 
It  was  this  : — it  was  the  unconstitutional 
use  made  of  the  public  money  to  choke 


and  suppress  any  notice  of  the  extent  and 
nature  of  that  distress.  He  would  state 
it  broadly,  and  it  could  be  clearly  proved, 
that  money  had  been  issued  from  the  pub- 
lic Treasury — from  what  particular  fund 
he  knew  not,  in  order  to  suppress  and 
strangle  the  public  exhibition  of  distress. 
Noble  Lords  might  indicate  surprise,  but 
he  asserted  plainly  and  boldly  that  they 
had  done  so.  Tnat  public  money  had 
been  so  applied  to  relieve  distress  was  a 
fact  which  no  man  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  would  dare  to  deny.  Another  fiEu:t 
was  this — ^that  the  military  officers  had 
got  orders  to  have  their  troops  prepared  as 
for  active  service.  It  might,  no  doubt,  be 
right  to  guard  against  danger.  The  fact 
he  had  mentionol  was  well  known  in  the 
country,  and  in  particular  in  the  districts 
where  distress  prevailed,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  some  of  those  districts  were  in 
a  dangerous  state.  He  would  do  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  the  justice  to  believe 
that  they  could  not  have  been  aware  of 
the  extent  of  the  distress  some  ten  months 
since,  for  if  they  had  he  could  not  sup- 
pose that  they  would  have  left  the  country 
without  some  Remedial  measure.  That 
measure  had  not  been  applied,  and  because 
it  had  not  be  appealed  to  them  on  behalf  of 
starving  thousands.  They  had  petitioned 
that  House  in  numerous  petitions  signed 
by  large  bodies,  by  many,  many  thousands 
of  starving  artisans.  They  asked  for  the 
opportunity  of  proving  not  only  the  dis- 
tress and  its  extent,  but  also  its  causes. 
They  asked  for  cheap  food.  He  regretted 
to  say  that  their  Lordships  had  turned  a 
deaf  ear  to  their  prayer.  *'  They  asked  for 
bread,"  said  the  noble  Lord,  '*  and  you 
gave  them  a  stone."  They  asked  for  cheap 
food,  and  your  Lordships  gave  them  the 
Corn  Bill,  one  effect  of  which  has  been 
already  a  rise  of  3^.  in  the  quarter  of 
wheat,  and  a  further  rise  may  be  expected. 
This»  the  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say,  was 
the  answer  which  they  had  given  to  the 

Srayers  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  their 
{stressed  fellow-countrymen.  He  feared 
the  motion  was  to  be  opposed  on  the  ground 
that  the  appointment  of  a  committee  would 
be  holding  out  hopes  that  they  would  re- 
lieve the  distress  which  now  existed,  and 
it  had  also  been  said  that  no  advantage 
could  be  derived  from  an  inquiry  which 
must  end  in  disappointment.  This  he  did 
not  think  a  valid  objection.  However  much 
their  Lordships  might  be  persuaded  that 
no  practical  good  could  result  from  in- 
quiry,6till,  we«  Ae^r^^t^^  ^Mg^^^ 
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effisct  on  the  minds  of  those  who  sought  it 
would  he  pacified.  At  all  events,  they 
would  not  be  any  the  worse  for  having 
their  grievaaoes  inquired  into^  even  though 
no  immediate  measure  of  relief  should  re- 
sult from  It.  But  were  their  Lordships 
quite  certain  that  no  advantage  would  arise 
from  the  appointment  of  a  committee? 
They  all  remembered  the  severe  terms  of 
oonoemnation  which  were  applied  by  a 
noble  Lord  not  now  present  (L^rd  Ashbur- 
ton)  to  the  report  of  the  import  duties 
committee ;  and  yet  now  the  Members  of 
the  Government  in  the  House  of  Commons 
were  continually  referring  to  that  report 
as  an  authority  whenever  they  wanted  to 
argue  against  their  opponents^  who,  as  it 
curiously  enough  happened,  were  chiefly 
fbmd  amongst  their  own  friends.  The 
publication  of  that  report  had  been  of  the 
utmost  importance,  and  if  the  committee 
had  gone  still  further  in  their  inquiries,  it 
would  have  been  attended  with  the  great- 
est advantage.  Another  reason  for  not  ac- 
ceding to  his  motion  might  be  that  there 
was  no  necessity  for  it,  inasmuch  as  the 
prospect  of  a  reviving  trade  was  most  pro- 
mising. He  believed  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  President  of  the  Council  (Lord  Wharn- 
clifie^  rather  held  to  that  opinion:  and 
cerUinly  the  accounts  from  Manchester 
within  the  last  week  were  in  a  trifling 
degree  better.  But  their  Lordships  would 
remember  that  about  three  weeks  or  a 
month  ago  the  same  thing  took  place  at 
Liverpool,  and  on  inquiry,  it  was  found 
tfaiat  owing  to  the  very  low  price  of  the 
raw  material,  many  persons  were  induced 
to  speculate.  But  what  was  the  state  of 
the  warehouses  now  }  Instead  of  one  side 
of  the  building  being  filled  with  the  ma- 
nufiu^tured  article,  and  the  other  with  the 
raw  materia],  there  was  never  to  be  seen 
more  than  one  of  these  in  the  same  ware- 
house ;  either  the  building  was  overstocked 
with  goods  thatcouldnot  besold,  or  was  filled 
with  the  raw  material  which  it  was  not  to 
the  interest  of  the  manufacturer  to  work  up. 
The  noble  Lord  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  said,  that  when  the  fund 
about  to  be  collected  by  means  of  the 
Queen's  letter  should  lile  exhausted,  it 
would  be  for  their  Lordships  to  consider 
what  next  should  be  done  to  relieve  the 
distress  of  the  poor.  He  would  entreat 
their  Lordships  not  to  defer  the  day.  The 
Poor-law  was  totally  inefficient  to  support 
the  destitute.  In  many  places,  the  poor 
had  been  for  a  long  time  living  entirely 
upon  charity.  Although  the  population 
VOL.LXIII.    iZ^] 


had  been  annually  increasing,  the  con- 
sumption of  articles  of  the  excise  and  cus. 
toms  had  diminished,  as  he  would  show 
their  Lordships.  The  noble  Loid  read 
the  following  paper  :^- 


Date 

Popqlatioa. 

NeCProdoee: 
CoatoauSt 
Exdieraz. 

ActaaUy 

1836 
iai7 

1838 
1839 
1840 
1841 

96.158,524  gave 
26,518,885  ahonid  give 
26,879,246       — 
87,239,6or       - 
27,599,968       - 

3fi,39«,4T2 
36,938,363 
37,484,254 
38,030,145 
38/567,036 

£ 

33,95e,4«l 
34,478.417 
35.093,633 
35,536,469 
36,230,261 
32,340,739 

1842 

But  in  1840  the  additional  duty  of  5 
per  cent,  was  imposed.  If  that  had  not 
been  the  case  the  receipts  for  the  last 
three  years  (calculating  the  proportions) 
would  have  been  : — 

1840  ..   ,.  £32,401,000 

1841  ..   ..   30,753,000 

1842  ..   ..   30,723,000 

That  proved  that  the  means  of  the 
people  had  diminished  to  an  alarming 
extent,  for  the  revenue  upon  necessary 
articles  had  fallen  off,  while  the  popula'- 
tion  had  greatly  increased.  With  respect 
to  the  poor-rate,  it  was  a  curious  fact  that 
generally  the  amount  varied  according  to 
the  average  price  of  wheat ;  but  in  the 
last  year  the  poor-rate  increased,  although 
the  averages  were  not  so  high  as  in  the 
preceding  year.  He  would  take  a  parish 
which  was  neither  manufacturing  nor  agri- 
cultural  —  he  would  take  Marylebone, 
which,  perhaps,  was  the  most  wealthy 
parish  in  the  metropolis.  In  1836  the 
poor-rate  in  that  parish  was  Is.  2d.  in  the 
pound,  and  the  sum  raised  was  44,573Z. ; 
in  1840  the  rate  was  Is.  lid.  in  the  pound, 
and  the  sum  raised  was  76,355/. ;  and  it 
has  increased  since.  It  was  found  thatwhen 
provisions  were  dear  employment  was 
scarce,  and  paupers  increased;  and  the 
reverse  was  the  case  when  provisions  were 
cheap.  He  would  now  advert  to  a  sub- 
ject  that  was  of  great  interest  to  their 
Lordships,  as  being  the  principle  land- 
owners in  the  country — he  meant  the  con- 
sumption  of  wheat.  The  actual  con- 
sumption of  wheat  had  fallen  off  during 
the  last  three  years  to  the  extent  of 
1,361,252  quarters  annually.  He  bad 
been  furnished  with  a  Tery  important 
document  which  had  been  prepared  with 
the  greatest  care.  It  showed  the  quantity 
of  wheat  consumed  from  October,  1839, 
to  May  1842,  in  separate  periods  of  eight 
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mootbs  each.  The  quantities  of  wheat 
sold  io  the  150  towns,  from  which  the  old 
averages  were  calculated,  represented,  as 
nearly  as  could  be  ascertained,  one  fifth 
of  the  whole  quantity  sold  in  the  kingdom. 
The  quantity  sold  in  these  150  towns  in 
eight  months,  from  the  1st  of  October  to 
the  1st  of  May  of  each  of  the  three  last 
years,  was : — 


Oct.  1»  1839,  to   May  I,  1840  1840  to  1841  1841  to  184e 


These  mnltiplied 
by  5,  ibow  the 
nia  hi  the  king' 
dom    •  •    •  • 


To  these  qaanUties 
mM  the  foreign 
wheat,  which 
pakl^dntyineach 


S^aO,753 
5 


13,103,765 


1,IS8^«9« 


e,4eTi783 

5 


18,338^15 


1,311,649 


14,942,857     <  1 3^650,557       1 3,«8 1 ,005 


S,«l6,801 
5 


11,081,005 


8,200/KX) 


In  the  two  former  years  the  foreign 
wheat  was  all  consumed,  and  additional 
large  quantities  were  delivered  for  con- 
sumption in  May  and  June;  but  this  year 
there  remained  in  warehouse  400,000 
quarters  of  foreign  wheat  which  had  paid 
duty.  Thus  the  difference  between  the 
consumption  in  1840  and  1842  was 
1,361,252  quarters.  The  same  result  had 
taken  place  with  respect  to  meat  and 
other  articles.  The  consumption  of  gro- 
ceries and  butcher's  meat  in  Leeds  was 
reduced  one-fourth,  but  as  the  middle  and 
lower  classes  probably  did  not  consume 
less,  the  reduction  had  fallen  on  the  oper- 
ative classes ;  the  consumption  of  butcher's 
meat  was  half  what  it  was  in  1834.  In 
Manchester  the  receipts  of  the  grocers 
and  butchers  had  fallen  off  40  per  cent,  in 
two  years.  In  Rochdale  the  quantity  of 
butchers  meat  was  not  half  what  it  was  in 
1836.  In  Dundee,  in  1836,  the  weekly 
number  of  cattle  killed  was  150;  in 
May  1842,  it  was  71,  being  a  reduc- 
tion of  79,  or  more  than  one-half. 
The  sales,  of  bread,  butter,  eggs,  and 
sugar,  was  reduced  to  one  half.  The 
cheapest  and  coarsest  food  was  about  the 
same.  The  diminution  in  the  consump- 
tion of  meat  was  not  from  dearness  of 
price,  best  meat  from  November,  1835, 
to  May,  1836,  being  6d.  per  lb.  From 
November  1841,  to  March  1842,  it 
was  7(2.  per  lb.,  and  from  March, 
1842,  to  this  date,  it  was  6d.  per  lb.  He 
was  afraid  he  was  troubling  their  Lord- 
ships too  long,  but  he  had  a  deep  impres- 
sion upon  the  subject,  and,  iherefore,  he 


ventured  to  caution  their  Lordships  against 
the  deep  under-current,  which  was  working 
in  the  country,  of  which  the  landed  pro« 
prietors  would  be  the  first  to  feel  the 
effects.  These  statements  might  bedoubted, 
he  was,  therefore,  anxious  for  a  committee 
that  he  might  show  upon  what  grounds 
they  were  made.  He  would  now  call  their 
Lordship's  attention  to  the  actual  state  of 
three  or  four  of  the  principal  towns  in 
England,  and  to  one  or  two  in  Scotland. 
Manchester  had  a  population  of  192,408 
*'  The  amount  expended  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  in  1836,  25,669^  In  the  year  ending 
March,  1841,  33,938/.  But  this  gives  no  idea 
of  the  extent  of  the  distress.  The  rev.  Mr. 
Heame  stated  at  the  confereoce  that  in  one 
district  there  were  2,000  families  without  a  bed 
among  them,  and  8,666  persons  whose  income 
is  only  It.  2S<2.  each  per  week.  The  grocers^ 
butchers,  drapers,  &c.,  state  that  their  reoeipts 
have  fiiUen  off  40  per  cent,  within  the  last  two 
years.  The  total  number  of  patients  admitted 
into  the  dispensaries  in  the  Manchester  dis- 
trict during  the  six  years  ending  in  1835,  was 
54,000.  The  number  admitted  during  the  six 
years  of  dear  food  ending  in  1841  was  169,000, 
an  increase  of  more  than  200  per  cent.  The 
deaths  in  the  dispensaries  during  the  six  years 
of  scarcity  showed  an  increase  of  1,175  over 
the  mortality  of  the  six  years  of  comparatively 
cheap  food,  as  the  following  uble  would 
show  :— 

MANCHESTER  DISPENSARIES. 

CHEAPER   YEARS. 


CMca. 

Dealki. 

Begin.  June  1832 

—  1833 

—  1834 

—  1835 

—  1836 

—  1837 

29,893 
28,332 
23,652 
22,877 
23,262 
26,675 

987 
•     891 
680 
762 
872 
1,013 

Total  of  six ) 
cheaper  years  j 

154,692 

5,«05 

Mean   .. 

25,782 

867 

DEARER   TEARS. 


Begin.  June  1829 

—  1830 

—  1831 
— ■     1838 

—  1839 

—  1840 

Total  of  six  J 
dearer    years  j 

Mean  . . 


23,621 
27,756 
30,150 
29,158 
28,242 
30,422 


169,349 


1,074 
942 
921 
1,102 
1,190 
1,153 


6,380 


1,063 


28,225   I   .,^o 
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The  average  daily  number  of  prisoners  in  the 
I^ew  Bailey  in  1836  was  539;  the  number  has 
since  gradually  increased,  and  last  year  k  was 
729.  The  number  coiiMnitted  for  trial  in  1836 
was  1,031 :  in  1841, 1,992.  Empty  houses.^ 
5^492  untenanted  dwellings;  681  shops,  offices, 
&c. :  6,173  houses,  shops,  8cc,,  assessed  at 
76,168/. :  116  mills,  works,  &c. ;  idle,  10,926/. ; 
total,  6«<289,  87,094/.  The  steam  power  not  at 
work  is  about  1,000  horse-power,  the  yearly 
valu^  of  which  is  much  aboye  100,000/;  of  un- 
productive rateable  property." 

^  Id  Bolton,  containing  a  population  of 
aboet  50,000,  there  are  fifty  mills  usually  em- 
ployipg  8,124  work-people;  of  these  there  are 
thirty  mills  and  5,061  work-people,  either 
standing  idle  orworking  only  four  days  a-week.- 
Iron  founders,  engineers,  millwrights,  and  ma- 
chine makers. — In  1836,  the  number  employed 
wa^  2,110;  there  are  employed  at  present 
1,325;  discharged  785.  €arpenters.->-Inl836, 
the  number  employed  was  150;  at  present 
they  are  reduced  to  forty-nine,  leaving  101 
ilho  are  permanently  unemployed. — Brick- 
seiters.— In  1836,  the  num^r  employed  was 
130;  at  present  it  is  reduced  to  sixteen. 
S|on^ma^ons.---In  1836,  the  number  em- 
ployed was  150;  there  are  fifty  employed  at 
present." 

•  The  estimated  Iom  of  wages  in  Bolton 
alone  was  320,560/.  in  the  year.  What 
(ould  any  charitable  cpllectioi)  dp  toyvairds 
relieving  so  large  an  amount  of  distress  ? 
3ut  thii  had  not  come  upon  their  Lord- 
ibips  suddenly ;  it  bad  been  growing  gra- 
dually,  Tbe  spring  trade  h^  done 
wonderSi  and  vet  this  distress  existed. 
W|iat  h^d  tbey  to  loo)^  forward  tp  in  the 
winter  ?  Employment  was  out  of  the  ques- 
\lgnt  Their  Lordships  ought,  therefore, 
lo  ^e  prepared,  because  the  jocal  funds 
were  nei^jrly  exhausted.  These  were  abje- 
bpd/ed  fnen  wl)0  w^re  destitute  of  any 
legjil  ine^ps  of  suppgrt,  ai)d  the  inha- 
bitaojys  of  the  town  had  oo  possible  proyi- 
sion  for  them  during  the  wipter.  There 
was  another  statement  he  wished  to  allude 
to.  It  ba(]  been  stated  that  the  guardians 
of  tb§  unlop  of  ^urnl^y  had  represented 
^0  the  Secretary  of  State  that  the  distress 
was  far  beyond  the  reach  of  thjejr  ipeans 
of  relief ;  they  b^d  12,000  persons  on  their 
books,  9nd  mjust  leave  the  matter  in  the 
bands  of  the  Government,  for  tbey  had 
not  wherewith  to  relieve  them.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  it  appeared,  had  con. 
sidered  this  statement,  and  he  was  in- 
formed that  they  had  sent  down  a  special 
commissioner.  Sir  John  Walsham  who 
immediat.ely  applied  for  funds  to  meet  the 
prefsure  of  the  moment,  and  a  certain 
amount  had  been   already  sent.     Now, 


when  their  Lordships  reflected  that  the 
surrounding  towns  were  nearly  in  the  same 
dtate  as  Burnley,  it  certainly  was  a  state 
of  things  which  it  behoved  them  to  con- 
sider deeply.  This  occurred  in  England  ; 
in  Scotland  no  assistance  could  be  aflbrded 
to  the  able-bodied,  for  there  were  no 
workhouses.  The  same  system  bad  been 
acted  upon  there,  and  more  especially  with 
respect  to  Paisley.  For  the  last  three 
weeks,  the  poor  there  had  been  entirely 
supported  by  funds  supplied  by  Govern- 
ment. Whence  those  funds  came  he 
knew  not.  It  was  public  money,  and  he 
thought  it  was  their  Lordships*  duty  to 
Ifoow  whence  it  came.  At  Paisley  there 
was  a  commissioner-general,  a  commis- 
sioner-surgeon, and  in  short  a  regular 
establishment  under  the  control  of  the  Go- 
vernment. One  curious  circumstance  was, 
that  the  relief  committee  of  that  place, 
who  had  distributed  25,000/.  in  support- 
ing the  poor,  had  been  completely  set 
aside,  and  the  whole  thing  was  now  unider 
the  management  of  the  Government.  He 
would  now  for  a  moment  advert  to  the 
declining  state  of  trade  in  Scotland.  The 
exports  from  Dundee  had  materially  di- 
minished. From  the  year  1827  to  1834, 
omitting  the  speculating  years  of  1835  to 
1836,  the  shipments  of  linens  increased  on 
an  average  rate  29,405  pieces.  In  1837 
there  were  717,070  pieces  exported ;  there 
was  a  reduction,  in  1839,  of  19,775 
pieces;  in  1841,  a  further  reduction  of 
29,457  pieces;  and  for  the  last  eleven 
months,  ending  April,  1842,  a  still  fur- 
ther reduction  of  45,837  pieces,  about  the 
value  of  90,000/.  Of  this  deficiency  at 
least  20,000/.  consisted  of  wages.  This 
diminution  of  exports  must  press  very 
severely  upon  the  people  of  Dundee,  and 
he  wished  by  means  of  a  committee  of  in- 
quiry to  ascertain  tbe  cause.  What  was 
the  reason  our  foreign  customers  no  longer 
dealt  with  the  manufacturers  of  Dundee  ? 
That  could  be  ascertained  by  the  examina- 
tion of  persons  connected  with  those 
countries.  More  than  one-fourth  pf  the 
whole  trade  consisted  in  exports  to  the 
United  States.  Up  to  September  30, 
1841,  linens  were  admitted  free,  now  they 
paid  a  duty  of  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
and  there  was  a  bill  before  Congress  to 
raise  it  to  30  per  cent.,  with  an  additional 
10  to  countries  which  did  not  take  their 
produce.  This  blow  was  evidently  aimed 
at  our  Corn-laws.  Our  next  best  customer 
was  Brazil,  and  we  would  not  take  Bra- 
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zilian  produce,  except  at  with  an  enormous 
duty.  We  levied  63s.  per  cwt.  on  the 
sugar  of  the  Brazils.  As  soon  as  our  com- 
mercial treaty  expired,  which  they  said 
would  be  in  1 842,  though  we  contended 
it  was  not  till  1844,  they  would  retaliate 
upon  us  as  they  had  done  in  the  United 
States.  He  would  once  more  refer  to  the 
case  of  Paisley. 

"  The  gross  sum  expended  by  the  Renfrew- 
shire relief  committee,  for  procuring  food  prin- 
cipally, has  been  25,000/.  up  to  to  about  the 
Ist  instant.  This  sum  had  been  expended 
over  four,  and  for  a  short  time  five  villages 
in  the  county,  besides  the  town  of  Paisley. 
During  the  worst  of  the  distress  in  winter,  the 
sum  expended  in  food  alone  for  Paisley  was 
about  800/.  per  week,  for  the  villages  about 
100/.  per  week.  There  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  private  charity  by  persons  both  resident  and 
at  a  distance,  and  also  a  good  deal  of  provi- 
sions  distributed  which  are  not  taken  into  ac- 
count in  the  gross  sum  stated." 

It  had  been  stated  by  one  of  the  ma- 
gistrates at  Paisley,  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  Government  had  sent  down 
a  commissioner  was  that  they  thought 
the  local  authorities  had  been  rather 
too  extravagant.  But  what  had  the 
commissioner  done?  He  had  cut  off 
those  villages  from  Paisley,  and  the  con- 
sequence was,  that  in  those  places  there 
were  nearly  nine  hundred  people  going 
about  in  gangs  with  no  means  of  subsis- 
tence— all  the  local  subscriptions  having 
ceased  He  had  been  informed  that  there 
were  many  industrious  people  who  did  not 
like  being  placed  on  the  subscription  list, 
and  that  in  consequence  of  this  a  subscrip. 
tion  had  been  entered  into  for  the  purpose 
of  affording  them  temporary  sustenance 
by  way  of  loan.  5,000/.  had  been  col- 
lected for  this  purpose;  and  it  seemed 
that  the  relief  committee,  standing  in 
need  of  funds,  had  applied  to  this  other 
committee  for  a  loan  of  part  of  the  5,000/. 
1,500/.  was  lent  to  them ;  but  as  the  com- 
mittee was  now  broken  up,  of  course  this 
sum  must  be  considered  as  lost.  At  pre- 
sent these  persons  were  certainly  suppor- 
ted from  funds  derived  from  he  knew  not 
what  source.  He  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  him  some  information  on 
this  point.  He  was  aware  that  he  was 
trespassing  on  their  Lordships*  time,  but 
as  the  subject  was  one  of  great  impor- 
tance, he  felt  it  necessary  to  detain  their 
Lordships  a  little  longer,  and  to  call  their 
attention  to  a  very  important  statement. 
The  return  which  he  held  in  his  hand  of 


the  condition  of  the  township  of  Leeds 
had  been  obtained  from  persons  appointed 
to  examine  into  its  state.  It  appeared  that 
there  were  in  the 
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Is.  6^ 
la.  3^ 

S|d. 


The  average  of  the  whole  being  under 
Is.  per  week  for  each  person.  At  a  very 
recent  date  about  9,000  persops  had  less 
than  Is.  per  head  per  week  for  all  their 
wants. 

1840       1841         1842. 
The  sum  paid  to  the 

Joorin  Leeds,  in 
anuary £l,044    £1,062    £1,336 

To  other  poor  in  the 
township  of  Leeds       211  269         370 

£1,255    £1,331    £1,706 

It  thus  appeared  that  there  bad  been  an 
increase  in  the  poor  rates  of  nearly  50  per 
cent.  Nor  was  the  distress  confined  to 
one  class.  Every  trade  was  in  a  distressed 
state.  He  asked  their  Lordships  whether 
any  thing  had  been  done  towards  either 
inquiring  into  or  meeting  that  distress? 
It  had  not  come  unawares  upon  them,  for 
it  had  commenced  so  far  back  as  1 828 ; 
and  at  the  close  of  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament  he  had  taken  the  liberty  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  to  the  subject.  He  did  not  pre- 
tend to  say  that  Government  could  be  ex- 
pected to  relieve  the  distress  at  once,  be- 
cause it  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  a  tempo- 
rary distress,  but  arose  entirely  from  the 
mischievous  operation  of  their  commercial 
law.  But  what  had  been  done  since  that 
time  ?  They  had  passed  a  Corn-law,  the 
result  of  which  had  been  to  raise  the  price 
of  wheat  ds.  per  quaiter.  They  had  also 
resorted  to  an  Income-tax,  than  which 
nothing  in  his  opinion  could  be  more  ab- 
surd under  the  present  circumstances.  It 
was  admitted  that  the  means  of  the  con- 
sumer were  exhausted,  and  he  would  like 
to  know  when  they  called  on  the  people 
to  put  down  so  much  out  of  their  income, 
how  they  were  to  do  it  without  making 
matters  worse  ?    He  believed  {k^kP^jf ^^^ 
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many  in  this  country  lived  up  to  their  in- 
come ;  and  in  order  to  pay  the  tax  they 
would  have  to  reduce  their  expenses. 
Whatever  amount  they  took  in  the  shape 
of  taxation,  they  would  diminish  the 
means  of  employment,  so  that  when 
men  were  suffering  from  want  of  employ- 
ment and  from  the  want  of  means  to  pur- 
chase food,they  would  still  further  increase 
that  distress  by  taking  away  the  means 
which  would  have  otherwise  been  expended 
in  giving  employment  to  the  working 
classes.  The  next  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  the  tariff,  the  principle  of  which 
he  thought  would  puzzle  the  wisest  man. 
It  w^s  impossible  to  say  what  the  tariff 
would  be.  Various  deputations  from  the 
different  trades  had  come  to  London  for 
the  purpose  of  representing  their  cases  to 
the  Government.  He  knew  of  one  party 
who  had  been  endeavouring  to  make  what 
they  call  a  bargain,  and  who,  in  regard  to 
one  article,  had  concluded  a  bargain  on 
their  own  terms.  Look  to  the  duty  pro- 
posed on  coals.  At  first  a  four-shilling 
duty  was  proposed.  This  was  a  most  im- 
proper tax,  because  coals  were  a  manufac- 
tured article.  It  appeared,  however,  from 
representations  made,  that  the  duty  was  to 
be  reduced  to  2s.  Perhaps  it  might  yet 
be  reduced  to  Is.  He  would  be  glad  if  it 
should  be  so;  but  at  the  same  time  he 
thought  that  these  alterations  only  showed 
that  it  was  impossible  to  understand  the 
principle  on  which  the  tariff  was  framed. 
In  addition  to  this  he  looked  to  the  un- 
certainty which  prevailed  in  trade  in  con- 
sequence of  the  tariff.  Con6dence  had 
been  entirely  destioyed  throughout  the 
country,  and  it  would  take  a  long  time 
before  anything  like  certainty  could  be  es- 
tablished. It  interfered  with  the  small 
monopolies  in  trade,  with  the  monopolies 
in  such  articles  as  shoes  and  gloves ;  just 
at  the  time  when  those  trades  were  suffer- 
ing under  great  distress  it  did  this,  and 
created  a  deficiency  in  the  revenue  in  or- 
der to  keep  up  the  great  monopolies  of 
sugar  and  corn,  which,  if  not  abolished, 
would  prove  most  injurious  to  the  com- 
merce of  the  country.  On  behalf  of  the 
thousands  who  were  now  suffering  great 
distress,  he  called  on  their  Lordships  to 
grant  them  an  inquiry.  The  patience  of 
the  people  had  been  extolled,  but  not  more 
than  it  deserved.  He  had  lately  asked  a 
gentleman  connected  with  a  town  in  which 
distress  existed,  how  it  was  that  the  people 
bad   borne   their   sufferings  with   such 


patience,  for  he  thought  that  if  be  had 
seen  his  children  perishing  around  him 
from  want — if  he  had  seen  the  felon  in 
gaol  better  treated  than  the  person  willing 
to  work — sooner  than  submit  to  this,  he 
thought  he  would  have  gone  and  helped 
himself.  ILaughter.]  This  might  be  a 
laughing  matter  to  their  Lordships  com- 
fortably seated  on  these  benches,  but  it 
was  no  laughing  matter  to  those  who 
suffered  from  the  distress.  When  he 
asked  that  Gentleman  how  it  was  that 
the  people  had  been  so  patient,  he  was 
answered, — 

**  If  the  bread  had  been  taken  from  you  sud- 
denly, you  might  have  gone  and  helped  yourself; 
but  if  you  had  been  gradually  reduced  to  star- 
vation, and  weakened  from  not  getting  food 
sufficient  to  support  the  energies  of  nature, 
you  would  have  become  reckless,  and  would 
not  have  cared  to  see  your  children  perishing 
around  you/' 

Now  this,  he  believed,  was  the  truth— 
the  horrible  truth.  He  deeply  lamented 
it,  and  he  only  wished  the  committee 
which  he  intended  to  move  for  would  visit 
those  scenes  of  distress,  and  become  con- 
vinced of  the  unexaggerated  sufferings  of 
those  unfortunate  individuals.  He  would 
willingly  adopt  any  mode  of  inquiry 
which  their  Lordships  might  think  fit  to 
recommend.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  main- 
tained the  necessity  of  having  extended 
markets,  in  order  to  relieve  the  pressure 
on  the  commerce  of  this  country.  He  had 
lately  been  in  communication  with  a  per- 
son connected  with  the  American  trade, 
who  had  travelled  through  all  the  United 
States,  and  who  had  assured  him  that  the 
openings  in  that  country  for  the  manu- 
factured goods  of  England  were  quite  be- 
yond belief.  Along  the  banks  of  the 
Mississippi  and  the  Ohio  there  were  seve- 
ral states  with  an  aggregate  population,  in 
1840,  of  5,499,892.  Of  these  states  two 
grow  principally  cotton  for  the  market  of 
this  country ;  the  others  were  purely  agri- 
cultural states,  manufacturing  nothing, 
except  some  coarse  stuff,  used  for  trousers. 
The  produce  of  these  states  was  carried 
down  on  rafts  to  New  Orleans,  to  be  ex- 
changed for  manufactured  articles,  and  it 
was  here  that,  in  the  opinion  of  those 
connected  with  the  trade,  an  opening  ex- 
isted for  the  manufactures  of  this  country. 
A  great  part  of  the  produce  brought 
down  to  New  Orleans  consisted  of  flour, 
which  was  often  kept  there  until  it  turned 
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sour.     When   the   Coro  Bill  was  under  I  with  the  ortlinajy  and  recognised  mode  of 
discussion  in  that  House,  he  had  some  in-   administering    to  the   relief  of  the  dis- 


tention of  proposing  that  this  sour  flour 
should  be  admitted  into  this  country  duly 
free,  not  for  the  purpose  of  its  being 
made  into  food  for  the  people,  but  for  the 
use  of  manufacturers,  who  annually  con- 
sumed almost  a  million  of  quarters  in  the 
dressing  of  their  calicoes  and  other  arti- 
cles of  manufacture.  He  thought,  that 
this  sour  flour  would  have  answered  the 
purpose  of  the  manufacturers^  but  as  any 
alteration  made  in  the  Corn  Bill  would 
have  been  fatal  to  it,  he  knew  he  had  no* 
chance  of  succeeding  in  his  object^  and 
therefore  relinquished  his  intention.  But 
the  admission  of  oven  a  million  of  quar- 
ters of  this  sour  flour  would  be  the  com- 
mencement of  a  trade  with  the  southern 
parts  of  the  United  States.  At  present 
the  trade  there  was  principally  with  Ger- 
many and  France,  both  of  whom  could 
undersell  this  country,  and  both  of  whom 
had  more  ships  tradmg  with  that  part  of 
America  than  England  had.  He  thought 
it  would  be  of  vast  importance,  therefore, 
to  establish  a  trade  of  this  sort.  It  would 
be  the  surest  guarantee  of  peace  between 
the  two  countries.  All  he  asked  them  to 
do  was,  to  relieve  this  country  from  the 
pressure  of  selfish  imposition,  and  to  free 
honest  industry  from  the  fetters  restricting 
it.  The  people  did  not  ask  for  charity — 
they  sought  to  be  allowed  to  carry  their 
labofur  to  the  best  market ;  and  he  thought 
their  Lordships  could  not  refuse  them 
their  request,  without  incurring  a  fearful 
responsibility.  He  felt  sorry  at  having 
detained  their  Lordships  so  long,  bat  he 
would  now  conclude  by  moving  that  a 
select  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  cause  of  the  present  general  dis- 
tress. 

The  Duke  of  WeUingtan  had  no  inten- 
tion to  follow  the  noble  Lord  through  all 
the  details  of  his  speech.  The  noble  Lord 
had  dwelt  at  considerable  length  on  the 
distress  etistiog  in  the  country.  No  one 
doubted  the  existence  of  suc4i  distress, 
particularly  in  the  manufacturing  districts. 
He  objected  in  some  degree  to  the  ob- 
servations  which  the  noble  Lord  made  in 
the  early  part  of  his  speech,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  measures  which  her  Majesty's 
Government  had  thought  proper  to  adopt 
with  the  view  of  relieving  the  distress  at 
present  prevailing  in  the  country.  He 
was  ready  to  admit,  that  it  was  not  ex- 
actly consistent  with  principle  to  interfere 


tressed — to  send  down  to  any  particular 
district  pecuniary  assistance;  although  he 
was  prepared  to  allow  that  such  a  prac- 
tice would  be  attended  with  injurious  con- 
sequences if  frequently  had  riecourse  to ; 
still  it  must  be  remembered,  that  the  mode 
of  relief  had  been  adopted  at  different 
times  under  special  circumstances.  The 
law  recognised  the  principle,  although  it 
fixed  on  particular  localities  the  neces*> 
siiy  of  providing  for  the  distressed  residing 
wkhin  particular  districts ;  but  should 
these  localities  be  unable  to  relieve  the 
distress  which  prevails,  then  it  was  the 
duty  of  other  parts  of  the  country  to  come 
forward  for  that  purpose.  In  Scotland, 
as  truly  stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
relief  aflbrded  by  the  levy  of  rates  was  not 
so  extensive  as  it  was  in  this  country; 
therefore  a  large  subscription  was  raised 
in  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  admi- 
nistering to  the  wants  and  necessities  of  a 
portion  of  the  population  of  that  country. 
As  the  fund  which  had  been  raised  was 
nearly  exhsusted,  the  Government  thought 
it  prudent  to  adopt  other  measures  to  ex- 
tend relief  to  the  country.  Their  Lordships 
should  remember  that  Scotland  was  not  the 
only  part  of  the  country  whSeh  required 
relief.  With  the  object  of  alleviating 
the  distress^  her  Majesty's  Government 
had  suggested,  that  a  letter  should  be 
written  by  her  Majesty  to  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury^  which  was  to  be  read  in 
every  church,  calling  upon  the  benevolent 
and  charitable  to  come  forward  lo  the  re- 
lief of  the  distress  prevailing  in  every  part 
of  the  country.  He  thought,  that  the  no- 
ble Lord  had  approved  on  a  former  occa- 
sion of  that  appeal.  The  noble  Lord  now 
objected  to  it>  and  for  what  reason  ?  Be- 
cause the  letter  was  confined  to  the  Arch- 
bishops, Bishops,  and  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England.  The  noble  Lord  thought,  that 
other  congregations  not  in  connexion  with 
the  national  establishment,  ought  to  have 
been  called  upon  to  raise  subscriptions  lor 
the  relief  of  the  country.  The  noble  Lord 
complained  of  the  improper  influence  which 
he  said  had  been  used.  He  was  not  aware, 
that  it  had  been  customary  for  her  Majesty 
to  adopt  any  other  mode  of  calling  upon 
her  subjects  to  relieve  the  distress  of  the 
country  under  circumstances  like  those  at 
present  existing.  On  a  former  occasion, 
her  Mi^esty  had  herself  aubscribed  Imnd- 
somely,  thus  (giving  an  example  to  her 
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loyal  subjects,  which  he  hoped  would  he 
liberally  folfowed.  He  did  not  think,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  any  right  to  oom plain 
of  any  un^e  influence  having  been  used. 
If  such  a  iriode  of  procedure  was  necessary 
— if  relief  was  to  be  obtained  by  voluntary 
subscriptbns,  it  could  only  be  effected  in 
the  manier  recommended  by  the  Oovero- 
ment.  The  present  state  of  distress  was 
admitted  by  the  Members  of  both  Houses 
of  Pa^iatnent.  The  noble  Lord  said  he 
wanted  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the 
oausiB  of  that  distress — a  committee  be- 
fore ^hich  he  wishes  to  submit  his  calcu- 
lati^ns  and  documents.  It  was  the  usual 
practice,  when  a  noble  Lord  moved  for  a 
Goomittee,  to  state  for  what  objeot  that 
CQhiimittee  was  to  be  constituted,  and  what 
ftcts  it  was  to  inquire  into.  It  appeared, 
h>wever,  that  the  noble  Lord  merely 
ivished  fbr  the  committee,  for  the  purpose 
of  laying  before  it  his  calculations  and 
schemes  with  the  view  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Oom-law — that  Cern-law  which  their 
Lordships  had  only  recently  passed  through 
Parliament.  He  submitted  to  their  Lord- 
ships, that  if  that  law  was  to  be  repealed, 
the  noble  Lord  ought  to  introduce  a  bill 
for  that  purpose  ;  but  he  entreated  their 
Lordships  not  to  consent  to  a  committee 
which  would  sit  day  after  day  to  examine 
into  the  noble  Lord's  oalculationa  and 
theories,  with  no  other  object  in  view  but 
to  alter  or  repeal  the  Corn-law,  which  had 
so  recently  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  country.  If  that  law 
was  to  be  repealed,  their  Lordships  ought 
to  have  a  full  and  fair  discussion  of  the 
whole  subject.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  rerase  their  assent  to  a  committee, 
the  only  effect  of  which  would  be  to  ex- 
cite the  country  on  the  subject  of  the 
Corn-laws.  The  noble  Lord  had  blamed 
the  Government  for  not  having  attended 
to  the  subject  beforet-*for  not  endeavour- 
ing to  relieve  the  distress  in  the  country. 
When  did  the  present  Qovernment  take 
possession  of  office?  They  came  into 
power  at  the  beginning  of  Septeml>er. 
Since  they  had  been  in  office,  they  had 
passed  many  measures  of  great  import- 
ance and  benefit  to  the  country.  He 
vrould  refer  to  some  of  the  measures  of  the 
Oovernment,  with  the  view  of  establishing 
that  they  had  not  been  unmindful  of  the 
interests  of  the  country.  He  would  recite 
a  few  of  the  measures  which  this  House 
bad  adopted,  and  which  the  oth^r  House 
of  Paitiament  had  passed;  and  wbieh  bad 


become  law,  and  then  he  would  ask,  whe- 
ther it  was  fair  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  come  down  to  that  House,  and 
bring  forward  such  a  motion,  based  upon 
such  inconclusive  arguments,  and  then  to 
tell  their  Lordships,  that  he  was  not  influ- 
enced by  party  feelings?  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  he  found  fault  with  no  other 
measure  of  the  Government  except  that 
which  related  to  the  Corn-laws.  He  would 
remind  the  House  of  a  measure  which  had 
passed  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
which  would  shortly  be  under  discussion 
in  that  House —  a  measure  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  removing  the  financial  difficuU 
ties  with  which  the  country  hsd  been  in- 
volved. That  measure  would  also  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  the  finances,  and 
raising  the  credit  of  the  country — of  ena- 
bling the  country  to  pay  the  interest  of  the 
national  debt.  It  was  his  hope,  that  the 
measure  would  restore  the  finances  of  the 
country,  and  place  them  on  that  basis 
upon  which  they  ought  always  to  stand. 
The  measure  would  also  have  a  beneficial 
effect  upon  the  commerce  of  the  country, 
and  thus  establish  the  public  credit.  He 
anticipated  the  most  happy  results  from 
the  measure  to  which  he  referred,  not  only 
upon  the  commerce  and  trade,  but  upon 
ail  the  great  interests  of  the  country.  The 
sum  which  would  be  obtained  by  the  pro- 
posed Income-tax  would  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  repeal  many  taxes  on  articles 
of  general  consumption.  It  also  would 
give  the  Government  the  power  of  repeal- 
ing the  duties  on  the  raw  material  of  ma< 
nufkcture,  and  in  this  way  the  manufac- 
turer, and  the  manufacturing  interest, 
generally,  would  be  considerably  benefit- 
ted. The  noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  but 
little  benefit  would  accrue  to  the  country 
from  the  proposed  tariff.  He  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  to  consult  with  his  friends 
before  he  made  such  an  assertion.  The 
eff(^t  of  the  tariff  would  be  to  improve  to 
a  vast  extent  the  commerce  and  trade. 
But  that  was  not  all.  The  noble  Lord 
stated  truly,  that  the  evils  suffered  by  the 
manufacturers,  and  by  the  people  gene- 
rally, was  to  be  traced  to  the  pressure  on 
the  commerce  of  this  country.  The  noble 
Lord  said  we  wanted  an  eihended  market ; 
our  distressed  condition  was  owing  to 
>  that,  and  to  nothing  else.  The  alteration 
proposed  in  the  tariff  would  enable  the 
British  merchant  to  bring  many  articles 
into  the  market  whkh  were  formerly 
prohibited.    The  duties  en  these  articles 
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were  to  be  generally  reduced,  and  con- 
quently  the  consumption  would  be  greatly 
increased.     He  maintained,  that  if  these 
effects  were  to  follow   the  operation  of 
the  tariff,  then  he  was  justified  in  asserting 
that  considerable  relief  would  be  afforded 
to  the  manufacturers,  and  to  the  consumers 
generally.     At  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  Her  Majesty  had  declared,  in  the 
speech  from  the  throne,  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  engaged  in  negotiating  certain 
treaties  of  commerce  with  other  countries, 
with  the  view  of  relieving  the  commercial 
distress  existing  at  home.     The  Govern- 
ment had  been  anxiously  engaged  in  these 
negotiations,  and  it  was  hoped  that  in  the 
course  of  time  they  would  be  definitely 
settled,  and  that  the  good  which  was  ex- 
pected from  them  would  be  fully  realized. 
Independently  of  the  treatise  to  which  he 
had  referred,  the  Government  had  been 
exerting  its  efforts  with  the  object  of  pro- 
moting peace,  and  by  so  doing  to  extend 
the  commerce  of  this  country  with  other 
nations.    Before  the  present  Government 
came  into  office,  peace  had  been,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  restored  in  the  Levant.    Peace 
was  now  entirely  established  in  that  quar- 
ter.   Peace  had  also  been  established  in 
Spain,  in  Portugal,  and  in  those  parts  of 
Asia  under  the  government  of  this  country 
as  well  as  in  central  Asia.   He  entertained 
sanguine  hopes  that  pacific  relations  with 
the  Chinese  empire  would  before  long  be 
restored.    Attempts  had  also  been  made, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  turn  out  suc- 
cessful, to  settle  those  questions  of  differ- 
ence which  had  so  long  existed  between 
England  and  the  United  States  of  America 
and  Canada.    All  these  subjects  had  been 
the  subject  of  negotiation  during  the  few 
months  the  Government  had  been  in  office, 
all  of  which  measures    must   eventually 
tend  to  improve  the  manufacturing  and 
general    interest   of   the    country.      He 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  might  have 
considered  these  points,  and  have  waited 
for  a  short  period  to  see  the  effects  of  this 
measure  before  he  moved  for  a  committee 
to  inquire  into  the  existence  of  public  dis- 
tress*   Were  that  motion  agreed  to,  the 
effect  would  be,   that  great   discontent 
would  be  excit^  throughout  the  country ; 
one  part  of   the   community  would  be 
arrayed  against  the  other,  and  the  most 
melancholy  results  would  ensue.  The  only 
object  which  the  noble  Lord  appeared  to 
have  in  view  was  to  obtain  a  repeal  of  the 
present  Corn-law.    The  speech  which  the 


noble  Lord  made  would  have  done  to  pre- 
face a  motion  for  the  total  repeal  of  all 
laws  relating  to  corn.  He  agun  asserted, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  obtained  his  com- 
mittee, and  if  that  committee  sat  day  after 
day,  it  would  give  rise  to  great  excitement 
in  the  country,  and  thus  obstacles  would 
be  thrown  in  the  way  of  fully  legislating 
on  those  measures  which  the  Government 
considered  it  necessary  to  introduce  in  the 
present  state  of  the  country.  He  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  rrfuse  their  assent 
to  the  motion,  the  only  object  of  which 
was  to  effect  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-lavs. 

The  Earl  of  Radnw  thought  the  aoble 
Duke  had  not  acted  fairly  towards  the 
noble  Lord  in  putting  words  into  his  moitb 
which  he  had  not  given  utterance  to  in  ibe 
course  of  his  speech  that  evening.  Tie 
noble  Duke  maintained  that  the  nob\e 
Lord  had  no  other  object  in  view  than  a 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  The  noble  Lord 
had  not  made  any  reference  to  that  subject* 
["Yes."]  He  did  not  think  the  Corn-law 
was  mentioned.  The  noble  Lord,  consider- 
ing the  present  amount  of  distress  in  the 
country,  thought  that  an  inquiry  was 
necessary  with  a  view  to  its  relief.  The 
noble  Duke  might  consider  that  the  dis- 
tress arose  from  the  Corn-laws,  but  that 
was  not  the  question  before  the  House. 
The  question  was  one  merely  of  distress. 
His  noble  Friend  had  satisfactorily  es- 
tablished the  existence  of  great  distress; 
he  had  presented  to  the  House  a  number 
of  facts  which  clearly  established  the  ne. 
cessity  of  immediate  and  full  inquirv. 
An  allusion  had  been  made  by  his  noble 
Friend  to  a  letter  which  had  recently  been 
issued  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
and  through  him  to  the  clergy  of  the 
establishment.  His  noble  Friend  con- 
sidered that  the  measures  resorted  to  by 
the  Government  would  not  prove  adequate 
to  the  relief  of  the  distressed  condition  of 
the  country.  The  noble  Duke  asserted 
that  his  noble  Friend  wished  to  obtain  a 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  Should  his  noble 
Friend  obtain  a  committee,  and  it  was 
established  that  the  Com-laws  were  the 
cause  of  the  present  distress,  then  he  (the 
Earl  of  Radnor)  thought  that  the  noble 
Duke  himself  would  not  refuse  to  vote  in 
favour  of  the  repeal.  The  noble  Duke 
considered  the  Corn-laws  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  distress  prevailing  in  the 
country.  When  the  former  Corn-law  was 
under  discussion  the  noble  Duke  had 
eulogized  it;  now  tljc^^ol^g^jljgf^ad 
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repealed  that  law,  and  had  substituted  a 
new  one  in  its  place.  The  new  Corn-law 
afforded  no  relief  to  the  country.  No 
foreign  corn  had  been  introduced;  and, 
in  fact,  the  law  which  had  recently  passed 
was  more  efficient  than  the  old  one  in 
keeping  out  of  the  market  foreign  corn. 
The  noble  Duke  has  referred  to  the  exer- 
tions of  the  present  Government  in  es- 
tablishing peace  in  different  parts  of  the 
world  since  their  accession  to  office.  He 
believed  it  was  pretty  generally  understood 
that  this  country  was  at  peace  before  the 
noble  Duke  came  into  office,  and  therefore 
he  did  not  feel  disposed  to  give  much 
credit  to  the  present  advisers  of  the  Crown 
for  the  friendly  relations  which  were  main- 
tained between  this  country  and  foreign 
states.  Nevertheless,  he  was  most  happy 
to  hear  now,  as  he  should  be  at  any  time, 
that  peace  prevailed  in  Spain  and  Por- 
tugal ;  but,  as  he  before  said,  that  peace 
was  as  perfect  during  the  rule  of  the  late 
Government  as  during  the  rule  of  the 
present.  It  happened»  however,  that 
amongst  the  beneficial  results  which  the 
present  Administration  took  credit  to 
themselves  for  having  produced,  there  was 
one  which  had  not  yet  been  brought 
about, — there  had  not  yet  been  any  allevi- 
ation of  the  distress  of  the  people.  The 
distresses  of  the  country  had  gone  on  in- 
creasing for  the  last  four  years,  and  espe- 
cially during  the  last  nine  months.  He 
should  not  stop  to  inquire  whether  these 
distresses  were  owing  to  the  Corn-laws,  or 
whether  they  had  their  origin  in  any  other 
source.  The  noble  Duke  told  them  to 
wait  with  patience  till  they  saw  the  effect 
of  the  measures  which  were  now  before 
Parliament ;  but  that,  he  could  not  help 
saying,  was  only  poor  consolation  to  people 
who  were  endeavouring  to  live  upon  8|d. 
or  Bid  a  week.  His  noble  Friend  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
sufferings  of  those  unfortunate  persons, 
and  though  his  doing  so  might  be  attended 
with  no  immediate  or  substantial  advan- 
tage, yet  it  would  be  some  consolation  to 
them  to  know,  that  their  condition  was 
not  disregarded  by  either  branch  of  the 
Legislature.  It  would  be  some  consola- 
tion to  them  to  know,  that  their  Lord- 
ships had  taken  the  trouble  to  inquire 
into  their  condition,  and  had  evinced 
towards  them  something  like  commisera^ 
tion  and  sympathy.  He  knew  enoueh  of 
the  people  to  know,  that  they  placed  but 
little  reliance  upon  anything  which  they 


thought  to  be  a  crotchet.  Amongst  the 
things  called  crotchet,  he  believed,  that 
many  were  not  indisposed  to  include  some 
of  the  most  favoured  measures  of  the  pre- 
sent Administration.  Many  amongst  the 
people  believed,  that  the  design  of  the 
present  Government  was  to  set  one  class 
against  another ;  and  in  connexion  with 
this  part  of  the  subject,  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say,  that  he  thought  the  remarks  of  the 
Duke  opposite  were  not  well-timed,  and 
would  not  be  received  favourably  bv  the 
people  at  large.  Noble  Lords  might  think, 
that  the  agricultural  interest  endured  at 
present  a  considerable  degree  of  suffering, 
but  he  had  no  doubt,  that  the  measures  of 
her  Majesty's  Government  would  react 
upon  them,  and,  without  producing  so 
much  benefit  to  the  commercial  and  ma- 
nufacturing interests  as  they  anticipated, 
would  yet  not  serve  the  agriculturists  even 
to  the  extent  intended.  He  should  cer- 
tainly vote  for  the  motion  of  his  noble 
Friend,  for  he  desired  to  give  to  the  peo- 
ple at  least  that  consolation  and  comfort 
which  the  adoption  of  such  a  motion 
might  be  expected  to  produce. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  had  never 
said,  that  peace,  did  not  exist  before  the 
present  Government  came  into  office  I 
what  he  said  was,  that  peace  had  been 
made  previously,  but  it  had  been  consoli- 
dated since  the  resignation  of  the  late 
Government.  It  was  quite  evident,  that 
the  object  of  the  noble  Lord's  motion,  was 
a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  It  was  not 
enough  for  the  noble  Lord  to  misrepresent 
him,  but  he  appeared  to  wish  to  misrepre- 
sent his  own  noble  Friend  near  him. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  the  noble  Duke,  he 
had  a  great  respect  for  him,  but  surely  it 
could  not  be  doubted,  that  the  object  of 
the  noble  Duke  was,  to  show  that  the 
measures  of  the  Government  would  re- 
lieve the  distresses  of  the  people. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  nad  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  speech  of  his 
noble  Friend,  and  he  certainly  must  be 
allowed  to  say,  that  he  thought  the  whole 
gist  of  his  arguments  was  directed  against 
the  Corn-laws.  When  his  noble  Friend 
came  to  speak  of  the  geography  of  the 
United  States,  he  told  the  House,  that 
there  were  districts  in  America  which 
yielded  great  quantities  of  corn,  cattle, 
butter,  cheese,  and  other  agricultural  pro- 
ducts. These  the  Americans,  he  told 
them,  would  willingly  send  to  this  ooui^ 
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try,  and  would  receive  oor  manufactured 
articles  in  exchange.  Surely  his  noble 
Friend  could  mean  nothing  else  by  a  clap- 
trap of  this  description — surely  be  could 
intend  nothing  but  to  effect  a  repeal  of 
the  Corn-laws.  He  need  hardly  remind 
that  House,  that  such  a  measure  must  be 
regarded  as  a  great  and  importaot  change, 
and  he  was  sure  there  were  no  reflecting 
men  in  the  country,  who  could  regard  ex- 
tensife  change  with  any  other  feelings 
than  those  of  alarm.  He  felt  for  his  fel- 
low-creatures as  much  as  any  man,  and 
he  should  be  as  anxious  as  any  noble 
Lord  then  present,  to  agree  to  any  motion 
ealealated  to  afibrd  them  substantial  ad- 
vantage or  even  temporary  consolation, 
but,  he  confessed  his  total  unwillingness  to 
a^ree  to  the  appointment  of  a  committee, 
unless  he  saw  his  way  as  to  what  would  be 
the  probable  result  of  the  labours  of  such 
a  body.  So  far  from  alleviating,  it  would 
aggravate  the  distress  of  the  people  if  the 
House  were,  without  clearly  seeing  its 
way  through  some  plan  of  operating,  to 
appoint  a  committee  such  as  that  which 
his  noble  Friend  desired.  They  might  be 
told  that,  his  noble  Friend  did  not  con- 
template a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws ;  but 
no  one,  who  observed  htm  during  the 
present  discussions  could  for  a  moment 
doubt  that  he  was  a  most  enthusiastic 
repealer  of  the  Oorn-laws,  and  for  that, 
amongst  other  reasons,  he  should  strenu- 
ously oppose  the  proposition  which  the 
Hous«  now  had  under  its  consideration. 
The  noble  £arl,  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House,  appeared  strongly  to  censure 
the  conduct  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
in  sending  down  some  damaged  stores  to 
Paisley.  The  noble  Earl  might  think 
thai  wrong,  but  the  people  of  England 
would  think,  that  the  Government  were 
perfectly  justified  in  the  course  which 
they  had  taken.  Did  any  one  suppose, 
that  the  responsible  advisers  of  the  Crown 
would  be  doing  wisely  or  well,  if  they 
allowed  the  people  of  Paisley  to  starve  on, 
till  a  motion  could  be  brought  before 
Parliament  for  money  wherewith  to  relieve 
them?  His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Mont- 
eagle)  would  recollect  when  he  filled  the 
office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  larger  charges  of  a  similar  kind  were 
incurred  for  the  purpose  of  giving  relief 
to  sttfieriog  portions  of  the  people — that 
considerable  efforts  had  been  made  by  the 
Executive  Government  when  his  noble 
Friend  was  ia  office  for  the  purpose  of 


relieving  the  starving  Irish.  He  did  not 
forget  that,  with  reference  to  the  relief 
sent  to  Paisley,  it  had  been  made  a 
matter  of  complaint,  that  the  stores  which 
the  Government  sent  down  were  not 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  local  com- 
mittees, but  intrnsted  to  the  commissaries 
appointed  by  the  Government.  He  was 
clearly  convinced  that  that  was  the  proper 
course,  and  he  entertained  no  doubt  that 
the  House  generally  were  of  the  same 
opinion.  The  noble  Lord  had  entered  into 
several  calculations  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  the  consumption  of  wheat 
had  diminished  during  the  last  three  or 
four  years;  but  the  House  would  re- 
collect that  the  manner  of  taking  the 
averages  had  the  effect  of  showing  the 
quantities  sold^  not  the  quantities  actually 
consumed.  His  noble  Friend  had  said 
that  the  farmers  of  England  were  in  the 
habit  of  making  false  returns — he  dkl  not 
think  the  farmers  of  England  were  capable 
of  anything  of  the  sort ;  so  far  from  their 
making  false  returns,  they  did  not  make 
any  returns  at  all — it  was  the  buyers  who 
made  the  returns.  But  there  was  one 
part  of  the  calculations  of  his  noble  Friend 
which  he  did  not  undertftand.  He  had 
taken  the  155  towns,  on  the  returns  from 
which  the  averages  were  founded,  and  he 
multiplied  them  by  five;  why  he  should 
have  made  that  multiplication  he  pro- 
fessed himself  utterly  unable  to  compre- 
hend. He  did  not  attribute  any  motives 
to  the  noble  Lord,  but  he  could  not 
refrain  from  saying  that  he  had  permitted 
himself  to  be  made  the  tool  of  the  Anti- 
Corn-law  League. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  observed, 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  founded  his 
calculations  upon  those  of  Mr.  Tooke,  an 
authority  which  the  House  would  not  be 
disposed  to  question.  He  thought  it  would 
be  most  unjust  to  set  aside  the  motion  of 
his  noble  Friend  merely  because  it  was 
supposed  that  the  inquiry  in  which  he 
intended  to  engage  would  develope  facts 
calculated  to  show  the  working^  of  the 
Corn-laws.  If  his  noble  Friend  resolved 
to  divide  the  House  on  the  question  he 
should  certainly  vote  with  him;  but  he 
must  at  the  same  time  be  alk>wed  to  say, 
that  he  would  rather  not  give  such  a  vote, 
and  for  this  amongst  other  reasons — that 
the  inquiries  of  the  proposed  committee 
would  embrace  a  larger  field  than  ap- 
peared to  him  expedient  at  the  present 
moment.  digitized  by  i^OOglC 
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Lord  fr(?s^et7isaid,  that  after  twenty-six 
years  of  peace  it  was  most  extraordinary 
that  the  responsible  advisers  of  the  Grown 
should  find  it  necessary  to  have  recourse 
to  such  measures  as  were  at  present  before 
Parliament,  and  lie  therefore  hoped  that 
some  inquiry  would  be  instituted  into  the 
state  of  the  country.  He,  nevertheless, 
thought  that  this  was  not  the  proper  time 
for  entering  into  such  an  inquiry,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  oppose  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Mover. 

Lord  Monteagle  was  quite  ready  to  con- 
firm the  statements  of  the  noble  Duke 
with  respect  to  the  course  pursued  by  the 
late  Government  in  relieving  the  distress 
of  the  people.  The  late  Government  not 
only  sent  relief  without  Parliamentary  au- 
thority, but  intrusted  the  administration 
of  that  relief,  not  to  the  local  authorities, 
but  to  persons  of  their  own  appointment. 
In  those  respects,  therefore,  the  conduct  of 
both  Governments  was  alike,  and  this  he 
conceived  to  be  not  open  to  any  constitu- 
tional objection  ;  for  there  always  remained 
an  unappropriated  sum  to  meet  contin- 
gencies, and  respecting  that  sum  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment possessed  a  discretionary  power. 
He  was  bound  to  add,  that  if  his  noble 
Friend  pressed  his  motion  to  a  division, 
he  must  vote  with  him;  but  he  hoped 
that  no  such  disagreeable  necessity  would 
arise. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  observed^  that 
on  the  other  side  it  had  been  said,  that  the 
people  had  asked  for  bread,  and  that  a 
stone  had  been  given  them,  and  that  that 
stone  was  the  Corn-law.  In  the  same 
breath  they  were  told,  that  they  ought  to 
grant  a  committee  of  inquiry  into  the 
general  state  of  the  nation.  Now  what 
could  that  mean,  but  that  they  were  to 
grant  a  committee  (or  the  purpose  of  pro- 
ducing a  report  adverse  to  the  Corn-laws  ? 
He  wished  to  state  more  distinctly  what 
he  previously  said.  He  stated  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  charge  a  Government  with 
doing  nothing  when,  after  proposing  se- 
veral measures,  he  called  upon  the  House ' 
to  have  patience  and  wait  the  results. 

Lord  Monteagle  wished,  in  addition  to 
what  he  had  previously  said,  to  state  that 
there  were  many  cases  in  which  the  Exe« 
cutiye  might  meet  a  temporary  distress  of  ^ 
the  severest  kind  by  granting  relief  from 
the  funds  at  their  disposal,  and  experi- ' 
ence  had  proved  that  their  doin^^  so  in  an 
unostenttttious  way  produced  results  far 


n^ore  bienefipial  than  cou14  be  expected 
from  any  motion  naade  publicly  ip  either 
House  of  Parliament,  the  notoriety  neces- 
s£)rily  fittepdant  on  w^^lch  baviqg  ^Iwfiys 
the  effect  of  exciting  expectations  caleu- 
lated  to  aggravate  that  evil  which  it  should 
be  ti^e  object  of  the  Legisljitq^^i  nfid  the 
Government  to  alleviate. 

Lord  Kinnaird  denied,  that  he  had  any 
intention  of  rendering  the  committee  sub- 
servient to  any  inquiry  into  theOorn-laws. 
He  would  beg  leave  to  withdraw  his 
motion. 

Lord  Fitzgerald  complained,  that  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  should 
have  given  rise  to  a  discussion  in  all 
respects  so  unsatisfactory.  The  noble  Lord 
opened  the  discussion  with  an  inconclu- 
sive speech,  full  of  un authenticated  state- 
ments and  inaccurate  calculations,  and  he 
could  not  help  feeling  surprise  that  a  noble 
Lord  so  intimately  connected  with  Scot- 
land should  have  thought  it  extraordinary 
that  the  Queen's  letter,  to  which  reference 
had  been  made,  was  not  addressed  to  any 
but  the  Prelates  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. He  should  have  known  that  the 
organ  of  communication  between  the  Crown 
and  the  Church  of  Scotland  was  the  Lord 
High  Commissioner.  The  letter  of  the 
Queen  to  the  English  Prelates  was  not  a 
^ggin^  applteation,  but  an  order  from  the 
head  of  the  Church  to  the  dignitaries  of 
that  establishment. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Their  Lordships  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Fri4ay,JuH0  3,lM^. 

MmoTas.]      Bills.     PttMc.— Aporletf.  —  Ineumbntt 


3*    aod  pesMd ;— Law  of  Evideoee  ImpDwremcpt. 
Prlvate.'^l*'     Liverpool  Borough  Court;    Burntisland 
and  Oraaton  Pier  and  Farry. 

S*-  Caiuin'a  Eitata :  aerlvowaU  Jmprffjmafiat ;  Ro^. 
ma's  Naturalisation;  Lesbaieitlc's  NatundisatioD)  Ver- 
coniu's  Naturalisation. 

.  B*perUd.-^Tfm  Ffaberits;  Warwick  and  Tieainingtai 
Union  Railway  Ofwcially) ;  Yate  Inclaauie;  N/bw  Cm 
Roads;  Binolngham  and  Liverpool  Junction  Canal; 
Stockton  and  Hartlepool  Railway  (spe<haUy) ;  Liverpool 
InpVDvemoit  (spatially). 

3*-  and  passed  :-^ir  F.  BathurstTs  Estate ;  Sauodcn&ot 
Harbour :  South  Metropolitan  Gas ;  Liverpool  Health  of 
Town  and  Buildings'  Regulation. 
OMMplifeiL^Aiutiiaa  and  New  2calaD<, 

P^TiTfONs  PRia»NT^j>.  By  Lord  Kepyon^  train  Peckham^ 
and  Bristol,  for  the  Exclusion  of  Roman  CathoHcs  ficoin 
Parttament— From  Colaton.  Rowleigfa,  AhbeydMs.  Slaii- 
liur%  La^anaiton,  Kam^,  limg^og,  S^Uay»  BL. 
Keremei  King's  Lynn,  and  other  plaoss,  against  any  ftit< 
tfaer  Grant  to  Maynooth  College.— From  several  Parishea 
of  Norwieh,  te  laquiiing  into  Ihe  floursa  of  Kdnration 
puxiuad  at  May^ioQitb  CftUegB.-rVmpi  ^  ]?ta«M^' 
llecbaows  lostitutioD,  that  lucfai  loftitutiani  may  Ik  Hi* 
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empted  ftom  the  Payment  of  Rates  and  Tazes.^By  Earl 
Staohope,  from  Oldham.  Middleton,  Elton,  Kettlnhalme, 
Rainou,  BunUey*  Bladcbiini,  and  Aihtoivimder-Lyne, 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Pocn-law  Amendment  Aet.— By 
the  Earl  of  Ros^bcrry,  from  East  Dereham,  against  the 
Property  Taz.^By  the  Bishop  of  London,  from  Clergy- 
wm  in  the  West  Riding  of  York,  for  a  LimiUtion  of 
the  Hours  of  Labour  of  Children  in  Factories.— From 
the  BMt-India  Committee  of  the  Colonial  Society,  for 
the  Productian  of  Aq^eri  esplanatory  of  the  Policy  pur- 
sued towards  Afl^banistan. 

Affohanistan — Indian  Affairs.] 
Lord  Beaumont  rose,  pursuant  to  the  no- 
tice he  had  given,  to  present  a  petition 
from  the  East-India  Committee  of  the  Co- 
lonial Society^  the  object  of  which  was  the 
production  of  documents  regarding  the 
origin  of  the  war  in  AfTghanistan.  In 
laying  this  petition  before  their  Lordships, 
it  was  his  intention  to  confine  himself  as 
closely  as  possible  to  the  motives  which 
had  induced  the  petitioners  to  approach 
their  Lordships  House^  and  the  grounds 
on  which  they  founded  the  prayer  of  their 
petition.  The  petitioners  had  applied 
their  minds  to  the  study  of  that  portion  of 
our  policy  in  Central  Asia,  which  affected 
our  possessions  in  India,  and  they  had 
observed  with  painful  interest  the  gradual 
decline  of  British  influence  and  a  corres- 
ponding increase  of  Russian  authority  in 
those  great  Mahomedan  nations  which  in- 
tervene and  form  the  main  barriers  be- 
tween the  territories  of  the  East-India 
Company  and  our  ambitious  rival  of  the 
North.  Taking  a  retrospective  view  of 
events  in  those  countries,  they  had  wit- 
nessed a  war  between  Persia  and  Russia 
by  which  the  former  country  had  been  so 
exhausted  of  treasure  and  weakened  by 
defeat,  that  on  peace  being  concluded, 
she  abandoned  the  defence  of  her  north- 
western frontier,  and  relied  on  the  forbear- 
ance of  her  late  enemy  rather  than  on  her 
alliance  with  England  for  the  maintenance 
of  her  position  amongst  the  nations  of 
Asia.  Following  up  by  able  diplomacy 
what  they  had  effected  by  open  violence, 
the  Court  of  St.  Petersburg  attained  such 
an  ascendancy  in  the  councils  of  Teheran, 
that  under  the  direction  of  Russia  the 
Shah  turned  his  views  from  the  military 
organization  of  his  western  provinces  to 
territorial  aggrandizement  on  his  Eastern 
frontier.  Next  in  the  course  of  events 
happened  the  war  between  Turkey  and 
Russia;  which  war,  after  two  well-fought 
campaigns,  terminated  in  the  treaty  of 
Adrianople,  the  date,  from  which  English 
ascendency  ceases,  and  Russian  influence 
becomes  paramount  in  the  Ottoman  em- 
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pire.    Thus  were  two  of  the  three  great 
Mahomedan  nations  which  intervene  be- 
tween India  and  Russia  subdued  to  the 
power  of  the  latter,  and  made  subserfient 
to  her  ambition.     A  third,  the  last  barrier 
and  defence  of  our  Asiatic  possessions  re- 
mained.   Though  the  Caspian  had    be- 
come like  the  Black  Sea,  a  Russian  lake  ; 
though  the  Persian  flag  was  swept  from 
its  waters— though  in  Constantinople  and 
Teheran  the  councils  of  Russia  were  pre- 
dominant, a  brave  and  independent  people 
still  existed  on  the  site  of  the  ancient 
Doorannee  empire.    That  people,  though 
nominally  divided  into  distinct  principa- 
lities, were  one  in  feeling,  in  religion,  and 
in  habits.     Herat,  Candahar,  Cabul  and 
Peshawur  might  be  called  separate  powers, 
but  the  bond  of  religion  was  so  strong 
that  an  attack  on  the  one  was  considered 
as  an  offence  against  all,  and  a  Seik  army 
could  not  pass  the  frontier  without  excit- 
ing the  Mahomedan  enthusiasm  of  the  en- 
tire nation.     Russia  ever  busy  in  pursuit 
of  its  ambitious  designs,  revived  an  obse- 
lete  claim  on  the  part  of  Persia  to  a  por- 
tion of  the  Affghan  country,  and  in  spite 
of  the  remonstrances  of  England  induced 
the  Shah  to  undertake  the  siege  of  Herat. 
Beneath  the  walls  of  Herat  the  nucleus  of 
an  invasive  army  was  formed,  and  Russian 
oflBcers  succeeded  to  the  posts  formerly 
occupied  by  Englishmen.    Herat  repulsed 
the  army  of  Persia,  but  such  was  the  in- 
fluence of  Russia,  that  Count  Simonich 
prevailed  on  the  Shah  to  return  to  the 
siege.  Our  hopes  were  now  in  the  Affghan 
tribes,  and  with  a  little  more  energy  on 
the  part  of  the  Indian  government  we 
might  have  succeeded  in  uniting  in  our 
favour  the  remnants  of  the  Doorannee 
empire.     Dost  Mahomed  was  virtually 
the  monarch  of  Cabul — to  his  court  we 
sent  an  accredited  agent — and  by  that  act 
of  sending  Captain  Burnes  as  our  envoy, 
we  acknowledged  Dost  Mahomed  as  the 
rightful  sovereign  of  Cabul.    That  Prince 
had  showed  a  disposition  in  our  favour, 
he  offered  terms  of  alliance,  and  was  will- 
ing to  place  his  portion  of  Affghanistan 
as  a  barrier  between  India  and  Persian 
aggression;    for  unfortunately  now    the 
words  Persian  and  Russian  had  become 
synonimous,  and  the  deeds  of  the   one 
were  subject  to  the  wishes  of  the  other. 
Then  was  the  moment  for  the  Indian  go- 
vernment to  act,  but,  then,  unfortunately 
a  Russian  envoy  Captain  Vicovitch,  ar- 
rived at  Cabul,  and  the  Affghans  were 
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surrendered  to  Russian  influence  as  the 
Turks  and  Persians  had  been  surrendered 
before  them.  Instead  of  granting  Dost 
Mahomed  his  terms,  namely,  the  restora- 
tion of  that  part  of  Peshawur  which  had, 
been  violently  seized  by  Runjeet  Singh 
we  raked  up  a  treaty  which  had  been 
formed  between  the  Chief  of  Lahore  and 
the  dethroned  monarch  of  Cabul,  Shah 
Soojah,  and  became  a  third  party  to  its 
execution.  Thus  was  Dost  Mahomed, 
and  with  him  the  Afighan  people  lost  to 
Briush  interests,  while  Russia,  ever  ready 
to  embrace  every  means  of  pushing  on  its 
ambitious  views,  eagerly  sought  an  alli- 
ance with  him  whose  friendly  overtures 
we  had  disregarded.  Deprived  of  all  hope 
of  support  from  the  Mahomedan  powers, 
and  having  neglected  the  friendly  oflfer  of 
a  passage  for  our  armies  to  the  defence  of 
Herat,  we  looked,  as  a  last  resource,  to  a 
new  and  neighbouring  power,  which  under 
the  genius  of  Runjeet  Singh  had  risen  as 
an  independent  nation  in  the  Punjab. 
A  tripartite  treaty  was  signed,  the  parties 
being  the  dethroned  monarch  of  Cabul, 
the  Chief  of  Lahore,  and  the  Governor- 
general  of  India.  The  object  of  that  treaty 
was  the  invasion  of  Afghanistan  and  the 
restoration  of  Shah  Soojah  to  the  throne 
of  Cabul ;  the  means  of  its  execution 
was  an  alliance  with  the  Seiks,  between 
whom  and  the  Mahomedans  existed  the 
most  deadly  hatred.  Runjeet  Singh  was 
to  receive  as  the  reward  of  his  accession 
that  portion  of  Peshawur  of  which  he  had 
unjustly  robbed  the  Aflfghan  princes,  and 
England  expected  to  establish  in  the  per- 
son of  the  restored  Sultan  an  effectual  bar 
to  Russian  influence.  Here  be  (Lord 
Beaumont)  would  pause  in  the  narrative; 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  dwell  on  the 
brilliant  success  which  attended  our  arms 
on  their  first  invasion,  nor  to  allude  to  the 
fearful  disasters  which  followed  in  their 
subsequent  retreat.  These,  he  considered, 
as  the  chances  of  war,  and  however  great 
our  reverses  might  be,  he  doubted  not  the 
strength  and  resources  of  England  to 
counteract  and  repair  them.  But  it  was 
not  in  respect  of  the  conduct  of  the  war, 
but  of  its  origin  that  he  asked  for  informa- 
tion. If  it  could  be  shown,  that  we  had 
no  other  course  to  take  but  a  union  with 
Runjeet  Singh— if  we  had  no  alternative 
but  that  of  placing  Shah  Soojah  on  the 
throne^if  the  abandonment  of  Dost  Ma- 
homed could  be  proved  as  unavoidable  if 
the  absolute  treachery  of  that  prince  can 


be  proved  by  the  documents  withheld— 
then  he  would  admit,  that  the  Indian  go- 
vernment was  free  from  all  charge  of  im- 
prudence, and  that  what  had  happened  in 
the  sequel  of  our  proceedings  was  only  the 
chances  of  war,  for  recovering  ourselves 
from  which  we  had  ample  resources  within 
our  reach.  And  he  might  add,  that  this 
was  a  motive  for  the  production  of  the 
papers  which  the  petitioners  prayed  for— 
for,  with  the  scanty  means  they  now  pos- 
sessed, the  petitioners  could  not  ascertain 
to  whom  blame,  if  blame  there  was,  should 
be  attributed,  or  from  what  motives,  much 
less  on  what  foreknowledge,  the  disastrous 
war  had  been  commenced.  The  object  of 
the  petition  was  information  on  which  a 
correct  judgment  might  be  formed,  and  in 
justice  to  those  concerned  in  the  events, 
he  (Lord  Beaumont)  thought  that  infor- 
mation should  be  given.  It  might,  how- 
ever, be  urged  against  the  petition  that  it 
was  not  usual  to  notify  to  Parliament  by 
message  a  war  in  India ;  and  that  on  the 
present  occasion,  the  custom  in  that  re- 
spect had  been  adhered  to.  He  (Lord 
Beaumont)  was  aware,  that  by  an  act. 
Parliament  had  invested  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control  with  supreme  power, 
for  with  him  lay  the  authority  to  declare 
war  or  make  peace,  lo  form  alliances,  or 
draw  up  treaties  with  native  princes,  bat 
as  that  authority  proceeded  from  Parlia- 
ment, Parliament  had  a  right  to  examine 
into  its  use  or  abuse.  It  was  their  duty  to 
watch  with  a  jealous  eye  the  exercise  of 
that  power  which  they  had  intrusted  to 
the  Board,  and.  If  circumstances  required, 
to  call  for  such  information  as  might  enable 
them  to  form  a  conect  estimation  of  it. 
Besides,  this  war  was  professedly  under- 
taken against  the  designs  of  Russia,  and 
was  rather  a  quarrel  between  two  Euro- 
pean powers,  than  a  m^e  division  in  the 
internal  affairs  of  India.  But  even  if  these 
reasons  be  weak,  and  not  sufficient  to  jus- 
tify the  petitioners,  there  still  remains  an- 
other which  must  have  some  weight  with 
their  Lordships.  England  has  become 
liable  for  the  debts  of  India,  and  what- 
ever amount  is  drawn  by  the  latter  most 
be  indorsed  by  the  former.  The  Minister 
of  the  day  has  stated  in  another  place, 
that  the  expenditure  of  India  must  be 
taken  as  a  portion  of  the  expenditure  of 
this  country,  and  that  the  financial  ar- 
rangement of  the  two  Governments  are 
essentially  united  in  one.  If  this  is  the 
case,  and  we  are^s^l;tou|^t<|^^^urdened 
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tariff  which  18  intended  as  »  gilding  to  that 
biUer  pill,  the  public  sorely  are  entitled  to 
l^oow  fbe  motives  of  a  war,  to  defray  the 
expenc^s  of  which  they  contribate  a  con- 
ai^^r^ble  amount.  On  the  ground,  thep, 
of  oqr  being  called  upon  for  this  large 
addition  to  our  taxes,  he  (Lord  Beaumont) 
wpfild  refft  the  right  which  the  public  had 
to  demand  explanation  as  to  the  origin  of 
this  war,  and  though  at  present  it  might 
be  inconvenient  for  the  public  service  to 
produce  the  document9  prayed  for,  it 
would  be  quite  contrary  to  all  Parliament 
tary  usage  if  information  on  the  subject 
were  permapently  withheld.  He  (l^ord 
Peaumont)  requested  their  Lordships  to 
consider  seriously  the  position  which  Eng- 
land now  held  with  respect  to  other  powers, 
and  the  position  of  some  of  those  powers 
with  respect  tq  India;  and  he  would  then 
ask  (heir  Lordships  if  (here  were  not  suffi- 
cient grounds  of  alarm,  as  well  as  motives 
of  national  interest  to  induce  the  peti- 
tioners to  asjk  for  the  fullest  explanatipns 
pf  our  paft  ii)ovem«DtA  in  Asi/i  that  can  be 
given^  without  compromising  the  public 
l^rvice.  I^t  them  only  contrast  our  pre- 
sent posidoti  with  o^r  position  a  few  years 
ago,  Ui  them  reflect  on  the  changes  which 
bad  taken  place  in  Turl^ey,  i^  Persia,  in 
Affgh^nistan,  on  the  shpres  of  the  Caspiap, 
9P  th^  han)^^  of  the-Blacl^  Seji ;  let  them 
weigh  well  pur  losf  of  influence  in  all 
ihese  qu^rter0|  and  then,  he  believed,  it 
would  b^  allied  that  the  petitiopprs  pad 
(pade  gpod  their  case  for  the  producpoo 
of  all  the  doppments  regarding  p/|st  pro- 
ceedings in  AflghaoistaUt  He  purposely 
ajl^st^ned  from  passipg  any  judgment—' 
PT  prpnoppciog  ppy  s^ntepce  on  the  cont 
dpct  pf  the  public  authorities  in  lodia ; 
he  did  sp,  ppt  only  out  pf  delicacy  to* 
warda  4  Mohle  Lord  npw  pp  hia  way  from 
Ipdia>  bu(  alsp  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
cpmpletfKQPM  P/  th^  informatioa  on  the 
subject ;  and  ^^  ao  doing,  he  concurred 
yfiti\  the  petitioners  who  a|  present  pnerely 
a.sked  for  the  documents  which  had  beep 
withheld^  and  fairly  stated  that  they  did 
sp  in  ordpr  to  form  a  just  estimate  of  the 
recent  policy  apd  acfs  adopted  apd  done 
by  the  authpritiea  at  hoipe  and  in  India. 
Ijfotwithstapdiog  all  ha  (Lord  Beapmopt) 
h^d  .faid,  tp  justify  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tion, he  wa^  free  to  confess,  that  should 
the  noble  Lord,  the  President  of  the  Board 
pf  Cpnfro)  dpclare  th^t  the  production  of 
the  aaifl  documents  would  at  ^his  moment 
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injura  the  public  service,  he  (Lord  Beau- 
mont) would  not  pres3  for  them  at  present 
by  giving  notice  of  a  motion  on  the  sub. 
ject;  but  would  bold  himself  free  and 
ready  to  adopt  that  course  whenever  the 
momentary  objection  had  ceased  to  eiist. 
Reserving,  tbeiefore,  to  himself  the  liberty 
of  acting  in  future  as  circumstances  might 
dictate,  he  wpuld,  on  the  present  occasion, 
be  content  with  reading  the  petition,  apd 
moving  that  it  do  lie  on  their  Lordship's 
Table. 

Lord  Fitzgerald  said,  that  befor^  he 
made  any  ob^cryationa  op  the  petition 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  presentedi  or 
called  their  Lordship*s  attention  to  its 
character,  or  to  the  source  from  whence 
it  proceeded,  bearing  as  it  did  the  signa- 
ture of  one  individual  only,  who  called 
himself  the  president  pf  a  society  of  which 
he  believed  their  Lordships  knew  but  lit* 
tie — before  he  noticed  theae  points,  or 
rather  without  noticing  them,  for  be 
passed  them  by — he  might,  hp  thought, 
presume  that  neither  their  Lordships 
could  wish,  nor  could  the  noble  (^ord  who 
presented  the  petition  have  well  expepted, 
upon  the  presfsntatiop  of  a  petition  upon 
which,  with  due  discreijop,  the  noble 
Lord  himself  proposed  to  fpppd  pp  mo- 
tion, nor  institujLe  any  propeeding,  that  he 
should  follow  the  noble  Lord,  or  accppt 
the  invitation  which  he  had  given  to  pur- 
sue him  through  the  various  topics  which 
he  had  intro4uced.  It  would  be  forpthers, 
and  pot  for  him,  when  the  qu^tion  arose 
for  the  discussion  pf  that  policy,  to  defend 
the  measures  of  the  Indian  gov^rnmepi, 
and  those  proceedings  by  which  the  di- 
rections of  the  Home  Ooverpment  b^ 
beep  carried  ipto  execution  in  Ipdia*  He 
was  npt  called  pppn  now  to  do  &p,  apd  he 
should  think  it  most  pnbeppming  on  hia 
part,  and  particularly  considering  the 
situation  which  he  hem,  and  most  unfair 
to  those  who  vere  respopsib|e  for  those 
measures,  if  he  were  to  be  induced,  in 
the  present  imperfect  state  of  our  informa- 
tion from  India,  ip  the  yet  doubtful  posi- 
tion of  our  army  beyond  the  Indus,  and  of 
the  manner  in  which  that  policy  was  pur- 
sued, and  in  wh'iqh  Indian  affairs  were 
now  placed.  It  would*  on  hjs  pai|,  of  all 
persons,  be  most  unfair  if  he  were  to  be 
mduced,  by  any  topic  which  the  poble  Lord 
had  adverted  to,  to  enter  ipto  a  discussion 
which  he  considered  to  be  most  premature 
and  ill- timed.  It  would  be  for  those  who 
bad  recommended  that  policy  to  defend  it 
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when  it  should  be  arraigned,  and  he 
should  then  not  hesitate  to  express  the 
opinioD  which  he  might  fairly  have 
formed  upon  it.  It  would  be  for  others 
to  defend  the  past  policy,  and  it  would  be 
sufficient  for  the  Qovemment  with  which 
be  was  now  connected  to  defend  the 
policy,  which  they  were  prepared  to 
recommend  for  the  future,  and  to  jus- 
tify the  course  which,  considering  the 
difficulty  in  which  India  was  placed, 
they  should  feel  it  their  duty  to  recom- 
mend. But  he  must  say,  without  en^ 
tering  into  those  large  and  comprehepsive 

auestioQs  which  the  noble  Lord  had  intro- 
uced,  he  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
done  quite  justice  to  those  who  had  recom* 
mended  the  course  that  had  been  pursued, 
when  the  noble  Lord  stated,  that  Parlia- 
ment and  the  people  of  England  had  been 
kept  in  entire  ignorance  either  of  the  mo- 
tives of  the  Government  or  of  the  justifica- 
tion of  the  views  for  which  those  opera- 
tions were  undertaken,  or  of  the  policy 
that  dictated  the  course  of  the  Indiai> 
government.  Let  him  not  be  understood, 
however,  as  giving  an  opinion  upon  those 
questbns ;  but  he  could  uot  look  at  the 
papers  now  before  Parliament — (it  was 
not  DOW  the  question  that  information  was 
complete,  or  all  that  might  have  been 
given,  or  all  that  Parliament  had  a  right 
to  ask)— but  he  could  not  look  at  that 
compressed  volume  now  lying  on  the 
Table,  and  believe  with  th«  nobk  Lord, 
that  no  information  had  been  given  to 
Parliament — no  distinct  view  ^f  the  policy 
which  the  Government  had  pursued ;  still 
less  could  be  agree  wHh  the  noble  Lord, 
after  reading  the  declaration  of  the  Go- 
vernor-general of  India  with  leapect  to  his 
proceediogs  in  Sciude,  that  the  Imliai) 
government  had  kept  the  Government 
of  England  in  doubt  or  igoorauce  as 
to  the  circu»staQc«s  which  diaUted 
his  policy,  or  as  to  the  measures  which 
he  coqtd  bring  forward  in  vindication 
of  his  conduct.  The  noble  Lord  bad 
by  his  observations  laid  rather  ioo  broad  a 
foundation  for  the  superstructure  which 
he  afterwards  raised ;  for  it  would  hardly 
be  beKe^ed,  except  by  those  who  bad  lis- 
tened to  the  oobie  Lord's  speech,  and 
heard  the  motion  with  which  he  con- 
dnded,  that  upon  the  preaentatioo  of  a 
petition  from  a  body  of  Oentlemen,  di. 
rtcted  and  influenced,  no  doubt,  by  the 
purest  and  most  patriotic  motives,  the 
noUe  Lord  had    liimaeU    favoured    the 


House  with  a  review  of  the  whole  policy 
of  England  as  connected  with  Russia, 
with  Turkey,  with  Central  Asia,  and 
with  various  other  branches  of  the  subject 
upon  which  he  had  dilated,  but,  con- 
cerning which 9  the  noble  Lord  must 
himself  feel  that  this  was  not  the  roost 
convenient  mode  for  entering  into  a 
discussion.  But  when  the  noble  Lord 
alluded  to  the  position  and  felation  h» 
which  this  country  stood  with  Russia,  he 
while  declining  to  enter  upon  the  several 
topics  to  which  the  noble  I>ofd  had  in« 
vited.  him,  must  say,  that  the  opinion 
the  noble  Lord  had  eipressed  with  res- 
pect to  the  hostility  of  feeling  on  the 
part  of  Russia  towards  this  country, 
and  the  apprehension  he  entertained 
with  respect  to  her  spirit  of  aggression, 
was  an  opinion  and  a  fear  in  which, 
at  least,  her  Majesty's  Government  did 
not  share.  He  was  desirous  of  not  going 
back  to  ocourrenoes  which  it  would  be 
competent  for  others  to  defend  whenever 
Parliament  should  be  called  upon  to  de- 
cide upon  their  merits,  but  this  he  must 
say,  that  there  never  was  a  period — as 
had  been  more  particularly  evinced  in  the 
settlement  of  the  questions  affecting  Tur- 
key and  the  affairs  iu  the  East — when, 
unfortunately  for  the  noble  Loid's  arge** 
ment,  the  relation  between  Russia  and 
Great  Britain  had  been  asore  eooidential 
and .  amicable  than  at  this  moment. 
When  the  noble  Lord  etated  that  we  hed 
more  reaaoa  to  fear  the  maehioatioDs  of 
Russia  agaiflfst  this  country  at  Teheran 
than  in  any  other  quarter,  he  was  -  sore 
the  noUe  Lord  would  be  glad  to  hear 
what  must  remove  the  fears  which  now 
disturbed  his  repose,  that  at  no  period  not 
only  were  the  relations  between  Russia 
and  Great  Britain  more  intimate  and  ami- 
cable than  at  present,  but  that  there  was 
no  court  in  the  worid  at  which  the  diplo- 
matic agents  of  both  eountriea  had  been 
acting  with  more  cordiality  and  unison 
than  at  the  court  of  Teheran.  Kot  only 
had  the  resumption  of  our  amicable  rela- 
tions with  Persia  beeq  mainly  assisted  by 
the  intervention  of  the  Russian  govern-^ 
ment,  but,  from  the  commencement  of  our 
communications  with  the  court  of  Teheran^ 
the  most  uninterrupted  harmony  had  pre^- 
vailed  between  the  Russian  and  British 
Governments;  and  he  trusted  that  har^* 
mony  would  continue  to  prevail,  thereby 
giving  an  assurance  of  the  onion  of  two 
great  empires,  whose  onion  and  accord 
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was  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  peace 
in  the  East,  as  a  good  alliance  and  a  good 
understanding  between  them  was  essential 
to  effect  and  maintain  the  peace  of  the 
world.  He  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
mention  this,  not  only  in  justice  to  those 
to  whom  the  noble  Lord  had  alluded,  but 
to  allay  the  apprehensions  which  must 
have  influenced  the  noble  Lord's  mind  as 
to  the  spirit  of  aggrandisement  on  the  part 
of  Russia,  before  he  addressed  the  House. 
Having  stated  thus  much,  he  should  do 
wrong  if  he  did  not  abstain  from  further 
observations.  He  thought,  in  common 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  another 
place,  that  it  was  most  desirable  that  all 
discussions  upon  the  affairs  of  India  should 
be  postponed.  Jt  must  be  prejudicial  to 
the  Indian  government,  as  it  would  neces- 
sarily call  for  the  announcement  of  opi- 
nions and  of  measures  which,  upon  a  dis- 
cussion of  that  nature,  Parliament  would 
have  a  right  to  expect  and  demand  from 
the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  but  which  it 
would  be  inconvenient  and  unsafe  to  give, 
and  which  in  the  present  state  of  our 
information,  he  did  not  think  any  respon- 
sible servant  of  the  public  was  competent 
to  give.  Upon  these  grounds  he  should 
deprecate  any  discussion  of  this  sort  at  the 
present  moment.  Had  the  noble  Lord 
asked  for  papers  which  he  might  have 
conceived  had  been  improperly  withheld, 
then  it  would  have  been  his  (Lord  Fitz- 
gerald's) duty  to  have  expressed  an  opi- 
nion as  to  the  expediency  of  producing 
them.  And,  by  the  way,  he  could  not 
bat  observe  that  it  was  the  duty  of  one 
public  man  towards  another,  he  might 
almost  say  of  one  gentleman  towards  ano* 
ther,  for  him  to  declare,  when  his  oflBcial 
information  empowered  him  to  do  so,  that 
he  thought  nothing  more  unfair  than  to 
charge  those  with  anything  like  interpo- 
lation or  unfairness  who,  in  their  respon- 
sible situation,  had  produced  papers  in  a 
certain  manner.  It  was  due  to  them  that 
he  should  say  that,  having  had  access  to 
all  the  papers  in  question,  he  could  trace 
no  intention  improperly  to  withhold  in- 
formation, and  that  if  any  had  been  with- 
held it  had  been  done  upon  their  view, 
and  for  which  they  were  responsible,  of 
the  exigency  of  the  public  service.  If  the 
noble  Lord  had  made  a  motion  for  the 
production  of  other  papers,  he  should 
have  been  prepared  at  this  time  to  resist  it. 
It  would  be  inconvenient  in  the  present 
state  of  circumstances,  and  prejudicial  to 
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the  public  interest  to  produce  them.  He 
had  studiously  guarded  himself  against 
giving  any  opinion  upon  the  measures 
which  the  Government  had  taken,  or 
might  think  it  right  to  take,  in  relation  to 
affairs  in  India.  He  trusted  the  noble 
Lord  would  adhere  to  the  course  he  had 
last  suggested,  and  not  think  it  necessary 
to  renew  a  discussion  which  at  this  time  it 
was  most  desirable  for  the  public  interest 
should  be  avoided. 

Lord  Beaumont,  in  reply  said,  that  he 
had  not  asserted  that  the  papers  had  been 
interpolated,  but  that  portions  had  been 
suppressed,  or  more  properly  speaking, 
withheld.  As  to  the  assurance,  the  noble 
Lord  had  given  him  of  the  close  alliance 
between  England  and  Russia,  he  (Lord 
Beaumont)  assured  his  noble  Friend  in 
return,  that  so  far  from  that  circumstance 
tending  to  allay  his  (Lord  Beaumont's) 
alarm,  it  tended  to  increase  them,  inas- 
much as  he  could  not  account  for  the 
great  friendship  existing  between  the  two 
countries  in  Europe  and  the  great  mutual 
jealousy,  if  not  hostility,  evident  between 
them  in  Asia. 

.  Lord  Fitzgerald  did  not  deny  that  pa- 
pers had  been  withheld,  and  which  on  a 
former  occasion  it  might  be  proper  to 
produce.  He  had  not  imputed  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  making  accusations  against 
the  late  Government  of  interpolating  the 
papers.  What  he  said  was,  that  in  other 
quarters  he  had  heard  the  charge  made. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  3,  1842. 

MiHDTBS.]  Bills.  PiiMe.— JbyorfedLp-Tithe  Conuna- 
tation  I  Public  Houim. 
Prfootr.— S*-  Blackburn  and  Cborley  Road. 
Siporfed.— Lough  Foyle  Drainages  Linoobi  Roads; 
Brentfivd  Gai  (reoommitted)  \  Cambemell  and  FeekJum 
Lighting;  CaiA  Eafeate;  Thames  Raven  Dock  and 
Railway ;  St.  Paaaeaafu  Improrement;  Metropolitan 
Patent  Wood  Paving  Company  (No.  S);  Ely  Place  Im- 
provement; Deptfbvd  Pier* 

3**  and  pawed :— Boaton  Haibonr  (No.  S) ;  Burabdand 
and  Oianton  Pier.  Feiry,  and  Road ;  Uverpool  Borongb 
Couzt. 

Pmrioiis  Prbwhtsd.  From  Manphwter,  and  Shefllcid» 
for  Admitting  Foreign  and  Colonial  Sugar  at  the  aame 
Rate  of  Duty.— From  the  Rev.  Jonph  Salt,  in  Fivour 
of  the  Incumbentfs  Lcadng  (No.  2)  BilL 

Belfast  Election  CoMiniTEE.]  Mr. 
Hayter  as  Chainnan  of  the  Belfest  Elec- 
tion Committee,  brought  up  tiie  Report 
which  stated  that  the  committee  were  of 
opinion  that  James  |jne|5«^n^ipj^5^. 
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and  W.  G.  Johnston^  esq.,  were  not  duly 
elected  as  burgesses  in  Parliament  for  the 
town  of  Belfast ;  that  the  last  election  for 
the  borough  of  Belfast  was  a  void  election. 
To  be  entered  on  the  Journals. 

Nbw  Poor-Law.]  Mr.  Stuart  Wortle^ 
wished  to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  die  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department^  connected  with  one  of 
the  provisions  of  the  measure  he  had  pro- 
posed for  making  some  alteration  in  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  ^ct,  on  which  he 
had  reason  to  believe  that  great  misap- 
prehension prevailed  in  different  parts  of 
the  country.  In  the  original  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act, by  theintepretation  clause 
a  general  order  was  defined  to  be  one  that 
the  Poor-law  Commissioners  were  em- 
powered to  issue  to  more  than  one  union 
at  a  time,  and  that  any  order  of  the  kind 
should  come  under  the  inspection  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  be  reported  to  Parliament.  In 
a  clause  in  the  new  bill,  enacting  certain 
alterations  in  the  law,  the  power  of  the 
commissioners  with  respect  to  issuing  such 
orders  was  restricted.  He  had  reason  to 
believe  that  this  clause  had  produced  an 
impression,  that  b^  it  these  general  orders 
would  be  made  universally  applicable,  and 
that  they  would  take  effect  where  they  did 
not  now  take  effect  under  the  existing  law. 
It  was  therefore  desirable  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  should  state  distinctly  the 
real  intention  of  this  provision  of  the  bill. 

Sir  J,  Graham  replied  that  the  only 
alteration  which  was  proposed  in  the  clause 
alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend,  was  to  limit 
the  power  of  the  commissioners.  The 
question  related  to  the  necessity  of  the 
assent  of  the  Secretary  of  State  being 
given  to  a  certain  description  of  orders. 
The  change  which  he  proposed  was,  that 
where  the  order  was  of  a  general  nature, 
that  there  should  be  no  or£r  in  a  special 
case  put  in  form,  without  the  assent  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  The  practical  effect  of 
this  alteration  would  be  manifested  in  a 
great  many  cases  which  were  not  now  in- 
cluded in  the  general  orders. 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  to  extend  the 
power  of  the  commissioners  in  making 
orders? 

Sir  J.  Graham :  On  the  contrary ;  the 
clause  alluded  to  would  have  the  effect  of 
limiting  the  power  of  the  Commissioners 
in  making  orders  ? 

VOL.LXIII.  {aai 


Distress  ik  the  Makufacturimg 
Districts.^  Mr.  Cobden  wished  to  ask 
if  the  right  hon.  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  had  received  any  intel- 
ligence of  the  great  increase  of  distress 
in  the  manufacturing  districts,  and  whether 
a  commissioner  had  been  sent  down  to  in- 
quire into  the  circumstances;  and  also 
whether  a  sum  of  money  had  been  sent 
down  in  aid  of  the  rates  } 

Sir  «/.  Graham  replied,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  received  information  of  the  very 
severe  distress  existing  at  this  moment 
amongst  the  hand-loom  weavers  of  Burns- 
ley  and  its  neighbourhood,  and  that  upon 
the  whole  the  reports  which  existed  were 
not  exaggerated.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, her  Majesty's  Ministers  thought  it 
advisable  to  direct  the  Poor-law  commis- 
sioners to  send  down  an  assistant  com- 
missioner to  investigate  the  matter.  He 
had  further  to  state  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  no  money  had  been  sent  down  by 
the  Government  in  aid  of  the  poor-rates. 
A  sum  of  money  had,  however,  been  sent 
down,  being  part  of  the  charitable  sub- 
scription for  the  relief  of  the  distressed 
manufacturers. 

Placard  issued  at  Manchester.] 
Mr.  Ferrand  wished  to  put  a  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  He  understood 
that  the  Anti-Corn-law  League  had  issued 
a  placard  of  a  most  inflammatory  nature, 
and  employed  a  number  of  men  at  Man- 
chester, at  Is.  6d.  a  day,  to  carry  it  about 
the  streets  of  Manchester.  Others  had 
also  been  employed  to  circulate  it.  This 
placard  charged  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  her  Majesty^s  Government  and 
his  Colleagues  with  being  guilty  of  murder. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  the  Se- 
cretary for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  intended  to  take  steps  to  put  down  a 
placard  of  such  an  inflammatory  nature. 

Sir  J,  Graham  had  seen  the  placard  al- 
luded to,  which  was  certainly  coached  in 
terms  of  great  violence.  It  appeared  that 
there  was  no  name  of  a  printer  to  this 
paper,  and  he  could  not  tell  by  whom  it 
was  circulated.  As  for  any  steps  that 
were  contemplated  by  the  Government,  he 
had  great  pleasure  in  saying  that,  not- 
withstanding the  great  distress  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  manufacturing  districts,  the 
people  had  endured  it  with  so  much 
patience,  that  there  had  been  no  breach  of 
the  peace  whatever.  He,  therefore,  could 
state  that  the  Government  did  not  intend 
to  take  any  DOtice  o^l^^J^a^^ogle 
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Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  on  what  au- 
thority the  hon.  Member  asserted  that 
this  placard  had  been  issued  by  the  Anti- 
Corn-]aw  League  ? 

Mr.  Ferrand  said,  that  he  had  stated 
so  on  the  authority  of  a  highly  respectable 
gentleman  of  the  neighbourhood  of  Man- 
chester, and  that  person  informed  him  that 
the  Anti-Com-law  League  paid  the  men 
their  wages  for  carrying  about  their 
placards  affixed  to  boards. 

Mr.  Hume  had  received  a  copy  of  the 

Slacard  alluded  to,  which  had  been  sent  to 
im  by  a  member  of  the  Anti-Gom-law 
League,  who  expressed  his  deep  regret 
that  any  persons  should  have  issued  sach 
a  document.  He  thought  that  the  hoov 
Gentleman,  in  common  justice,  was  bound 
to  give  up  the  name  of  the  person  who  had 
thus  so  grossly  libelled  the  Anti-Corn-law 
League. 

Mr.  Ferrand  did  not  think  that  he 
should  be  justified  in  naming  the  indi- 
vidual. Did  the  person  who  corresponded 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  deny 
that  the  Anti-Corn-law  League  issued 
this  bill. 

Mr.  Hume  stated  that  his  corres- 
pendent  distinctly  denied  it.  This  was 
not,  however,  an  answer  to  the  question 
which  he  had  put  to  the  hon.  Member. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  the 
name  of  his  informant  the  charge  would 
be  said  to  have  originated  with  the  hon. 
Member  himself. 

House  in  committee  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

Sugar  Duties.]  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  rose  to  call  upon  the  House  to 
make  the  usual  provision  for  the  supply  of 
the  year,  which  was  derived  from  the  sugar 
duties.  To  those  Members  of  the  House 
who  had  the  advantage  of  hearing  the  finan- 
cial statement  made  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Session  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  it  could  not  he 
a  matter  of  doubt  as  to  the  course  which  he 
was  about  to  pursue.  He  need  hard]y|Say, 
that  he  intended  to  propose  that  the  pre. 
sent  sugar  duties  should  be  continued  for 
another  year.  It  would  have  been  most 
gratifying  to  him  if  he  could  have  adopted 
another  course,  and  could  have  consistently 
with  his  duty  recommended  to  the  House 
in  the  present  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
try, a  measure  which  would  combine  a 
considerable  reduction  of  the  duty  on  sugar 
from  British  possessions,  and  at  the  same 
time  have  allowed  the  admission  of  si^r 


from  foreign  possessions  at  a  lower  duty. 
By  such  a  course,  he  believed  that  they 
would  have  given  an  additional  advantage 
to  the  consumer,  and  at  the  same  time, 
a  fresh    impulse    to  onr    foreign   trade. 
But  the  circumstances,  which  a  sense  of 
duty  induced  his  right  hon*  Friend  to 
state  to  the  House  on  the  occasion,  which 
he  had  just  alluded  to,  led  him,  and  those 
with  whom  he  acted,  to  resist  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth. On  the  present  occasion,  that  was 
a  proposition  which  the  Government  could 
not  recommend  to  the  House,  and  were  it 
recommended,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
House  and  the  country  would  be  prepared 
to  adopt  it.     His  own  opinion  was,  that 
whatever  alteration  might  be  made  in  the 
sugar  duties,  with  a  view  to  the  general 
interests,  must  be  in  the  form  of  a  mea- 
sure which  would  combine  a  considerable 
reduction  in  the  duty  on  sugar,  and  also  to 
facilitate  the  admission  of  foreign  sugar. 
He  did  not  think  that  they  could  thus  ef- 
fectually deal  with  the  sugar  duties  unless 
the  House  would  risk,  for  a  certain  time, 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  revenue  de- 
rived from  them.    They,  at  present,  were 
not  prepared  to  risk  this  amount  of  re- 
venue, for  the  reasons  stated  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  when  he  proposed  the  reduc- 
tion of  so  many  other  duties.    He  thought 
that  under  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  the  House  would  be  satisfied,  that 
without  an  abandonment  of  those  other 
measures  for  the  reduction  of  duties  on 
other  articles  of  general  consumption,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  make  this  further 
large  sacrifice  of  revenue  for  the  purpose  of 
reducing  the  sugar  duties.     It  might  be 
suggested  that  it  might  be  the  pleasure  of 
the  House,  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of 
the  consumer, 'to  make  a  reduction  in  the 
duty  on  colonial  sugar  alone,  but  he  was 
of  opinion   that  under  existing  circam- 
stances,  there  were  considerable  objections 
to  the  adoption  of  such  a  course.  Although 
he  believed,  that  the  supply  of  sugar  from 
our  own  possessions  for  this  year  would  be 
fully  adequate  to  the  demand  of  the  coun- 
try, and  that  to  the  consumer,  the  priee 
would  be  moderate ;  yet,  until  they  had 
had  longer  experience  of  the  capabilities 
of  our  colonies  to  supply  the  ordinary,  or 
rather  the  increased  demand  of  sugar  at  a 
moderate  price  to  the  consumer,  he  thought 
the    reduction  of   the  duty  on  colonial 
sugar  alone  could  not  be  attended  with 
any  considerable  benefit  to  the  consumera. 
We  should  only^«^mfi^iA^j^f  our 
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revenue  without  ha?iQg  an  equif ftlent  re« 
duction  in  the  price  of  the  article.  This 
wa8,  in  his  mind,  an  insuperable  objection 
to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  colonial 
sugar  alone  under  present  circumstances. 
He  thought  that  it  would  be  equally  ob- 
jectionable at  present  to  make  a  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  sugar  horn  foreign  posses- 
sions, and  thus  bring  it  within  the  general 
consumption  of  the  country.  On  this 
point,  he  adhered  to  the  opinions  which 
he  expressed  last  year,  when  the  measure 
of  the  last  Government  was  under  consi- 
deration, namely,  that  there  were  strong 
political  and  moral  objections  lo  the  pro- 
posal. He  could  not,  therefore,  recommend 
to  the  House  the  reduction  df  the  duties 
on  foreign  sugar,  while  those  foreign 
countries  refused  to  make  us  any  conces- 
sion with  regard  to  the  slave-trade  and 
slavery.  He  considered  it  would  be  most 
unadvisable  for  us  in  this  way  to  sacrifice 
what  seemed  one  of  the  most  likely  means 
for  enabling  us  to  effect  the  great  object 
we  had  been  so  long  endeavouring  to  effect, 
and  which,  he  thought,  we  had  reason  to 
hope,  was  much  nearer  being  effected  than 
it  was  when  he  last  spoke  on  the  sub* 
ject.  The  House  could  not  be  ignorant  of 
the  immense  importance  which  was  at- 
tached to  admission  to  the  British  market 
on  the  part  of  those  foreign  possessions 
which  made  use  of  slave-labour.  The 
British  market  was,  perhaps,  of  all  the 
markeu  in  the  world,  the  one  most  desira- 
ble to  the  slave-holding  and  slave-dealing 
foreign  possessions  of  other  countries; 
the  one  in  which  there  was  the  greatest 
chance  of  considerable  advantages  from 
immediate  admission,  and  in  which  there 
was  the  greatest  chance  that  the  supply 
required  would  be  continually  on  the  in- 
crease. It  was,  therefore,  obviously,  a  very 
important  object  with  those  foreign  states, 
to  obtain  admission  into  the  sugar  markets 
of  England  ;  and  this  had  become,  within 
a  recent  period,  a  still  greater  object  than 
ever ;  for  if  hon.  Gentlemen  looked  at  the 
countries  that  were  supplied  by  the  slave- 
holding  colonies,  thev  would  find  in  these 
countries,  not  only  that  of  late  years  addi- 
tional restrictions  had  been  imposed  on 
the  introduction  of  raw  sugar,  but  that 
there  was  little  probability,  from  the 
known  sentiments  of  those  who  governed 
those  countries,  and  from  the  opposing 
interests  of  those  who  had  procured  the 
restrictions,  that  the  opening  hitherto 
existing  in  those  countries  for  the  admis- 
sion of  this  sugar  would  be  as  extensive 


in  future  as  it  had  been  in  times  past. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  could  not 
but  feel  that  here  was  afforded  an  addi- 
tional inducement  to  foreign  slave-holding, 
estates  to  endeavour,  by  making  some  con- 
cessions to  us  in  reference  to  slavery,  to 
obtain  admission  into  our  market  In 
France,  the  duty  on  the  admission  of  these 
foreign  sugars  was  nearly  as  prohibitory  as 
our  own.  In  Russia,  the  system  of  duties, 
in  respect  to  this  and  other  commodities, 
was  extremely  prohibitory  also;  and,  in  the 
case  of  the  German  League,  within  a  short 
period  past,  the  interest  of  the  domestic 
sugar  growers,  in  parts  of  that  league,  had 
induced  the  respective  Governments  to 
impose  duties  on  the  admission  of  foreign 
sugar,  which  nearly,  he  believed,  if,  inde^, 
they  did  not  quite  double  the  duty  hitherto 
placed  on  the  article.  Shut  out,  there  Fore, 
from  these  important  markets  in  Europe, 
and  shut  out  too,  with  a  view  to  give  pro- 
tection to  articles  of  domestic  growth,  shut 
out  from  a  deference  to  interests  which 
must  necessarily  go  on  operating  in  the 
countries  in  question,  it  was  now,  more 
than  ever,  matter  for  reasonable  expec- 
tation, that  the  sugar  growing  colonies 
would  henceforward  display  a  greater  wil- 
lingness than  at  antecedent  periods  to  make 
some  supposed  sacrifices,  in  order  to  effect 
«n  extension  of  their  trade  to  the  British 
market.  But  it  was  not  to  this  considera- 
tion alone  that  he  looked  for  a  favourable 
result  of  the  efforts  which  this  country  had 
been  so  long  engaged  in  for  effecting  the 
great  object  to  which  he  had  referred.  He 
could  state,  and  he  stated  it  with  much 
gratification,  that  on  the  part  of  those 
foreign  possessions,  from  which  we  were 
likely  to  derive  supplies  of  sugar,  there 
had  been  of  late  in  the  disposition  and 
feeling  manifested  by  them,  a  very  decided 
improvement.  In  the  island  of  Cuba, 
more  especially  a  public  Ofiinion,  had  for 
some  time  past  been  springing  up  ad- 
verse to  the  continuance  of  the  slave- 
trade.  It  was  impossible  to  read  the 
public  documents  issued  in  that  colony, 
or  the  papers  and  opinions  disseminated  by 
the  press,  and  not  feel  astonished  at  the 
change  which  had  manifestly  of  late  taken 
place  in  the  public  feeling  of  that  colony 
on  this  subject.  In  that  colony,  where  but 
a  short  time  back  slavery  was  considered  a 
subject  on  which  no  man  dared  even  to 
breathe  a  doubting  opinion,  you  now  found 
public  discussions  and  disquisitions  going 
Oil,  as  to  the  advantage  which  would  result 
I  to  d>M  »j«»y  from.,t|^  f^^g'  WP- 
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pression  of  the  slave-trade,  and  from  an 
improved  treatment  of  those  slaves  who 
were  already  in  the  colony.    And  whatever 
might  be  the  motives  of  those  who  advo- 
cated these  changes,  whether  they  were  to 
be  attributed  to  selfish  interests,  or  to  be 
assigned  to  higher  considerations,  the  fact 
was,  that  there  was  a  growing  public  opin- 
ion making  its  way  rapidly  among  the  pub- 
lic bodies  in  the  slave  colonies,  and  in  Cuba 
in  particular,  in  connection  with  the  strong 
feeling  entertained  on  the  subject  by  the 
present  governor,  which  had  a  direct  ten- 
dency tn  make  the  people  of  Cuba  desirous 
of  modifying  slavery,  more  especially  if,  by 
so  doing,  in  addition  to  the  moral  and  so- 
cial advantages  thence  derivable,  they  could 
attain  great  pecuniary  and  commercial  bene- 
fits.    He  was  extremely  unwilling  to  de- 
tain the  committee  by  reading  any  docu- 
ments on  a  subject  of  this  character,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  would  be  gratifying  to 
those  who  had  taken  a  direct  interest  in 
the  suppression  of  the  slave-trade,  and  the 
mitigation  of  the  evils  of  slavery,  to  find, 
that  in  those  countries  where  the  view  had 
hitherto  been  darkest,  there  had  latterly 
been  a  gleam  of  light  which   was  now 
brightening,  and  which  promised  hereafter 
to  grow   into  a  noonday  blaze.     It  ap- 
peared from  the  best  information  that  was 
attainable,  that  in  the  year  1814,  the  num- 
ber of  slave  vessels  that  arrived  at  Cuba 
was  less  by  one-third,  than  in  any  former 
year;   and  in  the  despatch  addressed  to 
the   British   Secretary   of    State    by  an 
officer  in  that  island,  that  Gentleman  said, 
"  Your  Lordship  will  be  gratified  to  learn 
that  a  spirit,  decidedly  hostile  to  the  slave- 
trade,  has  arisen  here,  and  has  made  sach  pro- 
gress as  to  have  ioduced  many  of  the  planters 
to  seek  the  use  of  free  labourers  in  prefereuce 
to  slave  labour." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  quoted 
a  still  more  recent  despatch,  in  which  it 
was  stated,  that  the  anti-slave-trade  spirit 
was  making  great  way  in  Cuba  ;  in  proof 
of  which,  the  writer  added  that  the  Spanish 
authorities  had  lately  liberated  several  ne- 
groes who  had  been  fraudulently  introduced 
into  the  island  as  slaves ;  and  it  was  fur- 
ther mentioned,  that  the  present  Captain- 
general  Geronymo  Valdez  was  using  the 
best  exertions  towards  this  great  object. 
He  had  just  stated  these  facts  to  the  com- 
mittee, as  confirmatory  of  the  views  which 
he  had  taken  on  a  former  occasion,  and 
which  he  was  acting  upon  now;  and  he 
considered,  that  there  being  this  improved 
feeling  awakened  on  the  part  of  these  fo- 


reign possessions,  whence  we  might  expect 
to  derive  supplies  of  foreign  sugar,  it  could 
not  be  the  policy  of  this  country,  without 
some  concessions  as  to  the  slave-trade  and 
slavery  from   those  possessions,  to  admit 
their  produce  to  the  benefit  of  the  British 
market.     It  was  not  merely  that  in  doing 
otherwise,  we  should  be  throwing  away  an 
instrument  which  might  prove  most  effec- 
tual in  carrying  out  the  great  object  we 
had  so  many  years  been  labouring  to  ac- 
complish;   but    we  might    also  be  even 
checking  this  growing  feeling  in  the  colo- 
nies, by  raising  up  an  interest  against  the 
suppression  of  the  slave-trade,  in  those 
planters  who,  if  the  duty  were  reduced 
now,   would    resort  extensively  to  slave 
labour  for  the  purpose  of  putting  under 
sugar  cultivation    those    large  tracts   of 
country  which  were  at  present  not  made 
use  of  for  that  purpose.    For  these  reasons, 
he  would  repeat,  he  could  not  recommend 
to  the  House  during  the  present  year,  to 
reduce  the  duties  on  foreign  sugar.     He 
had  already  stated  the  reason  why  he  did 
not  think  it  expedient,  without  reducing 
the  duties  on  foreign  sugar,  to  make  a 
reduction  of  the  duties  on  our  colonial 
sugar  ;  and  the  only  alternative,  therefore, 
which  remained  was,  to  recommend  to  the 
committee  the  proposition  which  he  should 
conclude  with  placing  in  the  chairman's 
hand,   the    continuation   of   the  present 
duties  for  another  year.     In  making  this 
proposal  he  had,  however,  the  satis&tion 
of  believing  that  he  was  not  taking  a 
step  which  would  be  injurious  to  the  con- 
sumer of  sugar  in  this  country.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  stated,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, that  from  every  account  he  could  ob- 
tain of  the  prospects  of  the  production  of 
sugar  in  our  own  possessions,  there  was 
every  reason  to  believe  that  that  produc- 
tion would,  during  the  current  year,  be 
amply  sufficient  to  affi)rd  more   than  a 
large  supply  for  all  the  demands  of  this 
country.     To  this  statement,  made  by  his 
right   hon.   Friend  on  that  occasion,  he 
might,  from  subsequent  information,  add 
his  confirmation  ;  and  he  believed,  from 
all  the  accounts  he  had  received,  whether 
from  India,  on  the  one  hand,  where  the 
growth  of  sugar  had  increased,  and  where 
there  had  been  a  productive  season  ;  or 
from  the  Mauritius,  where,  annually,  the 
quantity  for  soi)ie  years  past  bad  been  in- 
creasing, and  wi)ere  the  growers  had  means 
of  labour  not  eijoyed  by  the  former  slave 
colonies;  or  wlether  they  looked  at  the 
West  Indies,  wpere  there  had  been  a  most 
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fortunate  season,  and  where  the  droughts, 
which  had  ruined  the  prospects  of  former 
years,  had  been  replaced  by  the  most  genial 
weather ;  he  be]ie?ed,  he  said,  that  taking 
theesources  of  supply  t  ogether,  we  might 
rest  assured  of  having  230,000  or  240,000 
tons  of  sugar  for  the  supply  of  the  year. 
The  quantity  consumed  last  year  was 
4,058,431  cwt»  or  rather  more  than 
200,000  tons,  and  this  was  the  greatest 
consumption  that  had  taken  place  in  this 
country  of  late  years ;  so  that  for  the  cur- 
rent year^  we  had  before  us  the  prospect 
not  only  of  an  abundant  supply  for  the  de- 
mand at  the  present  rate,  but,  moreover, 
an  abundant  supply  for  a  considerable  ex- 
tension of  that  aemand.  Now,  with  re- 
spect to  the  prices ;  could  it  be  maintained 
that  at  the  present  period  the  price  of  the 
article  was  excessive  ?  It  was  well  known, 
that  at  the  same  period  last  year,  the  price 
of  sugar  was  the  same  as  it  nonr  was,  36«. 
In  May,  1841,  the  price  was  36^.,  and  in 
May,  1842,  the  price  was  also  36^.  -,  but 
the  committee  would  form  an  erroneous 
opinion  if  it  took  the  average  of  this  year 
to  be  the  same  as  the  average  of  last  year, 
merely  from  the  circumstance  of  the  price 
being  the  same  at  both  these  periods. 
With  respect  to  last  year,  it  was  well 
known  to  those  who  were  concerned  with 
sugar,  that  there  was  then  in  the  market 
a  large  proportion  of  inferior  sugar  brought 
into  this  country  from  India, in  consequence 
of  the  high  price  of  former  years ;  and  con- 
sequently 365.  for  such  an  article  repre- 
sented a  far  higher  rate  of  charge  than 
36s.  for  an  article  like  that  now  occupying 
the  market,  which  was  of  a  much  better 
quality.  But  it  had  been  found,  that  great 
as  was  the  consumption  of  last  year,  the 
consumption  of  the  corresponding  period  of 
this  year  was  greater  than  before;  and 
therefore,  with  the  prospect  of  ample  sup- 
ply before  us,  and  under  the  circumstances 
ne  had  stated,  he  saw  no  reasonable  ground 
to  apprehend  that  prices  could  attain  such 
a  point  as  would  interfere  with  consump- 
tion, or  prevent  the  enjoyment  of  this  ar- 
ticle by  the  lower  classes  of  the  community. 
It  must  be  gratifying,  then,  to  all  men  to 
think  that  we  could  provide  amply  for  the 
wants  of  our  own  community,  and  even  for 
the  extension  of  the  consumption  among 
us  of  this  necessary  of  life,  without  infring- 
ing on  the  principle  for  which  this  country 
had  so  long  struggled — ^without  infringing 
on  the  principle  of  lending  our  whole  ef- 
forts to  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade^ 


and  the  improvement  of  slavery.  It  was 
for  these  reasons  that  he  hoped  the  com- 
mittee would  concur  in  the  resolution  with 
which  he  should  now  conclude.  He  was 
quite  aware,  that  on  this  occasion  he  was 
to  be  met  by  two  distinct  and  opposing 
propositions,  the  one  emanating  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  the  other  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Into  these 
propositions,  before  hearing  the  grounds  or 
details  on  which  they  were  founded,  he 
could  not,  of  course,  enter.  He  had  stated 
the  reasons  which  appeared  to  him  to  make 
it  desirable  to  continue  the  duties  as  at 
present.  He  did  not  conceive  we  were  in 
a  position  to  run  further  risks  of  the  re- 
venue in  the  course  of  the  present  year  ; 
and  he  did  not  think  we  should  be  justified 
in  throwing  away  a  chance  of  having  con- 
cessions made  us  in  return  for  advantages 
we  might  give  foreign  possessions  in  respect 
of  sugar.  He  therefore  thought  the  com- 
mittee would  act  wisely  in  agreeing  to  the 
resolution  which  he  would  now  conclude 
with  proposing, 

"  That  towards  raising  the  supply  granted 
to  her  Majesty,  the  several  duties  on  sugar  and 
molasses  now  payable,  shall  be  further  con- 
tinued.'' 

'  Mr.  Roebuck  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  the  proposition  which  he  now 
made,  had  adduced  certain  arguments  as 
reasons  to  show  why  he  and  the  Government 
with  which  he  was  connected  considered 
that  the  principles  which  they  asserted 
with  respect  to  commerce  in  general  should 
be  deviated  from  in  respect  to  one  article 
of  general  and  necessary  consumption.  In 
dealing  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
arguments,  he  had  got  to  consider  the 
consumer  as  one  party,  the  colonial  pos- 
sessions as  another ;  and  next,  he  had  to 
deal  with  a  sort  of  Quixotic  argument 
which  was  pressed  into  the  matter  for  the 
purpose  of  the  moment — the  subject  of 
slavery.  Every  one  must  admit,  that 
sugar  was  one  of  the  greatest  necessaries 
of  life  in  the  present  state  of  society  in 
this  country.  If  he  wanted  any  proof  of 
that  it  was  contained  in  a  paper  which  he 
held  in  his  hand,  and  by  which  he  found 
that  above  4,000,000  cwts.  of  sugar  were 
consumed  in  this  country,  in  the  year 
ending  January,  1841 ;  and  that  quantity 
cost,  exclusive  of  duty,  something  like,  in 
round  numbers,  between  seven  and  eight 
millions  of  money.  In  addition  to  that,  there 
was  levied  on  that  sugar  fpof^-BUyPPA  of 
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moaey  in  the  shape  of  duty.  Now^  if  they 
considered  the  eaormous  amount  of  capital 
expended  in  this  one  article,  putting  it  at 
the  smallest  rate,  he  needed  nothing  more 
to  show,  that  it  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance as  an  article  of  primary  necessity. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  return  moved  for 
on  the  2nd  of  March,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Mr.  F.  B.  Baring,  as  we  understood)  which 
stated  that  the  total  quantity  of  sugar 
consumed  in  the  year  1841,  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  was  4,058,431  cwts.  He  would 
not  enter  at  any  length  into  the  moral 
question  involved  ;  but  it  was  a  matter  of 
very  gr^at  importance.  It  was  a  consump* 
tion,  the  increase  of  which,  tended  to  give 
the  people  habits  of  sobriety,  habits  which 
were  altogether  opposed  to  those  habits 
which  were  fostered  by  another  class  of 
enactments  —  namely,  those  connected 
with  the  consumption  of  spirits.  He  also 
desired  to  raise  the  wants  of  the  people ; 
he  meant  by  that  to  raise  the  class  of 
anxieties,  and  if  he  could  make  the  people 
want  immediately,  a  great  expenditure 
would  be  required ;  and  if  he  made  that 
want  common  to  the  whole  community, 
rich  as  well  as  poor,  he  went  far  to  raise 
them  in  the  scale  of  being,  and  to  make 
then  more  comfortable  citizens.  There* 
fore,  looking  at  it  in  its  real  moral  point  of 
view,  as  separated  from  fiscal  considera- 
tions, he  took  it  to  be  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant questions  that  had  been  brought 
before  this  House.  That  being  the  case, 
let  the  committee  look  at  the  prices,  and 
the  loss  which  was  sustained  by  the  people 
of  England,  in  consequence  of  the  present 
rate  of  duly.  In  a  paper  moved  for  by  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  last  year, 
there  was  a  list  of  the  various  prices  of 
sugar  imported  from  foreign  countries  as 
compared  with  the  prices  of  sugar  from 
our  own  colonies;  and  he  found,  that  in 
the  year  1841,  the  average  price  of  colo- 
nial sugar  was  49«.  the  cwt.,  whilst  the 
price  of  foreign  sugar  (from  Brazil  and 
Cuba)  was  21s.  He  would  not,  however, 
take  the  difference  at  the  highest  point. 
He  would  not  take  it  as  a  loss  of  285.  the 
cwt.,  but  only  20s.  That  was  reducing 
the  distinction  between  the  two  sugars  to 
1/.,  so  that  it  was  clear  the  people  of  this 
country  paid  4,000,000^  in  the  year  1841 
more  than  they  ought  to  have  paid,  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  sugar  they 
then  ooQSumed,    He  wanted  that  argu- 


ment to  be  met  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  because  it  was  a  mere  mat- 
ter  of  figures.  There  were  imported 
4,058,000  cwts.  of  sugar,  costing  on  an 
average  49s.  the  cwt.  [Mr.  CUad$tone  : 
No,  no ;  45f .  j  The  price  was  49«.  in  the 
year  1840.  Going  to  1841 ,  he  found  the 
average  45s.,  perhaps  lower;  and  his 
argument  was  this — that  in  1841  there 
was  a  difference  between  the  prices  of 
colonial  and  foreign  sugar  of  W.  If  that 
were  the  case,  he  reflected  that  the  people 
of  England  paid  4,000,000  of  money  more 
than  was  necessary  for  their  sugar;  and 
what  benefit  had  been  derived  in  return 
for  that  expenditure?  He  should  like 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  show 
what  they  considered  to  be  the  real  dif- 
ference in  price  between  the  sugar  brought 
from  our  own  possessions  and  the  sugar 
brought  from  Brazil  and  Cuba.  He  would 
take  the  amount  of  loss  however  at  only 
one-half,  and  say,  that  2,000,000/.  more 
than  was  necessary  had  been  expended ; 
and  he  turned  round  and  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  the  whole  Go- 
vernment, this  committee,  and  all  persons 
in  authority,  what  it  was  that  should  in- 
duce them  at  this  time  to  impose  on  the 
poor  of  this  country,  for  it  was  on  the  poor 
this  chiefly  fell,  a  tax  of  2,000,000/.  per 
annum  ?  What  was  the  advantage?  "  Ob," 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  those 
who  spoke  on  that  side  of  the  question, 
"  first,  there  is  the  inter-colonial  principle 
to  be  supported,"  which  being  reduced 
into  ordinary  phraseology,  meant  that 
there  were  persons  possessing  West- India 
property  who  were  to  have  2,000,000/. 
per  annum  given  them.  Well,  tlien,  be 
wanted  to  know  if  they  were  prepared  to 
tax  the  people  of  England  2,000,000/.  or 
4,000,000/.  for  the  benefit  of  the  West- 
Indian  proprietors  ?  '^  Ob  no,"  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  **  not  for  the  pro- 
prietors, but  for  the  benefit  of  those  who 
were  slaves,  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
West-India  islands."  He  denied  that  alti>- 
gether.  He  sakl  there  was  no  benefit 
conferred  on  those  who  were  a  slave  popiH 
lation  by  the  imposition  of  this  tax.  It 
went  entirely,  wholly,  and  completely  into 
the  pockets  of  the  proprietors  of  West-India 
estates.  It  was  maintain^  for  the  aole 
purpose  of  giving  the  money  to  tboae 
parties.  And  now  he  came  to  that  shadow 
of  an  argument  which  had  been  pressed 
into  the  service  of  the  right  boo.  Gentle^ 
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man  for  the  purpose  of  boUtering  up  this 
tax.  Wheoever  there  was  a  tax  con- 
cerned boo.  Gentlemen  opposite  stated 
some  plausible  argument  which  should 
obime  in  with  the  prejudices  of  the 
people.  When  cheap  timber  was  wanted, 
there  was  instantly  an  outcry  raised  about 
the  navy,  and  the  maintenance  of  our  mer- 
cantile marine ;  and  when  a  reason  was 
wanted  for  the  imposition  of  a  large  tax 
on  sugar  there  was  a  loud  cry  about  the 
slave-trade.  He  would  take  that  question 
at  oncty  and  state  it  fairly  to  the  com- 
mittee ;  and  be  would  ask  right  hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  in  what  iota  or  particular  they 
were  prepared  to  answer  his  assertion? 
He  now  said  broadly,  from  the  statements 
of  those  who  were  most  conversant  with 
this  question,  and  took  the  greatest  part 
in  opposing  the  slave-trade,  that  all  our 
Quixotic  legidation  on  that  subject  had 
tended  to  produce  mischief  and  not  be- 
nefit. He  found  by  Sir  Thos.  Buxton's 
book,  that,  after  all  the  extraordinary 
efforts  we  bad  made,  there  was  the  same 
population  of  slaves  in  South  America ; 
that  there  was  a  large  importation  into 
that  part  of  the  world,  and  a  larger  ex- 
portation from  the  coast  of  Africa.  Put- 
ting these  two  things  side  by  side,  he 
learned  that  we  had  not  prevented  the 
mischief  of  an  importation  of  slaves,  but 
bad  actually  enhanced  the  miseries  of  the 
*'  middle  passage ;"  that,  in  fact,  we  had 
killed  the  people  by  our  ill-timed  legisla* 
tion.  On  referring  to  history,  he  found 
that  in  1793  the  French  people  fancied 
they  had  got  hold  of  a  great  truth,  and 
had  a  great  desire  to  propagate  that  truth. 
They  wanted  to  alter  the  social  and  po- 
litical relations  of  society,  and  attempted 
the  pr^agaoda.  What  was  the  conie- 
quence?  Throughout  the  whole  of  this 
country  one  universal  cry  was  raised,  that 
they  bad  no  business  to  interfere  with  the 
proceedings  of  other  nations ;  that  it  was 
not  the  business  of  one  country  to  propa- 
gate in  any  form,  as  a  nation,  any  parti- 
cular opinions  in  another ;  and  that  they 
were  not  to  be  the  Quixotes  of  the  earth 
to  extend  their  own  particular  views.  It 
might  be  very  well  for  people  to  say  it 
was  a  bad  thing  to  propagate  those  opin- 
ions ;  but  there  were  others  who  believed 
it  to  be  a  good  idea,  and  at  the  same  time 
believed  that  a  nation  ought  not  in  that 
manner  to  propagate  its  opinions.  That 
was  what  England  had  done.  A  certain 
Burnber  of  people  in  this  country  had 


formed  an  opinion  that  the  slave-trade 
was  mischievous ;  he  agreed  with  them  to 
the  uttermost,  and  there  was  nothing  he 
would  not  do,  consistent  with  what  he  be- 
lieved true  morality  and  sound  policy,  to 
put  down  the  slave-trade :  no  man  was 
more  opposed  to  slavery  than  he  was;  but 
there  was  another  division,  he  maintained, 
in  common  with  those  who  were  opposed 
to  the  propaganda  of  France,  and  he  was 
prepared  to  say  with  them,  that  it  was  no 
part  of  the  business,  it  was  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  a  nation,  to  propagate  any  opin- 
ions of  this  description  as  a  nation.  If 
they  once  adopted  this  principle,  there  was 
no  line  of  distinction  to  be  drawn.  To- 
day they  might  choose  to  say,  '*  we  will 
prevent  the  slave-trade,"  and  to-morrow 
mterfere  with  the  United  States  of  America 
and  endeavour  to  put  down  slavery  itself. 
Where  was  the  distinction  ?  Why  should 
we  say  we  will  not  permit  other  nations 
to  traverse  the  seas  and  import  slaves, 
and  not  also  say  they  shall  not  have  slavery 
in  their  dominions?  When  we  assumed 
the  power  to  say  ''  we  will  put  down  the 
slave-trade,"  we  were  acting  just  as  wildly 
and  foolishly,  as  politicians,  as  if  we  were 
to  say  to  the  American  people,  ^*  we  in- 
tend to  put  down  slavery  in  your  country." 
Therefore,  he  said,  first  as  a  matter  of 
mere  downright  common-sense  policy  we 
could  not  do  it.  And  even  if  we  could, 
it  was  a  principle  we  ought  not  to  foster 
by  such  means  as  these.  It  was  opposed 
to  all  sound  policy  and  morality  for  this 
country  to  interfere  in  respect  to  the  in. 
ternal  social  relations  of  other  countries. 
He  knew  that  by  stating  these  opinions  he 
subjected  himself  to  much  imputation. 
But  that  was  a  matter  to  which  he  was  so 
much  accustomed  that  he  was  not  to  be 
frightened  by  it  from  the  performance  of 
his  duty.  He  knew  full  well  that  a  certain 
cry  which  had  been  raised  bad  been  used 
for  special  purposes;  and  after  the  speech 
delivered  some  time  since  by  an  hon. 
Member  in  this  House,  respecting  the 
mode  of  proceeding  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  the  Corn-law, 
he  thought  he  was  not  at  all  uncharitable 
in  believing  that  this  cry  was  laid  hold  of 
as  exceedingly  convenient  for  the  purpoee 
of  exciting  the  people  of  England  against 
the  then  Government,  and  taking  advan- 
tage of  a  very  noble  and  benevolent  feeling 
which  pervaded  their  bosoms  for  the  pur- 
pose of  furthering  the  objects  of  a  peculiar 
and  particular  party.    The  reason  that 
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the  duties  on  sugar  were  to  be  maintained 
was,  not  on  accodnt  of  the  Government 
feeling  that  they  were  not  mischievous, 
impolitic,  and  in  every  respect  cruel  and 
grinding  to  the  poor,  but  that  they  were 
bound  as  a  party,  for  the  purposes  of 
party,  and  for  saving,  apparently,  their 
own  consistency  on  the  question,  to  main- 
tain them  one  year  longer.  That  was  a 
stalking-horse  and  cover  for  what  he  be- 
lieved would  be  a  most  beneBcial  treaty, 
and  was  intended  to  be  made  by  the  pre- 
sent Government,  if  they  continued,  as  he 
thought  they  would,  longer  than  that 
period  in  office.  He  would  now  go  back 
to  his  original  question,  and  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  point  out  how  it  was 
that  the  benefit  he  had  in  prospect — 
namely,  to  induce  the  governments  of 
South  America  to  join  him  in  putting  down 
the  slave-trade,  was  any  justification  to 
this  country  for  taxing  the  poor  to  the 
amount  of  4,000,000/.  per  annum  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said, — 

''  It  canDOt  be  the  interest  of  this  country 
to  admit  foreign  sugar  until  we  have  obtained 
some  guarantee  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave- 
trade  by  the  countries  from  which  we  are  to 
derive  the  sugar.'' 

And  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  those  coun- 
tries upon  the  question  of  slavery.  But 
had  we  not  a  right  to  assume,  that  those 
feelings  would  go  on  changing  if  commu- 
nication were  maintained  between  them 
and  ourselves  ?  He  believed,  in  fact,  that 
if  we  had  in  reality  a  constant  intercourse 
with  these  people  by  an  extended  trade 
we  should  have  a  much  more  potent  in- 
fluence upon  their  opinions.  Let  them 
be  once  united  with  any  trade,  unite  them 
in  bonds  of  interest  with  Great  Britain, 
and  then  how  potent  would  be  our  voices. 
But  now  we  were  causing  a  separation  of 
interests,  and  said,  we  will  not  give  you  a 
prospective  benefit,  because  yon  do  not 
enter  into  a  treaty  with  us  to  put  down 
the  slave-trade.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  dwell  on  anything,  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end  of  his  speech,  but 
the  advantage  to  be  derived  from  with- 
holding any  commercial  intercourse  with 
these  people,  and  the  advantage  to  accrue 
from  putting  down  the  slave-trade.  He 
never  told  the  committee  of  any  other. 
He  did  indeed  say  there  would  be  a  large 
supply  of  sugar;  but  he  never  told  the 
House,  that  the  price  of  colonial  would 
be  the  same  as  the  price  of  foreign  sugar ; 


and  he  was  quite  sure  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  was  not  prepared  to  make  this 
asseveration,  that  if  we  were  to  open  our 
ports  to  South  American  sugar,  the  price 
of  sugar  in  this  country  would  not  lall 
very  materially.  This  was  proved  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  proposing  to 
alter  the  duty.  The  difference  was  be- 
tween 63s.  and  24s.  the  cwt.,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  believed  to  be  ne- 
cessary  for  what  he  called  protection. 
"  If  1  were  to  alter  the  difference,''  said 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "  I  should  let 
in  foreign  sugar;  and  if  that  were  the 
case,  how  much  cheaper  would  foreign 
sugar  be  than  colonial  ?  Taking  the  duty 
at  63s.  and  24s.,  in  1840,  if  foreign 
sugar  had  been  admitted  here  at  84s. 
our  colonial  sugar  would  have  been  73s., 
because  there  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween 63s.  and  24s.  duty,  whereas  the 
difference  in  the  actual  cost  price  was 
21s.  and  49s.''  So  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  acknowledged  that  the  price 
would  materially  fall,  and  produce  great 
benefit  to  the  people.  He  reiterated  the 
statement  ad  nauseam  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  it  was  a  thing  to  be 
reiterated  to  the  people,  that  they  were 
paying,  in  a  matter  chiefly  connected  with 
their  social  and  commercial  relations,  two 
millions  of  money,  taking  it  at  the  lowest 
possible  point,  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
maintaining  a  body  of  West-India  and 
East-India  proprietors;  and  that  there 
had  been  drafted  into  the  service  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  a  new-fangled  argu- 
ment, which  had  only  within  the  last  two 
or  three  years  rushed  into  their  minds  as 
a  breath  of  offence  against  this  (the  Op- 
position) side  of  the  House.  They  never 
recollected  it  in  times  past,  when  they 
were  proprietors  of  slaves;  they  never 
talked  of  the  horrors  and  mischiefs  of 
slavery  then ;  and  it  was  reserved  for  his 
side  of  the  House  to  put  it  down.  Why 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  asked, 
allow  the  importation  of  coffee,  rice,  and 
cotton — and  he  did  not  know  how  many 
other  things — all  the  produce  of  slave- 
labour?  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  here  is  one  article,  sugar,  the  most 
important  to  the  people  of  all  that  can  be 
mentioned;  and  the  only  reason  that  I 
do  not  admit  that  as  I  do  the  others  is, 
that  I  believe  there  would  be  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  slave-trade  if  we  permitted 
it  to  be  imported.  That  was  his  sole 
argument,  and  be  now  appealed  to  the 
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people  of  England  upon  one  of  the  finest 
feelings  that  any  nation  had  ever  exhi- 
bited. But  though  this  magnificent  bene- 
Tolence,  as  he  must  call  it,  was  in  itself  a 
great  spectacle,  still  he  would  say  it  had 
been  employed  for  mischievous  purposes, 
and  however  great  and  beneficial  might 
be  that  feeling  in  the  people  who  enter- 
tained ity  they  who  had  used  it  as  a  means 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  slave-trade  had 
used  a  mighty  principle  of  good  for  mis- 
chievous ends.  They  had  not  succeeded 
— that  was  admitted  ;  but  had  enhanced 
all  the  miseries  they  attempted  to  put 
down,  and  only  shown  that  misplaced 
benevolence  was  often  as  mischievous  as 
malevolence  itself.  Looking  then  at  the 
whole  of  the  bearings  of  the  question,  he 
was  prepared,  on  the  general  argument  he 
had  advanced,  to  rest  the  proposition  which 
he  now  made — namely « that  the  duty  on 
foreign  and  colonial  sugars  should  be 
equalised. 

Mr.  Oodson  should  confine  himself  to 
the  two  propositions  put  forward  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for 
fiath,  that  we  ought  to  go  to  the  cheapest 
market  for  our  sugars ;  and  secondly,  as 
to  what  would  be  the  effect  of  this  propo- 
sal on  labour  in  the  West-India  islands. 
But  would  it  be  the  cheapest  market? 
That  was  the  question.  The  sugar  of  the 
West  Indies  could  not  be  raised  for  21s. 
the  cwt. ;  and  the  measure  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  therefore  de- 
stroy the  whole  of  the  plantations  in  the 
West-India  colonies  and  our  East-India 
possessions.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, no  doubt,  would  not  dislike  to  see 
such  a  result.  Perhaps  he  would  prefer, 
that  no  sugar  should  be  grown  either  in 
the  East  Indies  or  in  the  West  Indies. 
But  the  effect  of  an  equalisation  of  the 
duties  with  respect  to  price,  whether  for 
good  or  for  evil,  would  be,  that  not 
another  sugar  cane  would  be  planted  in 
the  colonies.  And  in  the  event  of  car- 
rying out  this  state  of  things  would  not  the 
governments  ofSpain  and  of  the  Brazils  im- 
mediately tax  to  a  large  extent  the  sugar 
which  they  would  import  into  this  country  ? 
Take  from  the  market  4,000,000  cwt* 
which  was  now  supplied  by  our  colonie8,and 
he  would  ask,  would  any  man  believe  that 
the  sugar  growers  of  Cuba  and  of  Brazil 
would  still  import  to  us  without  levying 
some  additional  imposts?  It  would  be  to 
give  to  Brazil,  to  Spain,  and  to  Cuba, 
the  opportunity  of  raisiog  a  revenne  so 
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large  as  to  prevent  the  people  of  this 
country  from  deriving  any  advantages 
whatever.  This  would  be  the  effect  the 
moment  they  should  take  away  the  com- 
petition which  now  existed ;  and  therefore, 
he  contended,  that  they  were  not  to  go  to 
the  cheapest  market,  in  the  real  sense  of 
the  word,  if,  as  a  consequence  of  such  a 
measure  as  that  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  they  thereby  destroyed  the  com- 
petition which  now  existed,  as  belnreen 
the  East  Indies  and  the  West  Indies. 
The  second  part  of  the  argument  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was,  that  by 
carrying  out  his  principle,  it  would  have 
no  effect  on  the  happy  condition  of  the 
negro  population.  Here  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  mistaken  as  to  the 
facts.  For  if  they  took  away  the  growth 
of  the  sugar  cane,  they  took  away  the  very 
wages ;  and  they  would  promote  a  state  of 
society  in  which  the  negro  might,  perhaps, 
still  live  in  comfort,  but  he  would  not  be 
enabled,  out  of  his  wages,  to  do  that  which, 
much  to  the  credit  of  the  negro  population, 
they  had  done,  aided  by  means  which  re- 
flected honour  on  this  country,  and  on  the 
missionaries  of  her  church, — namely,  to 
maintain  the  churches  and  schools  in  the 
colonies.  He  therefore  thought  that  the 
shortest  and  plainest  answer  to  the  propo- 
sition, that  we  should  go  to  the  cheapest 
markets  for  our  supplies,  was  this, — that 
that  market  would  not  continue  to  be  the 
cheapest  if  they  took  away  all  competition, 
and  with  that  the  wages  of  the  West-India 
labourer;  and,  moreover,  that  a  state  of 
society  would  ensue  in  which  the  negro 
would  not  remain  in  the  condition  in  which 
he  now  happily  was. 

Mr.  Gladstone  thought  it  was  the  general 
feeling  of  the  committee  that  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  go  into  the  motion 
which  was  expected  to  be  brought  forward 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
before  they  discussed  the  present  question. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  this  in  any  dis- 
courtesy towards  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  or  what  had  fallen  from  him ; 
but  the  fact  was,  that  the  motion  was  one 
of  a  peculiar  nature,  and  one  which  he 
must  go  into  at  a  length  which  he  thought 
few  hon.  Members  would  be  disposed  to 
accompany  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seemed  to  lay  the  onus  on  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  show  why  he  made 
this  exception  to  the  general  rules  of  trade 
in  the  article  of  sugar.  What  were  the 
**  general  rules  of  tnde,"  which  the  hoiu 
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«nd  iMrned  Oentleman  found  operating 
ID  the  world  in  respect  to  differential  du« 
ties  ?  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
looked  to  general  rules  of  trade^  he  would 
find  that  when  there  was  a  producing  in- 
teresty  it  was  protected  by  a  duty  abroad 
in  competing  with  foreign  countries. 
There  the  same  rule  applied,  but  in  an 
increased  degree.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  aware  that  in  the  principal 
consuming  countries  this  was  the  case, — 
a  heaty  duty  was  imposed  on  the  import- 
atioa  of  foreign  sugar ;  as  in  France  and 
Germany;  and  the  committee  of  the 
American  Congress  had  likewise  reoom* 
mended  a  considerably  increased  protect- 
ing duty.  He  was  not  there  to  question 
the  right  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  bring  this  question  forward,  but  he 
really  spoke  of  this  differential  duty  as  if 
it  were  an  eiception  to  a  general  rule. 
He  did  not  think,  in  the  present  state  of 
the  country,  in  respect  to  the  tariff  of  this 
Qr  foreign  countries,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  would  find  those  gene- 
ral rules  to  which  he  had  referred.  He 
thoughti  however,  that  without  going  now 
into  detail  as  to  the  propriety  of  a  vast 
interest  being  placed  under  the  shelter  of 
a  protecting  duty,  and  setting  aside  for 
the  timo  a  discussion  on  the  probable 
effects  of  carrying  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  motion, — it  would  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  principles  upon  which 
the  House  had  always  proceeded,  namely, 
that  of  protection,  suddenly  to  withdraw 
that  protection  on  a  proposition  to  equalize 
the  duties,  where,  in  our  case,  up  to  the 
present  moment,  they  were  almost  abso- 
lutely prohibitory.  He  did  not  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  find  a 
dozen  Gentlemen  to  go  such  a  length. 
The  House  was  about  to  carry  into  effect 
vast  alterations  in  respect  to  the  protect- 
ing duties  which  bore  upon  our  foreign 
and  our  home  interests,  and  he  was  sure 
the  case  of  sugar  would  be  dealt  with  on 
the  same  principle.  It  was  not  necessary 
to  discuss  what  should  be  the  extent  of  the 
protection,  but  the  case  was  at  least  as 
strong  in  that  of  sugar  as  anything  else. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  has  gone 
at  length  into  his  own  views  upon  the  in- 
terference of  this  country  in  respect  to  the 
slave-trade,  and  had  expressed  opinions 
which  he  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  be  almost  solitary  io 
holding  in  that  Hou^e;  but  that  part  of 
tbe  f  ul4e«t  would  ba  better  ratenred  for  a 


future  and  more  extended  discussion,  if 
that  House  were  inclined  to  entertain  the 
question  for  changing  a  system  which  was 
absolutely  prohibitory  for  one  of  equality 
and  perfect  freedom  of  trade.  But  as  it 
was,  he  did  not  think  that  House  would 
make  such  an  exception  to  all  general 
rules,  and  to  all  the  principles  on  which 
the  tariff  was  proceeding ;  and  therefore 
he  could  not  consent  to  make  a  change  so 
sudden  and  so  vast  as  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  vested 
his  case  on  totally  different  ground  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer.  He 
would  like  to  hear  the  real  ground  of 
opposition  to  this  motion.  Hb  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  proposed  that  the 
duties  on  foreign  and  colonial  sugar  should 
be  equalised.  He  was  met  by  the  argu- 
ment of  the  slave-trade.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  satisfactorily  disposed 
of  that  argument ;  but  there  was  another 
point  to  which  he  had  addressed  himself, 
and  on  which  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
remarking.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  claimed  for  this  country  the  merit  of 
doing  what,  strictly  speaking,  it  was  not 
doing.  Our  principle  was  said  to  be  to 
refuse  the  admission  of  slave^rown  sugar, 
lest  we  might  encourage  slavery,  but  we 
sent  out  to  the  Brazils  and  brought  back 
sugar,  which  we  then  took  to  the  conti- 
nent and  sold  for  a  bill  of  exchange,  or  a 
few  bales  of  wool  or  some  other  commo- 
dity. Could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
deny,  that  this  was  as  strong  an  encou- 
ragement to  slavery  as  if  the  sugar  came 
into  England,  and  sweetened  his  own  tea? 
Our  policy,  indeed,  compelled  our  mer- 
chants to  make  a  circuitous  route,  and  to 
pay  brokerage  and  other  burdens,  all  of 
which  ultimately  fell  on  the  working  class ; 
but  the  nature  of  the  process  so  far  as  the 
encouragement  of  slavery  went,  was  ex« 
actly  the  same.  We  did,  by  exchange, 
encourage  and  increase  the  cultivation  of 
sugar  by  slaves  in  Brazil ;  but  we  did  it 
in  a  way  to  increase  the  burdens  of  our 
own  people.  There  vras  another  point. 
We  admitted  foreign  sugar  to  be  refined 
in  bond,  while  we  were  excluding  it  from 
home  consumption,  upon  the  monstrous 
pretext  of  discouraging  slavery.  We  were 
letting  it  into  Liverpool  and  London  to 
be  refined  in  bond,  and  then  exported  it 
to  all  parts  of  the  world.  In  1840  we 
exported  alave-giowD  sugar  refiued  ik 
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bond  to  almost  every  country  in  Europe — 
to  Spain,  to  Germany,  to  RuBsia,  and 
elsewhere.  We  were  even  supplying  the 
West  Indies,  so  that  the  free  neg;roe8  there 
were  ealini;  slave-grown  sugar,  refined  in 
bond,  at  the  same  price  which  our  labour- 
ers at  home  were  paying  for  common 
brown  sugar.  It  was  monstrous  to  think, 
that  while  opposing;  the  reduction  of  slave- 
grown  sugar  mto  the  English  market,  we 
had  sent  such  sugar,  refined  in  bond,  in 
the  last  half  of  1840  to  countries  contain-* 
ing  a  population  of  600,000,000.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool, 
who  had  opposed  the  change  in  the  sugar 
duties  last  autumn,  and  joined  in  turning 
out  the  late  Government  on  the  question, 
went  down  to  Liverpool  with  the  same 
plea  of  slave-grown  sugar,  and  some  of 
his  leading  supporters  were  refining  slave- 
grown  sugar  in  bond,  and  sending  it  to  all 
quarters  of  the  globe.  In  legislating  on 
this  sulgect  they  were  actually  compelling 
the  people  to  give  a  much  larger  share  of 
the  produce  of  their  labour  for  sugar  than 
they  would  with  equal  duties.  During 
the  six  years  from  1834  to  1840  inclusive, 
the  people  of  this  country  paid  20,000,000/. 
more  for  sugar,  than  they  would  have 
done  if  they  had  bought  it  from  foreif^n 
countries.  He  had  heard  shrewd  intelli- 
gent merchants,  trading  with  the  West 
Indies,  say,  that  if  we  had  made  a  present 
of  the  goods  sold  to  the  West  Indies,  in 
return  for  a  free*trade  with  Brazils  and 
Cuba,  we  should  have  been  actually  gain- 
ers. We  compelled  our  own  people  to 
give  twice  as  much  as  was  necessary  for 
sugar,  but  we  did  not  compel  the  people 
of  the  West  Indies  to  pay  double  price 
for  our  commodities.  Could  this  state  of 
things  continue  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  quoted  precedent  as  a  justification, 
and  made  use  of  no  other  argument.  No 
doubt,  high  protecting  duties  had  existed 
heretofore,  but  could  the  trade  continue  in 
its  present  state?  What  were  the  fruits 
of  the  present  system  ?  Look  at  the  con- 
dition of  the  working  population.  Did  it 
not  require  some  great  and  comprehensive 
measure  to  relieve  them  ?  No  miserable 
expedient,  no  wretched  peddling  altera- 
tion of  the  tariff  could  have  the  effect  of 
resuscitating  the  country  from  the  depth 
of  misery  into  which  it  had  bllen.  Did 
aot  the  present  state  of  the  country  call 
fiir  a  large  and  comprebenstve  measure, 
Md  Wit  ftol  bis  hon.  and  leamed  Friend 
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justified  in  proposing  his  amendment  ? 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not  stand 
alone.  The  Manchester  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce had  every  year  petitioned  for  an 
equalisation  of  the  duties  on  foreign 
and  colonial  sugar.  In  presenting  that 
petition,  they  knew,  that  previous  le- 
gislation on  the  subject  had  done  grievous 
injury  to  the  population  of  that  district. 
They  knew  that  Parliament  could  not 
protect  manufactures,  if  they  would,  and 
that,  in  giving  a  monopoly  of  sugar  to  the 
West  Indies,  it  was  done  at  their  expence. 
That  monopoly  might  be  very  convenient 
for  hon.  Members,  either  there  or  else- 
where, who  owned  land  in  the  West  Indies, 
but  it  was  obtained  at  the  expence  of  the 
sinews  and  blood  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  What  was  the  pretension  for 
these  differential  duties,  as  they  were 
called  ?  Why  not  stick  to  the  old  term, 
"monopoly,"  or,  if  they  liked  it,  pro- 
tecting duties?  But  what  was  the  pre- 
tension on  which  this  monopoly  of  the 
colonics  was  grounded  ?  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  on  a  former 
occasion,  had  indulged  in  a  great  deal  of 
declamation  upon  the  advantages  of  colo- 
nies. He  was  not  going  to  contend,  that 
it  was  not  an  advantage  to  have  people  of 
our  own  race  spread  over  the  earth ;  but, 
was  that  a  reason  for  giving  them  protec- 
tion and  a  monopoly,  when  the  cry  at 
home  was  to  be  relieved  firom  the  mono- 
poly of  the  landbrds?  It  might  be 
pleaded  in  favour  of  the  landowners,  that 
they  bad  special  burdens,  and  paid  taxes 
to  the  State.  But  could  the  colonies  set 
up  such  a  plea  ?  We  paid  for  their  go- 
vernors, and  even  for  their  education-* 
we  paid  for  the  bishops  of  their  ecclesias- 
tical establishments — we  paid  for  light- 
houses, and  we  paid  100,000/.  for  militia 
uniforms  in  Canada,  at  the  same  time 
that  we  were  keeping  16,000  regular 
troops  there.  It  might  be  very  well  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  talk  of  the  advantage 
of  these  colonies,  but  men  of  business 
would  calculate  the  cost  of  all  this,  and 
they  could  not  be  expected  to  be  satisfied 
if  they  found  themselves  paying  half  as 
much  in  expenses  as  the  whole  return  of 
the  trade  with  the  colonies.  The  maon« 
factnring  interest  readily  offered  to  give 
up  all  their  own  protection.  He  had 
protested  against  the  7  per  cent,  in  the 
colonies  as  a  fraud,  as  being  intended  to 
deceive,  and  to  be  quoted  as  an  authority 
hereafter.    If  they  would  abdish  the  c^ 
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nial  monopoly,  he  would  undertake  to 
bring;  the  whole  manufacturing  interest  to 
abandon  their  protection^  and  to  thank 
the  House  for  the  arrangement.  The 
present  scheme  was  founded  on  selfish- 
ness, and  looking  at  the  present  condition 
of  the  people,  he  warned  the  House  that 
it  could  not  continue,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  not  persevere  in  trying  to  maintain 
it  too  long. 

[A  short  discussion  took  place  as  to 
the  form  of  putting  the  question,  which 
ended  in  an  understanding  that  the  sense  of 
the  House,  should  be  taken  on  the  general 
proposition,  that  the  duty  on  all  sugar 
not  being  refined  be  24s.  per.  cwt.] 

Mr.  Roebuck  in  reply,  said,  he  wished 
for  no  discriminating  duties,  but  both  the 
present  Gorernment  and  the  iate  Govern, 
ment  supported  them,  though  they  differed 
as  to  the  amount.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Taunton,  was 
about  to  propose  that  there  should  be  a 
differential  duty  of  lOs.  That  either 
would  or  would  not  admit  foreign  sugar. 
If  it  did  admit  it,  it  would  lower  the  price 
of  sugar,  and,  therefore,  drive  colonial 
sugar  out  of  the  market ;  and,  therefore, 
be  no  protection.  If  it  did  not  admit 
foreign  sugar  and  low  prices,  it  would  give 
no  relief.  This  was  the  canker  in  all 
systems  supported  by  the  Members  of  the 
late  Government.  They  did  not  carry 
out  the  principle  which  they  desired  to 
maintain.  If  they  wished  to  protect  the 
colonies  they  should  do  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  did.  If,  not  they  should 
adopt  the  principle  of  free-trade.  He 
was  for  free-trade  and  fair  competition. 
The  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
said,  that  he  would  find  no  example  of 
the  principle  which  he  maintained.  He 
knew,  that  Government  had  not  acted  on 
the  principles  which  economical  science 
had  established ;  but  it  was  not  on  that 
account  less  certain,  that  the  principle  on 
which  all  sound  commercial  relations  were 
founded  was  to  buy  in  the  cheapest  mar- 
ket. Any  man  who,  in  legislating,  acted 
against  that  principle,  was  bound  to  give 
the  reasons  why  he  acted  against  it. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  duty  on  all  unrefined  sugar  be 
24s. : — Ayes  18 ;  Noes  59 ;  Majority  41. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
Bowring,  Dr.  Gibson,  T.  M. 

BrothertoD,  J.  Hawes,  B. 

Busfeild,  W.  Marsland,  H. 

Cbristiei  W.  D.  Morisoui  0. 


Duties. 


1176 


Philips,  M. 
Ricardo,  J*  L. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Ward,  H.  G. 


WiUiams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TSLLEBS. 

Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Cobden,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Adand,  T.  D.  Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Arbuthnott,  hon.  H.  Hope,  hon.C. 

BailUe,  CoU  Hughes,  W.  B. 

Baiid,  W.  Hussey,  T. 

Baldwin,  B.  Jermyn,  Earl 

Barclay,  D.  Kemble,  Henry 

Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T.  KnatchbuU,rtJin.SirE. 

Barnard,  £.  G.  Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  U . 

Blakemore,  R.  Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 

Buckley,  E,  Lockhart,  W. 

Buller,  E.  Mackenzie,  T. 

Campbell,  A.  M*Geachy,  F.  A. 

Chapman,  A.  Manners,  Lord  J. 

Chetwode,  Sir  J.  Palmerston,  Visct. 

Chute,  W.  L.  W.  Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  H.  Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E.  Price,  R. 

Coote,  Sir  C.  H.  Reade,  W.  M. 

Dickinson,  F.  H.  Round,  J. 

Escott,  B.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Esmonde,  Sir  T.  Sandon,  Visct. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E.  Stanley,  Lord 

Godson,  R.  Stewart,  P.  M. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H.  Stewart,  J. 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  Vane,  Lord  H. 

Grant,  Sir  A.  C.  Vernon,  G.  H. 

Greenaway,  C.  Wemyss,  CapL 
Hampden,  R.  tellers. 

Hardy,  J.  Douglas,  Sir  C. 

Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Original  question  again  put. 

Mr.  Labouchere  stated,  that  he  had  not 
been  able  to  concur  in  the  motion  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath ; 
and  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  truly  said, 
that  in  resisting  that  motion,  his  noble 
Friend,  and  those  who  acted  with  him, 
had  only  acted  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  that  they  had  uniformly  avowed. 
He  confessed,  himself,  that  he  could  not 
reconcile  it  either  to  justice  or  sound  po- 
licy, after  this  country  had,  for  a  long 
series  of  years,  raised,  by  high  protecting 
duties,  any  interest  that  relied  upon  these 
protecting  duties,  suddenly,  and  at  once, 
to  prostrate  that  interest  bv  a  single  blow, 
regardless  of  the  ruin  and  confusion  this 
must  cause,  to  the  classes  dependent  upon 
it.  Whatever  reproaches  this  opinion 
might  subject  him  to,  he  should  never 
hesitate  to  avow  it  in  that  House.  He  did 
not  believe,  that  the  humblest  person  in 
the  community — he  did  not  believe,  that 
there  was  any  class  in  the  community  who 
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could  dearly  have  an  interest  in  any  mea- 
sure that  could  injuriously  affect  other 
classes.     He  belieTed  this  was  the  true 
and  proper  time  for  opposing  the  principle 
of  high  and  protective  auties  at  home ;  and 
though  he  was  desirous  of  putting  protec- 
tion on  a  footing  more  consonant  with  the 
general  interests  of  the  community  at  large, 
yet  he  considered,  that  it  would  be  an  in- 
justice not  to  do  it  with  tenderness  and 
care.    If  he  held  this  to  be  true  as  regarded 
the  mother  country,  he  held  it  to  be  not 
less  true  with  regaid  to  the  colonial  inter- 
est, especially  when  they  remembered,  that 
these  colonies  had  no   representative  in 
that  House,  who  might  call  their  atten- 
tion to  any  injury  which  they  might  be 
about  to  inflict  upon  them.    The  principle 
which  he  always  had  avowed  was,  that 
high  and  exaggerated  protective  duties 
should  be  put  an  end  to.    Monopoly  he 
believed  to  be  injurious  to  the  community, 
and  not  advantageous  to  the  interest  it 
was  intended  to  secure.     That  was  the 
principle  he   was  prepared  to  apply  to 
vanous  important  interests  at  home  ;  that 
was  the  principle  which   he  rose  in  his 
place  that  nignt  to  apply  to  one  of  the 
most  important  interests  of  their  colonies. 
The  motion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  to  continue  the  present  duties 
on  sugar ;  3/.  Ss,  the  cwt.  on  foreign  sugar, 
and  24s.  the  cwt.  on  colonial  sugar,  on 
sugar  the  produce  of  British  possessions. 
He,  on  the  contrary,  proposea,  that  the 
amount  should  be  reduced  to  30«.  the 
cwt.  on  foreign  sugar,  and  on  sugar  the 
produce  of  British  colonies,  205.  the  cwt. 
He  never  was  more  confident  of  anything 
in  his  life,  than  he  was  of  this — that  what- 
ever might  be  the  fate  of  the  proposal  that 
he  made  that  night,  and  however  success- 
ful might  be  the  opposition  which  he  re- 
gretted to  find,  it  was  to  meet  from  her 
Maje&ty's  Government,  yet  he  felt  per- 
fecUy  confident,  after  the  avowal  of  policy 
made  by  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
and  the  principles  acted  on  upon  other 
subjects,  ne  felt  perfect  confidence  in  say. 
ing  that  at  no  distant  period,  the  true 
principles  of  commerce  would  be  applied 
to  sugar,  as  well  as  they  had  been  to  other 
articles  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion.    He  had  now  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  the  true  circumstances 
in  which  they  were  placed  at  the  present 
moment.      They  now    heard    from    the 
Minister  of  the   Crown   the  remarkable 
avowal,  that  he  considered  this  country  to 
be  in  such  a  state,  that  it  was  of  the  ut- 


most importance  to  reduce  the  price  of 
the  great  articles  of  subsistence  to  the 
great  body  of  the  community.  Valuable 
as  that  declaration  had  been,  yet  he  must 
say  that  the  remedies  propc^ed  to  cope 
with  the  great  and  admitted  evil  were 
lamentably  inadequate.  He  did  not 
mean  to  refer  to  the  Corn -laws,  other- 
wise than  incidentally.  He  must  re- 
mind the  House  that  corn  was  the  chief 
article  of  the  subsistence  of  the  people. 
At  the  recommendation  of  the  Govern- 
ment they  had  passed  a  bill  which  legis- 
lated with  regard  to  that  article,  and 
whatever  might  be  its  other  merits,  it  was 
not  framed  on  the  principle  of  giving  food 
cheaper  to  the  great  body  of  consumers  in 
this  country.  Nay,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  introducing  his  bill,  had  de- 
clared that  he  did  not  believe  that  its  ef- 
fect would  be  in  any  material  degree  to 
reduce  the  price  of  corn  to  the  people  of 
this  country.  They  had  now  made  some 
progress  with  the  tariff,  and  with  regard 
to  the  principal  articles  of  food,  such  as 
cheese  and  butter,  though  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  that  the  duties  were 
unquestionably  high,  and  only  defended 
them  on  temporary  ground,  yet  added, 
that  considering  the  state  of  the  revenue, 
he  could  not  consent  to  reduce  them.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  nothing  had  been 
done  to  reduce  the  price  of  some  articles 
of  subsistence,  yet  he  might  state,  that 
what  had  been  done  was  lamentably  small 
and  inadequate.  They  had  now  then  to 
come  to  the  susar  question.  He  did  not 
mean  to  deny,  that  much  good  would  be 
done  by  the  tariff,  but  then  the  good 
would  chiefly  be  through  the  slow  increase 
of  trade,  rather  than  reduce  the  price 
upon  articles  of  subsistence  on  any  parti- 
cular article.  In  the  discussions  in  former 
years  upon  these  subjects,  he  found  that 
measures  were  rather  recommended  for 
the  sake  of  increasing,  than  from  any  ex- 
pectation that  they  would  reduce  the  price 
of  articles  of  subsistence ;  now,  it  appeared 
to  him,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hud 
more  stress  upon  the  importance  and 
practicability  of  lessening  the  price  of  ar- 
ticles of  sulraistenoe.  He  was,  however, 
astonished  to  find,  when  such  a  stress  was 
laid  on  that  point  in  the  face  of  the  coun- 
try, that  very  little  would  be  accomplished 
in  f  he  way  of  reducing  the  price  of  articles 
of  subsistence,  while  it  was  shown  that 
considerable  benefit  would  be  done  to 
trade.  The  article  under  discussion  in  im- 
portanoe,  was  next  to  oora<-and  by  an 
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alteration  in  tbe  dutiesi  tliey  could  imme- 
diately add  to  tbe  comforts  of  the  people. 
In  this  point  of  view  he  could  hardly  ex- 
cept com,  as  to  its  importance,  and  he 
aaid  it  for  this  reason,  that  any  alteration 
in  the  duty  on  com  could  not  at  once  and 
immediately  effect  a  very  great  reduction 
in  the  price  of  food,  caused  by  a  supply  of 
the  article  from  other  countries ;  but  with 
regard  to  sugar  the  case  was  obviously^  of 
a  different  description.     On  this  occasion 
he  meant  to  avoid  figures  as  much  as  he 
could.      It  was,  however,  notorious  the 
difference  of  the  price  of  sugar  in  England 
and  in  the  continental  nations  near  it,  and 
that  the  difference  was  caused  by  high 
protecting  and  prohibitory  duties.     If  the 
House  was  desirous,  earnestly  and  anxi- 
ously, to  grapple  with  that  evil,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted;   if 
they  wished  to  look  at  sugar  as  an  article 
of  subsistence,  and  were  to  find  a  practic- 
able remedy  for  the  present  distress,  he 
ftaid  that  there  was  no  one  subject  in  the 
whole  range  of  their  commerdal  system  to 
which  the  House  could  address  itself,  with 
the  certainty  of  producing  more  immediate 
beneilt,  than  by  putting  the  sugar  trade 
upon  a  rational  and  proper  footing.     It 
was  clearly  the  duty  of  the  House  to  make 
such  alterations  in  the  sugar  duties  as 
would  insure  to  the  people  of  this  country 
tbe  enjoyment  of  an  article,  not  of  mere 
comfort  but  of  neoessity^  at  a  moderate 
and  reasonable  cost  Before  he  approached 
the  other  parts  of  this  subject,  he  meant 
shortly  to  advert  to  the  history  of  the  su- 
gar question  for  the  last  few  years.    Until 
withm  about  ten  years  ago,  though  then 
our  colonial  possessions  had  nominally  a 
monopoly,  yet,  from  the  circumstance  of 
their  producing  more   sugar    than   this 
country  consumed,  that  monopoly  did  not 
produce  those  evils  which  generally   fol- 
lowed from    the  existence  of  monopoly. 
There  were  not,  in  consequence  of  this 
state  of  things,  two  prices  of  the  article — 
one  upon  that  whicli  was  exported,  and  the 
other  on  that  retained  for  use  at  home. 
The  country  suffered  theoretically  but  not 
practically  from  the  existence  of  tlie  evil. 
During  the  last  ten  years,  however,  the 
case  had  been  materially  altered.     The 
supply  from  our  colonies  had  fallen  off, 
and  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in  foreign 
countries  bad  been  greatly  extended.     So 
far,  then,  from  our  colonies  having  sugar 
to   spore    for    foreigners^    they  had    but 
a  scanty  snppiv  for  our  own  population. 
The  coat  of  the  article  rose  here,  while 


foreign  nations  obtained  it  at  a  more 
sonable  price.    He  found,  then,  that  in 
1829  the  question  of  the  sugar  duties  bad 
been  brought  before  that  House  by  a  per- 
son eminentlv  calculated,  from  his  official 
situation  and  by  his  own  high  character, 
to  give  the  greatest  weight  to  his  opinions. 
A  proposal  was  then  made  by  Lord  Gle- 
nelg,  theu    Mr.    C.   Grant,  which    was 
brought  forward  in  coojunction  with  Mr. 
Huskisson,  whose  name  had  been  so  fre- 
quently quoted  with  respect  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.    And  now  he  begged  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  what  that 
proposal  was.     Mr.  Grant  propo^  that 
the  duty  on  foreign  sugar  should  be  28f. 
the  cwt.,   on  East-India  sugar  25«.  the 
cwt.,  and  on  West-India  sugar  20#.  the 
cwt.    Since  then  they  had  very  properly 
equalized  the  duties  on  East  and  West-In- 
dian sugar;   but  then  the  House  would 
perceive  that  the  only  difi^enoe  between 
the  foreign  sugar  was  28f.  the  cwt.,  and 
20ir.  tbe  cwt.  upon  British  colonial  sugar. 
Mr.  Grant,  in  bringing  forward  this  mo. 
tion,  made  this  very  remarkable  disclosure. 
He  said  that  Mr.  Huskisson  and  himself, 
as  Members  of  the  Cabinet  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  had  submitted  this  proposal 
to  their  Colleagues  in  the  Cabinet,  and 
that  no  objections  had  been  made  to  it  in 
point  of  principle     The  only  objection  was 
on  point  of  revenue,  and  they  felt  assured 
that  their  plan  was  postponed  for  a  year, 
only  on  account  of  the  condition  of  the  re- 
venue.   Mr.  Grant  went  on  to  say,  that 
great  had  been  his  disappointment  to  find 
it    otherwise.    Mr.   Huskisson  and   Mr. 
Grant  had,  at  this  time,  left  the  Cabinet, 
and  they  declared  that  they  felt  greatly 
disappointed  when  the  present  ChimceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposed,  not  the  lower 
rate  of  duties,  but  the  present  duties,  which 
it  was  still  proposed  to  continue.    He  held 
Mr.  Grant's  speech  in  his  hand,  but  did 
not  mean  to  read  it,  unless  tbe  accuracy 
of  what  he  then  stated  was  disputed.  When 
that  proposal  was  made,  a  discussion  took 
place  which  was  well  worthy  of  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.    The  whole  question 
was  fully  considered,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   the  Chancellor  of  the   Ex- 
chequer, in  opposing  the  proposition,  did 
not  object  to  the  principle  but  to  the  loss 
of  revenue.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
agreed  as  to  the  principles,  and  gn  the 
ground  of  revenue  alone  offered  his  oppo- 
sition to  it.     He  did  not  mean  to  disguise 
from  the  House,  that  a  great  change  had 
t«]»» pUce .ft«  tUt^^  Hi^«^|f^. 
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tention  of  the  Hoaae  to  this  cirenmstaDoe, 
becauge  now  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  rested  his  opposition  to 
the  present  proposal,  on  the  ground  that 
it  would  be  Ifor  the  encouragement  of  the 
slaTe-trade.  As  far  as  that  drcumstance 
was  concerned,  the  objection  might  hare 
been  nrged  against  Mr.  Grant's  motion  in 
1829.  Then  in  1834  they  came  to  a  le- 
Tolntion  in  the  situation  of'their  West-In- 
dian colonies,  caused  by  the  great  measure 
of  negro  emancipation.  It  was  felt,  he 
beliem,  in  that  House,  and  generally  felt 
in  the  country,  that  there  ought  to  be  an 
unwillingness  on  their  part,  considering 
the  social  and  commercial  situation  of  their 
West-Indian  colonies,  to  resort  to  any 
measure  which  might  disturb  the  new 
system  that  had  just  been  adopted.  This 
was  the  ground  for  their  conduct.  It  was 
not  from  the  necessity  of  discouraging  the 
slave-trade,  but  to  allow  a  breathing  time 
to  their  colonies,  after  the  immense  change 
forced  upon  them  by  the  Legislature  of 
the  mother  country.  This  constituted  the 
sole,  but  still  he  thought  this  a  sufficient, 
reason  for  Parliament  not  hastily  intro- 
ducing further  changes.  It  was  on  this 
ground  that  he  had  two  years  ago  resisted 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan, 
stating,  however,  at  the  same  time,  that 
he  rested  his  opposition  not  oil  a  question 
of  principle,  but  of  time.  He  had  heard 
oecasionally  Gentlemen  opposite  declare 
that  the  condnct  of  the  late  Government 
on  that  occasion  was  such  that  it  was  a 
natter  of  great  surprise  to  the  West-India 
interest  when  they  came  forward  last  year, 
with  the  change  that  they  proposed  to 
make  in  these  duties.  No  man,  who  had 
looked  to  the  condnct  (jf  the  Grovernment, 
would,  he  was  sure,  make  that  assertion. 
He  bulged  to  remind  those  who  made  the 
assertion,  that  Lord  Sydenham  had,  four 
jrears  ago,  distinctly  announced  his  opin- 
ion that  they  should  consider  the  sugar 
duties,  with  a  view  to  their  alteration ;  at 
KDj  rate  when  the  question  of  the  Bra- 
xihan  treaty  should  come  to  be  considered, 
if  not  before.  He  knew  the  impression 
that  declaration  had  made  upon  the  plant, 
ers,  connected  with  this  matter ;  and  al- 
though Gentlemen  in  that  House  might 
have  been  taken  by  surprise,  neither  the 
colonial  nor  the  commercial  interests  were 
taken  by  surprise.  He  remembered  that 
when  he  was  at  Liverpool  three  years  ago, 
a  deputation  of  West- India  merchants  had 
waited  upon  htm,  on  account  of  this  {Tpeech 
of  Lord  Sydenham^  and  expressed  t<y  him 


the  hope,  that  his  opinions  were  not  those 
of  his  predecessor,  and  they  then  gave  ex- 
pression to  their  fears  and  apprdbensions 
m  the  matter.  He  was  not  able  to  give 
them  such  an  assurance,  and  he  was 
afraid  they  had  left  him  a  ffood  deal  dis- 
satisfied with  the  opinions  he  expressed. 
He  remembered  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  brought  forward 
his  motion,  with  respect  to  the  sugar  du- 
ties, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
now  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  after 
stating  his  suspicion  at  such  a  proposition, 
produced  petitions  from  various  parishes 
in  Jamaica,  in  which  they,  in  the  strongest 
language  complained  that  Government 
was  about  to  take  a  step  that  would  be 
rtiinous  to  them.  He  had  always  thought 
that  it  was  just  and  proper  that  they 
should  give  a  breathing  time  to  their 
West-Indian  Colonies,  after  the  great  ex- 
periment of  negro  emancipation ;  he  had 
also  felt  that  the  time  must  come,  and 
was  (ast  approaching,  when,  in  justice  to 
the  people  of  this  country,  and  injustice  to 
those  particular  interests  themselves,  it 
would  be  right  and  fitting  in  Ptoliament 
to  deal  with  the  sugar  question.  It  was 
in  accordance  with  that,  that  the  Govern- 
ment, of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  a 
Member,  made  the  proposal  last  year, 
which  was  not  so  fortunate  as  to  obtain 
the  support  of  the  Legislature;  and  he 
must  say,  that  the  reasons  that  then  ex- 
isted for  Parliament  making  a  change  in 
the  sugar  duties  were  at  l^t  in  as  full 
force  now.  They  must  recollect  tfait  as 
they  were  now  considering  the  question,  it 
was  not  disconnected  with  the  other  com- 
mercial interests  ci  the  country.  Tbev 
were  now  engaged  in  a  Session  in  which 
it  was  proposed  by  the  Government  itself, 
that  the  whole  of  their  commercial  system 
should  be  put  upon  a  sound  and  intelligi- 
ble footing.  They  had,  at  the  instance  of 
the  Government,  made  alterationff  which 
were  held  to  be  necessary  and  just  for  the 
interests  of  the  community  at  large.  He 
could  not  disguise  from  himself  that  cer- 
tain protected  interests  had  been  deprived 
of  the  protection  they  bad  heretofore  en- 
joyed, and  he  held  that  those  principles  of 
justice  ought  to  be  applied  to  ether  pnK 
tected  interests.  The  mining  interests  of 
Cornwall,  and  other  interests  likewise, 
would  have  a  right  to  complain,  if  having 
dealt  with  them,  the  Government  refused 
to  deal  with  other  interests  also,  for  in- 
stanee,  those  interests  which  were  affected 
by  the  sugar  dutife^^.^^9ji  these  gfeuedsy 
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he  bad  complained  of  the  conduct  of  tbe 
Government  with  respect  to  the  Corn- 
laws  J  but  these  object  ions  applied  witli  in- 
creased force  to  the  course  they  pro- 
posed to  take  with  respect  to  the  sugar 
duties.  But  they  were  told  by  tUe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  the 
present  state  of  the  sugar  trade,  and 
the  present  prices  of  su^r  were  so  aatis- 
fectory,  that  they  might  be  perfectly  con- 
tent to  leare  things  as  they  were,  for  the 
present  year;  that  the  people  would  have 
sugar  at  a  moderate  price,  and  that  they 
would  sufler  no  LnconrenieDce  from  leaf  lug 
the  sugar  duties  as  they  are  for  the  pre- 
sent year.  He  confessed,  that  when  he 
look  eel  et  the  figures  they  would  not  bear 
out  the  staiement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  this  subject.  The  right  hon. 
Gentiecnan,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  told  ihem,  that  sugar  was  now 
at  a  low  price  in  this  country.  He  must 
say,  that  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the 
right  hun,  Geotleman  spoke  rather  iu  his 
character  as  a  West- India  proprietor  than 
of  Chancellor  of  the  Excheijuer,  when  he 
said,  that  the  present  price  of  ^ugar  was 
Buch  as  ought  to  satisfy  the  House,  or  was 
one  which  ought  to  be  satisfactory  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  as  the  price  of  an 
article  of  subsistence.  One  would  suppose, 
from  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  within  the  la^t  few  dayn,  a 
great  fall  must  have  taken  place  in  the 
price  of  sugar.  He  found,  by  the  Gn^^clie 
of  the  25th  May,  that  the  average  price  of 
Muscovado  sugar  in  bond  was  39jr.  5|rf.  per 
cwt  At  the  same  period  last  year,  the 
price  was  38j.  2^d.  per  cwt.  This  was  a 
rise  of  rather  more  than  Lv.  per  cwt.,  as 
compared  to  last  year.  [Mr.  Glafhloae : 
Take  the  prices  of  other  years.]  Perhaps 
it  would  be  the  better  way  that  be  should 
take  a  wider  range  of  price.  He  would 
take  the  prices  of  the  first  months  of  184  L 
The  prices  in  the  beginning  of  1841  were 
as  follow.  In  January,  484f,  lOtL  per  cwt. ; 
ID  February,  37j.  ;  in  March,  39.?.  2^^/. ; 
in  April,  38j.  IIUL  i  and  in  May,  in  the 
first  week  of  that  month,  41  s.  1{(L  pLvr 
cwt.  All  that  he  meant  to  infer  from 
this  was,  tJiat  of  late  the  price  had  been 
ranging  high  in  the  sugar  market  of  this 
country,  and  he  certainly  did  not  think, 
that  it  could  be  ssafely  asserted,  that  the 
price  of  sugar  in  this  country  was  satis- 
factory. He  also  thought,  that  it  was 
quite  clear,  that  those  violent  alterations  of 
price  were  the  result  of  the  mode  in  which 

the   Eugar   market  was  supplied.     I ' 
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January  to  the  Sth  of  May,  in  the  years 
1841  and  1842.  In  1841,  the  amount 
imported  during  the  four  months,  ending 
May  5,  was  314,000  cwt.;  in  1842,  it 
amounted  only  to  240,000  cwt.  The  sup- 
ply  of  Mauritius  sugar  during  the  same 
period  was,  in  1841,  303,000  cwt.;  in 
1842,  it  was  244,000  cwt.  In  the  supply 
Arom  British  India,  the  falling  off  was  still 
more  remarkable,  during  the  same  period. 
In  1841,  it  amounted  to  483,000  cwt. ;  in 
1842,  it  was  only  296,000  cwt.  In  1842, 
the  quantity  of  foreign  sugar  taken  out  of 
bond  for  consumption  was  greater  than 
the  amount  taken  out  in  the  previous  year, 
80  that  we  must  have  been  drawing  largely 
on  our-  stock,  and  that  stock  must  have 
been  diminished  by  upwards  of  320,000 
cwt.  since  last  year.  He  found  this  opin- 
ion confirmed  by  a  document  entitled  to 
every  credit — ^the  circular  of  Messrs.  True- 
man  and  Cooke,  which  was  dated  the  1st 
of  June,  and  was  intended  to  be  despatched 
per  the  overland  mail,  to  their  correspond- 
ents in  India.  That  document  stated 
that  :— 

''The  actual  circumstaoces  affecting  the 
sugar  trade  did  not  warrant  the  fall  in  prices 
which  has  taken  place.  The  dealers,  both  in 
town  and  country,  held  very  diminished  stocks. 
The  imports  to  this  date  are  short  of  those  for 
the  corresponding  period  of  1841,  having  been 
of  the  three  sorts,  76,000  tons,  against  80,000 ; 
and  the  deliveries  for  home  consumption  show 
an  increase  of  4,000  tons,  amounting  to  64,500, 
against  60,500:  whilst  the  stock  is  less  by 
12,000  tons,  say  36,000  against  48,000." 

In  this  authority,  then,  it  appeared  that 
the  stock  of  sugar  at  present  in  the  coun- 
try was  less  than  it  had  been  in  the  cor- 
responding period  of  last  year  by  upwards 
of  12,000  tons.  He  was  relieved  from  the 
necessity  of  addressing  the  House  upon 
many  points  of  the  subject,  because  he 
could  not  but  refer  to  the  altered  tone  and 
state  of  argument  of  Gentlemen  opposite 
during  the  present  year  from  that  which 
was  apparent  in  their  opposition  to  the 
alteration  in  the  sugar  duties  proposed 
during  last  year.  Then  they  pressed  ar- 
guments of  every  sort  into  the  service. 
For  instance,  such  arguments  as  the  ne- 
cessity of  attending  to  the  interests  of  the 
East  Indies  were  then  much  insisted  upon ; 
and  he  was  told,  when  he  spoke  of  the 
Brazils,  and  of  the  importance  of  the 
trade  with  Brazil — ^he  was  told  that  he 
seemed  to  be  more  carefiil  of  the  interests 
of  those  on  the  banks  of  the  Amazon,  than 
of  those  of  the  hundreds  of  millions  of  our 
VOULXIII.    {3iK} 


subjects  upon  the  banks  of  the  Oaikges  and 
the  Indus.     This  was  the  case  last  year  ; 
but  such  arguments  would  not  serve  at 
present ;  they  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  language  which   he  had  heard  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    They  had  now 
avowed  their  opinion  that  monopoly  was 
not  even  advantageous  for  the  interests 
which  were  said  to  be  protected,  and,  there- 
fore, if  he  was  to  be  told  that  a  great  in- 
terest was  growing  up  in  the  East  Indies 
under  the  operation  of  protecting  duties, 
if  he  was  to  be  told  of  the  supply  to  be 
received  from  chance,  he  felt  entitled  to 
appeal  to  the  newly-formed  opinions  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  to  ask  them 
to  reflect  whether  there  was  no  danger  in 
allowing  that  great  interest  to  grow  up, 
under  a  system  which  they  avow^  it  was 
impossible  permanently   to    preserve  and 
maintain.    There  was  another  reason  why 
he  thought  that  the  present  occasion  was 
one  in  which  the  House  could  with  pecu- 
liar propriety  take  the  opportunity  of  re- 
vising the  sugar  duties.     A  bill  had  been 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
which  would  considerably  alter  the  situa- 
tion of  our  West-Indian  colonies  with  re- 
gard to  the  cultivation  of  sugar — ^he  meant 
the  Colonial  Customs  Duties  Bill.    That 
bill  bore  a  dose  resemblance  to  a  measure 
of  his  own,  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
introducing  last  year,  and  was  a  measure 
which  he  felt  should  be  a  necessary  con- 
comitant of  any  alterations  in  the  sugar 
duties.     He   had  felt  that  it    would  be ' 
wrong  in  them  to  maintain  a  restrictive 
system  in  the  West  Indies,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  subject  those  colonies  to 
foreign  competition  with   regard  to    the 
great  staple  articles  of  the  country :  and, 
therefore,  on  that  account,  and  on  general 
principles  of  justice  and  equity,  he  had 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  introduce  a  mea- 
sure of  that  nature  to  the  House,  and  he 
rejoiced  that  a  similar  one  had  been  brought 
forward  at  the  present  time.    But  in  agree- 
ing to  that  measure  they  were  giving  a 
great  boon  to  the  West  Indies.  The  West- 
Indian  proprietors  had  fiilly  estimated  the 
amount  of  evils  which  the  restrictive  sys- 
tem had  imposed  upon  them,  and  the  ad- 
ditional cost  in  the  production  of  sugar 
consequent  upon  it.    The  subject  attracted 
the  attention  of  a  committee  which  sat  on 
the  subject  of  the  West-Indian  colonies  in 
1831,  and  reported  as  follows:— 

''The  commercial  restrictions  are  said  to 
impose  an  annual  charge  upon  the  West-India 
2Q 


1187 


Sugar 


colonies  of  no  less  than  1,392^353/.  This  sum 
being  apportioned  to  the  several  articles  of 
West-India  produce,  the  charge  upon  sugar  is 
slated  at  1,101,000/.,  and  as  the  sugar  imported 
is  3,972,387  cwt.,  ihe  burden  upon  each  cwt., 
by  this  mode  of  calculation,  is  5$.  6)</." 

This  was  perhaps  a  somewhat  exagge- 
rated statement,  but  it  was  impossible  to 
deny  that  a  serious  burden  was  imposed 
on  the  West  Indies  by  these  restrictions. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  had  the  curiosity  to 
look  at  the  prices  in  the  market  of  Kings- 
ton, Jamaica,  for  the  last  few  years,  they 
would  find  that  the  prices  of  the  necessaries 
of  life  there  were  nearly  200  per  cent, 
higher  than  in  London.     In  fact,  they  had 
m»de  Jamaica  one  of  the  dearest  countries 
in  the  world ;  every  article  of  subsistence, 
such  as  flour,  fish,  &c ,  and  those  articles 
which  entered  into  the  manufacture  of 
sugar,  were  immoderately  dear  in  Jamaica. 
There  was  no  natural  cause  for  this,  for 
Jamaica  was  situated  at  no  great  distance 
from  the  mouth  of  the  Missisippi,  from  the 
Chesapeake,  and  from  the  Spanish  Main, 
all  countries  able  to  supply  her,  and  he 
was  glad  to  believe  that  when  the  mea- 
sure referred  to  had  been  carried,  Jamaica 
would  not  only  cease  to  be  the  dearest, 
but    become  one  of  the  cheapest   coun- 
tries in  the  world  as  respected  the  prices 
of  articles  necessary  to  subsistence.     He 
had  thought  it  right  to  advert  to  this  cir- 
cumstance because  he  thought  that  the 
passing  of  this  measure  was  a  fit  opportu- 
nity for  the  House  to  cease  to  delay  longer 
'measures  of  justice  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  which  could  now  be  carried 
into  e^t  with9Ut  hurt  to  the  West  In- 
dies.    He  had  now  come  to  the  main  ob- 
jection of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  his 
proposition,  and  that  was  the  alleged  en- 
couragement that  would  thereby  be  given 
to  slavery  and  the  slave-trade.     He  hoped 
that  he  was  not  insensible  to  tlie  force  of 
this  objection;  but  if  he  believed  that  it 
was  really  sutistafitial  —  bowever  great  he 
might  feel  that  the  importance  of  placing 
the  sugar  duties  on  a  fair  and  eijnitable 
footing  was — J*e  would   ntit  press  his  pro- 
jiosition.     lie   certainly   could   not   agree 
with  those  who  thought  that  this  country 
Bhoiild  abandon  what  he  believed  tn  be  a 
principle  *ni  honourable,  so  Kij^hly  credita- 
ble tu  it  in  attempting  to  use  its  great  in- 
Auence  In  rest rie ting  and  abolishing  ii  sys- 
tem ao  detestable  as  that  of  slavery.     Hut 
he  wmid  not  lj*;heve  that  they  were  called 
on  ti»  make  such  a  sacrifice  in  ordei^  to  ar- 
rive at  the  object  wliich  he  wished  to  see 
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He  supposed  that  when  hon. 
Gentlemen  talked  of  making  commercial 
treaties  with  foreign  nations  which  would 
enable  them  to  relax,  they  meant,  am<mg8t 
other  countries^  the  Brazils.    He  wouTd, 
therefore,  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  situation  in  whidi  thev  stood  with 
reference  to  the  Brazils*    Tnev  had  bad 
now  for  some  years  in  operation  a  very 
advantageous  treaty  with  that  oountry; 
it  was  a  treaty  too  advantageous  to  one 
party.      It  was  a  one-sided  and  unfair 
treaty.  It  was  concluded  when  the  Brazils 
were  struggling  for  independence,  and  this 
country  had  no  interest  in  pressing  treaties 
of  such  a  description.    The  treaty  was 
this— the  Brazilians  were  ohliged  not  to 
impose  any  duty  on  articles  of  British  ma- 
nufacture higher  than  15  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem;  but  there  was  no  corresponding 
stipulation  on  our  part  with  respect  to 
Brazilian  produce ;  and  all  we  agreed  to 
was,  to  place  their  produce  on  as  favoura* 
ble  terms  as  that  of  otiier  foreign  nations. 
This  treaty  had  caused  ffreat  irritation  in 
the  Brazils.  It  interfered  with  their  finan- 
cial arrangements.     Like  the  people  of  all 
new  countries  the  Brazilians  were  not  fond 
of  direct  taxation,  and  they  raised  their 
revenue  by  means  of  import  duties.     But 
they  found  that  this  treaty  stood  in  the 
way  of  every  financial  scheme  they  could 
construct,  and  the  consequence  was  a  feel- 
ing of  great  soreness  upon  their  part.  This 
treaty  expires  in  1845,  as  we  said,  but  in 
1842  as  the  Brazils  insisted;  and  it  was 
of  great  importance,  for  they  would  recol- 
lect the  extent  of  the  trade  with  the  Bra- 
zils, that  before  the  treaty  expired,  some 
new  commercial  arrangements  should  be 
made.     The  danger  they  had  to  fear  was 
this — the  Brazilians  were  irritated  with 
this  country  on  account  of  a  restriction  to 
a  duty  not  exceeding  15  per  cent,  which 
they  were  accustomed  to  lay  oo  our  niunu- 
fuctures.     They  were  til  so  irritated  by  ob- 
serving the  didercnt  manner  in  vvhicli  wo 
treated  Brazilian  produce  no  its  tJnporta-' 
tign  into  this  country.     They  said  that  it 
wa^  very  harti  that,  whilst  they  oilfnateil 
EtiglisFi  manufactured  gfimK  their  mixan 
were  excluded  from  our  markctn.    In  fiui% 
great  irritation  exited  upcin  thix  mhyt^^ 
and   what  was   to  lie  ohaertetl   vnm   Ibt*, 
that  tliey  would  rc*fuBc   to  hare  ftouihar 
commercial  treaty,  imd  wmdd  imii^^"^ 
criminating  duties  favourilib  '' 
faetutefi  of  f<»reign  niffle^ 
ble  to  tl»ofle  of  ounk 
sures  which  Uie  -^ 
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tlie  Braxilfl  was  likel3r  to  produce.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
put  off  negotiatioDs  with  the  Brazils  until 
the  last  moment.  He  himself  had  felt  this 
so  strongly,  that  in  conjunction  with  bis 
noble  Friend^  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Foreign  Department,  be  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  desira* 
ble  to  remit  something  in  point  of  time 
with  regard  to  the  duration  of  the  treaty, 
if  by  doing  so  we  could  obtain  an  ar- 
rangement by  which  the  commercial 
relations  of  the  country  could  be  put  on 
a  permanent  and  equitable  footing  But 
faon.  Gentlemen  opposite  said,  that  this 
was  a  reason  for  delaying  to  make  any 
alterations  in  the  sugar  duties.  He  met 
the  objection  by  saying,  that  he  belieFed 
they  would  be  in  a  more  favourable  position 
to  negotiate  with  the  Brazils  on  matters 
of  commerce  and  matters  relating  to  sla- 
very and  the  slave  trade,  after  they  had 
made  these  alterations  in  the  sugar  duties, 
than  before.  He  was  not  contending  as  to 
whether  this  was  or  was  not  the  proper 
course  to  be  pursued.  It  might  be  said, 
they  would  not  be  bound  by  any  treaty  if 
they  delayed.  They  would  then  be  free 
to  act  as  thev  pleased.  Nothing  could 
prevvnt  them  from  making  distinctions  in 
duties  with  regard  to  countries  keeping  up 
the  slave-trade.  He  was  not  saying  whe- 
ther or  not  such  a  course  would  be  advis* 
able ;  there  was  much  to  be  said  and  to  be 
considered  before  it  or  any  other  should  be 
adopted ;  but  if  they  wanted  to  make  use 
of  the  sugar  duties  as  a  means  of  obtaining 
commercial  advantages,  or  advantages  in 
stipulation  with  respect  to  the  slave-trade 
with  foreign  countries,  he  believed  that 
they  would  be  in  at  least  as  advantageous  a 
position  after  making  the  proposed  alter- 
tions  as  before,  for  then  the  Brazilians 
would  have  felt  the  advantages  and  tasted 
the  benefits  of  regular  commerce,  and 
we  should  have  raised  up  interests  in 
the  Brazils  which  would  sensibly  feel 
any  interruption  of  commercial  rela- 
tions. But  if  hon.  Gentlemen  should  doubt 
the  propriety  of  this  opinion,  he  thought  that 
that  doubt  should  be  very  strong  indeed^ 
and  the  views  on  which  it  was  founded 
equally  clear,  before  they  would  refuse 
iHiat  was  a  boon  to  the  Brazils,  and  an  act 
of  justice  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
upon  mere  speculative  views  with  regard 
to  the  possible  effect  of  treaties  with  fo- 
reien  nations.  With  reference  to  the  West 
Inmes,  if  he  should  be  told  that  the  delay 
was  made  with  reference  to  their  interests. 
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he  would  take  the  libertv  of  quoting  the 
opinion  of  one  whose  authority  would  not 
he  suspected  in  that  House.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  pamphlet  written  by  a  gentle- 
man whom  he  had  often  seen  hie  fore  com- 
mittees of  the  House  in  matters  connected 
with  the  West  Indies,  where  he  always 
appeared  as  one  of  the  most  ardent  opposers 
of  slavery  in  all  its  forms.  He  meant  Mr. 
Joseph  Gurney.  That  gentleman  stated, 
with  reference  to  the  subject  of  reducing 
duties  on  sugar  :-— 

'*  It  seems  clear  that  the  tendency  of  such 
a  measure  would  be  to  bestow  universal  bene- 
fit, with  ultimate  injury  to  none.  It  would 
concentrate  labour  and  capital  upon  the  most 
productive  soils,  compel  the  general  introduc- 
tion of  more  economical  systems  of  manage- 
ment and  cultivation,  reconcile  masters  and 
servants  by  a  common  perception  of  mutual 
interests,  and  a  speedier  settlement  of  rights 
and  duties  on  a  permanent  basis,  and  it  would 
restrain  the  passion  for  monopoly  prices,  in 
the  only  way  in  which,  apparently,  it  can  be 
correctMl,  by  refusing,  under  any  cloak  or 
colour,  to  pay  them.  So  far,  in  short,  from 
such  a  measure  interfering  with  the  real  ex- 
periment, or  checking  the  permanent  prospe- 
rity of  the  colonies,  it  appears  to  be  the  na- 
tural sequel  to  past  efforts,  and  eminently 
calculated  to  render  them  completely  suc- 
cessful." 

Although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had 
mainly  rested  his  opposition  to  the  pro- 
posed alterations  in  the  sugar  duties  on 
the  encouragement  which  he  alleged  such 
alteration  would  give  to  slavery,  he  had 
also  alluded  to  the  question  of  revenue. 
Now,  he  was  not  prepared  to  deny  that 
if  the  reduction  which  he  proposed  should 
be  adopted,  some  loss  to  the  revenue  might 
for  a  year  or  two  be  expected,  but  he  be- 
lieved that  there  was  no  article  on  which 
ym  could  make  the  experiment  of  reduc- 
tion with  greater  certainty  that  the  reve- 
nue would  speedily  recover  from  its  effects 
than  sugar.  There  was  no  article  of  more 
extensive  consumption,  none  of  which  the 
consumption  was  more  checked  by  the 
present  restrictive  duties ;  and  such  being 
the  case,  there  was  no  article  in  which  an 
experiment  could  be  made  with  greater 
safety;  and  therefore^  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  not  right  in  laying  so 
must  stress  on  considerations  connected 
with  the  revenue.  The  motion  which  he 
should  make  differed  from  the  proposition 
of  the  late  Government  in  this  particular. 
The  duties  he  proposed  were  305.  upon 
foreign  and  205.  on  colonial  sugars.  Last 
2Q2 
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year^  the  GoFernmeDt  intended   to  have 
let  the  duties  on  colonial  sugar  at  24^., 
and  on  foreign  at  36s.  per  ewt.     Their  ob- 
ject was>  then,  to  secure  an  increase  to  the 
revenue.     The  budget,  as  it  is  called,  was 
based  on  the  ground  that  they  must  have 
a  certain  amount  of  revenue  from  sugar, 
and  they  did  not  say  that  they  should  not 
derive  additional  revenue   from    colonial 
sugar,  but  they  thought  it  right  by  reduc- 
ing the  duties  on  foreign  sugar  to  insure 
an  increase  of  the  revenue.     They  would 
not  have  been  justified  in  trying  a  bolder 
experiment,  and  they  were  not,  therefore, 
able  to  adjust  the  sugar  duties  as  on  prin- 
ciple they  should  have  been  desirous  of 
adjusting'  them.     But  now  circumstances 
were  different.     They  had  an  Income-tax 
imposed  on  them,  and  if  the  country  was 
obliged  to  bear  the  evils  of  such  a  tax,  let 
them  take  from  other  sources  what  benefit 
they  would  derive  from  that  tax  being  im- 
posed. That  the  Income-tax  would  be  more 
productive  in  its  results  than  the  estimates 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  brought  it 
forward,  was  very  generally  believed ;  and 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
position  of  the  country,  he  believed  that  no 
time  could  be  more  favourable  for  trying  the 
experiment  with  the  sugarduties.  He  would 
only  add^  that  there  was  another  reason 
why  they  came  to  the  consideration  of  the 
question  under  favourable  circumstances. 
An  hon.  Friend  of  his,  who  did  not  appear 
to  be  in  the  House,  and  he  was  sorry  for 
it— the  hon.  Member  for  Nottinghamshire 
(Mr.  Gaily   Knight)    had    lately    stated 
what  were  the  grounds  on  which  he  and 
hon.  Members  of   his  party    had  voted 
against  the  psoposed  reductions  on   the 
sugar  duties,  that  hon.   Gentleman  had 
said— ''Don't  suppose  that  we  are  such 
narrow-minded,  contracted  people,  as  to 
object  to  the  alterations  in  themselves  in 
sugar,  or  in  coffee  or  timber.     That  was 
all  very  well  for  last  year,  but  now  we  are 
expressing  opinions  which  we  have  always 
really  entertained,"     Our  vote  against  the 
reduction  of  the  sugar  duties  was  a  vote 
against  revolution.  And  so  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber went  on,  in  a  highly  dramatic  style — 
timber  meant  Popery,  and  sugar  revolu- 
tion ;  and  we  were  really  opposing  a  Go- 
vernment, compounded,  as  some  believed, 
of  Radicalism  and  Popery.  Now,  hehoped 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  question  would 
come  into  the  House  before  the  close  of  the 
evening,  because  he  thought  that  he  had  a 
right  to  his  vote :  how,  indeed,  after  his 
speech,  could  he  think  otherwise.    And  if 


there  were  any  other  Gentleman  who  voted 
on  the  same  principle  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottinghamshire,  he  trusted  they,  too, 
would  act  as  he  hop€^  that  the  hoo.  Mem- 
ber would.     He  would  conclude  by  re. 
minding  the  House,  that  they  were  called 
on  to  determine  this  question  at  a  period 
which   was  admitted  to  be  one  of  great 
public  distress.      The  Government    had 
advised  her  Majesty  to  issue  a  letter,  in 
which   her  Majesty  had  called  upon  the 
more  wealthy  to  contribute  to  the  neces- 
sities of  their  poorer  fellow-countrymen. 
He  had  no  doubt  but  that  that  appeal 
would  be  responded  to  with  that  liberality 
which  the  wealth  and   property  of  this 
country  had  always  treated  such  appeals ; 
but  he  would  venture   to  say,  that  the 
House  had  now  an  opportunity  of  con- 
ferring a  boon,  and  affordine  a  relief  im- 
measurably greater  than  could  be  efiected 
by  chance  contributions,  if  it  would  accede 
to  his  motion.     By  doing  so,  they  would 
be  opening  new  channels  for  trade ;  they 
would  at  once  reduce  the  price  of  one  of 
the  greatest  necessaries  of  life,  and  which 
entered  into  the  consumption  of  every  fa- 
mily removed  above  absolute  poverty.     It 
was  with  great  disappointment   that  he 
had  heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  her  Majesty's  Government  an- 
nounce, that  in  the  revisal  of  our  commer- 
cial system,  he  intended  to  exclude  from 
change  the  suffar  duties.  -  He  feared  that 
this  had  been  done  rather  from  the  neces- 
sity of  adhering  to  the  system  supported 
b^  the  party  last  year,  than  from  the  con- 
viction of  the  soundness  of  the  reasons 
alleged  to-night.     Sure  was  he  that  the 
course  which  Government  had  adopted  was 
inconsistent  with  the  principle  announced 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  in  the  discussion  upon  the 
tariff,    and  inconsistent  with  the  desire 
which   the  right  hon.  Baronet  professed, 
and  for  which  he  gave  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet full  credit  of  cheapening  the  price 
of  the  primary  articles  of  subsistence.   But 
if  the  Government  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  the 
arguments  which   he  had    addressed    to 
them,  he  must  turn  to  the  House  and  ask 
them,  whether  they  would  be  doing  their 
duty  to  their  constituents,  in  refusing  to 
accede  to  an  alteration  in  the  sugar  duties 
— whether  they  could  refuse  to  follow  that 
course  which  was  in  accordance  with  prin- 
ciples of  trade,  now  acknowledged  to  be 
sound  and  reasonable,  and  which  would 
confer  an  incalculable  boon  on  the  com- 
merce of  the  country  and  on  the  entire 
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population?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  proposing,  as  an  amendment, 
that  the  duty  on  foreign  sugar  be  reduced 
to  305.  per  cwt.,  and  on  colonial  sugar  to 
20«.  per  cwt. 

Mr.  Gladstone  observed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  in  his  speech  to- 
night congratulated  himself  upon  the  cir- 
cumstance, that  those  who  concurred  in 
opinion  with  the  Government  must  aban- 
don those  arguments  with  which  they  had 
combatted  the  proposition  of  the  late  Mi- 
nistry last  year  upon  the  sugar  duties  ;  he 
confessed  he  could  not  see  any  reason  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  for  congratula- 
tion upon  that  head,  although  he  saw 
reason  to  congratulate  the  House  upon 
the  propriety  of  the  curtailment  of  those 
arguments.  When  he  recollected  that 
they  had  last  year  extended  three  debates 
upon  this  subject  over  a  period  of  ten 
nights,  he  was  induced  to  hope,  that  in 
his  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he 
might  be  permitted  to  shorten  the  review 
be  proposed  to  take  of  those  arguments, 
without  its  being  inferred  that  he  either 
abandoned  or  modified  the  arguments 
themselves  which  had  been  made  use  of 
last  year  upon  a  similar  proposition  by  the 
Ministry,  of  which  the  ri|;ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  formed  a  part.  He  begged  to 
remark  there  was  no  question  raised  upon 
the  commercial  principle  involved  in  this 
discnssion.  That  had  been  left  untouched 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  had  con- 
tended that  the  case  was  from  peculiar 
considerations  taken  out  of  and  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  principle;  that  its 
connection,  in  fact,  with  the  continuance 
and  promotion  of  the  slave-trade  in  foreign 
sugar-growing  countries  prevented  its 
being  made  a  mere  matter  of  commercial 
regulation.  It  was  upon  that  ground  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  resisted  the  propo- 
sition of  the  noble  Lord  last  year,  and  it 
was  upon  that  ground  that  he  himself 
shoald  resist  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to-night.  The  question 
for  the  consideration  of  the  committee 
was,  whether  the  arguments  made  use  of 
upon  this  part  of  the  question  had  lost, 
from  any  alteration  in  circumstances,  that 
force  which  had  then  been  given  to  them 
by  the  House  of  Commons;  whether 
there  were  not  reasons  connected  with 
morality  and  humanity  which  ought  to 
operate  with  the  Legislature,  so  as  to  make 
this  case  of  slave-grown  sugar  a  tempo- 
rary exception  to  the  principles  which  bad 
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actuated  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  the 
revision  of  the  tariff.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  mentioned  that  he  saw 
reason  to  regret  that  the  alterations  in 
the  tariff  bore  so  little  upon  articles  of 
actual  subsistence.  Here  they  should  not 
lose  sight  of  what  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  give;  and  certainly  he 
thought,  that  the  best  exercise  of  discre- 
tion in  what  they  had  to  give  was  to  re- 
lieve from  taxation  and  to  lessen  the  price 
of  imported  articles  connected  with  the 
industry  of  the  country.  It  was  of  great 
and  paramount  importance,  in  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  view  of  the  subject,  to  lower 
the  prices  of  the  materials  of  our  national 
industry,  and  set  trade  in  motion  by  this 
means.  He  would  recall  their  attention 
to  the  course  Parliament  had  pursued  in 
the  year  1829  upon  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Grant  proposing  a  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  foreign  sugar  to  28s.  and  of  that  on 
our  West- Indian  sugar  to  205.,  which 
would  have  left  a  protective  duty  to  our 
colonists  of  only  8s.  per  cwt.  The  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  opposed  the 
proposition  of  Mr.  Grant  upon  the  ground 
of  the  loss  it  would  occasion  to  the  reve- 
nue. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  taking 
this  into  his  view,  had  tcnight  charged 
the  Government  with  inconsistency  in  re- 
sisting his  prqposition  for  reducing  the 
duty  to  30s.,  which  gave  our  colonial  in- 
terest a  protecting  duty  to  the  extent  of 
10s.  per  cwt.  Now,  he  conceived,  that 
there  could  be  nothing  more  dissimilar 
than  the  two  cases,  the  one  being  in- 
tended as  a  protective,  the  other  as  a  pro- 
hibitory duty*  The  argument  then  used 
was,  that  there  was  a  greater  difference  in 
the  price  of  our  colonial  sugar  above  that 
of  the  foreigners'  produce  than  amounted 
to  the  8s.  duty  which  Mr.  Grant  would 
have  imposed.  If  it  had  been  proposed 
to  alter  the  duty  on  foreign  sugar,  that 
answer  would  have  been  sufficient ;  but 
the  answer  was,  if  we  lower  the  duty  we 
shall  lose  in  the  revenue.  The  argument, 
therefore,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  adduced  to  show  the  inconsistency  of 
the  Government,  proved  that  there  was  no 
inconsistency  whatever.  Another  point 
touched  upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (incidentally,  he  believed,  for  it  was 
not  connected  with  the  general  argument) 
was  the  Colonial  Customs  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  as  they  were 
about  to  remove  or  remit  duties  on  the 
imports  into  the  w||^^m  colonies,  that^ 
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circumstance  added  importance  to  his 
motion,  and  that  the  change  should  be 
made  in  respect  to  sugar  at  the  present 
time.  But  if  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  the  change  in 
the  sugar  duties  should  be  contempora- 
neous with  the  changes  to  be  effected  by 
the  Colonial  Customs  Duties  Bill,  he 
should  have  reserved  the  question  for  next 
year,  because  that  bill  would  not  take 
effect  until  that  time.  He  would  not 
dwell  upon  this  point,  but  pass  on  to  the 
other  matters  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  to  think  that  no  general  stand 
would  be  made  in  resisting  this  motion 
upon  considerations  of  revenue.  Now, 
on  the  contrary,  he  would  state  at  once 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  there 
was  a  conclusive  objection  upon  the  part 
of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  the  adoption 
of  this  motion  upon  the  ground  of  reve- 
nue alone,  independent  of  all  other  consi- 
derations. If  It  were  safe  for  his  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  those  smiling  assurances  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  assume, 
that  be  would  obtain  a  l&rger  amount  of 
revenue  from  his  Income-tax  than  had 
been  calculated  upon ;  and  if  he  had 
framed  his  financial  estimate,  not  on  his 
own  responsibility,  but  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  individuals  not  connected  with 
the  Government,  be  admitted,  that  in  that 
case  no  such  argument  could  be  raised  ; 
but  if  they  took  the  estimate  of  the 
finances  for  the  ensuing  year,  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  House  as  a  bond  fide 
estimate,  the  proposition  then  submitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  he  con- 
tended, inadmissable,  even  upon  financial 
grouBds  alone.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  carefully  avoided  entering  into  these 
important  considerations  with  any  degree 
of  minuteness ;  and  had  not  produced  any 
calculations  to  justify  the  opinion  he  had 
formed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
assumed,  that  upon  financial  grounds  no 
opposition  would  be  taken  to  the  plan  be 
had  submitted.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
consider  the  effect  which  the  plan  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  carried  into  im- 
mediate effect,  would  have  upon  the 
finances  of  the  country,  and  he  would  ven- 
ture to  say,  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
state  the  grounds  upon  which  that  opinion 
rested — that  it  was  not  an  extravagant 
supposition,  that  the  effect  of  the  adoption 
9f  that  plan  would  be  to  occasion  a  defi- 


ciency in  the  estimated  revenue  for  the 
ensuing  year  of  600,000/.  At  all  events 
it  would  be  a  most  liberal  estimate  if  he 
took  the  deficiency  at  400,000/.,  for 
which  no  provision  whatever  had  been 
made.  The  net  revenue  obtained  last 
year  from  the  article  sugar  was  5,1 14,000/. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  commenced  by  saying,  that  the 
alteration  he  propoposed  would,  by  lower- 
ing the  price,  cause  a  material  increase  in 
the  consumption  of  sugar.  No  doubt 
there  would  be  an  increase,  but  if  there 
were  no  increase  in  the  consumption 
the  loss  would  be  852,000/.,  and  the 
whole  amount  of  revenue  from  sugars 
would  be  only  4,262,000/.  Then  what 
was  the  increase  in  the  consumption 
upon  which  they  might  safely  calcu- 
late ?  To  ascertain  this  they  must  look 
to  what  the  consumption  had  been 
in  former  years  as  compared  with  the 
prices  of  those  years,  paying  some  sort 
of  attention  to  the  prices  which  the  plan 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  ex- 
pected to  produce.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  ventured  upon  any  esti- 
mate showing  what  the  probable  reduction 
in  price  under  his  plan  would  be.  The 
elements  of  such  a  calculation,  however, 
were  not,  he  apprehended,  very  remote, 
but  in  making  such  a  comparison,  and  en- 
deavouring to  ascertain  the  consumption 
of  former  periods  of  low  prices,  they  must 
consider  also  the  general  prosperity  of  the 
country,  and  the  state  of  trade  and  em- 
ployment was  not,  he  found,  such  as 
would  warrant  them  in  assuming  that  any 
very  great  increase  would  take  place  be- 
yond the  estimate  of  those  years,  allowing 
for  the  increase  of  population,  but  rather 
the  reverse.  On  the  other  hand,  the  ha- 
bits of  the  people  had  taken  a  direction 
which  would,  he  thought,  tend  to  make 
some  increase  on  the  consumption  of  for- 
mer periods.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  the  brown  and  yellow  sugar 
of  Porto  Rico  might  be  had  at  205.  a  cwt. 
in  bond.  The  alteration  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  of  course,  if 
carried,  occasion  some  increase  in  that 
price,  and  he  thought  he  should  not  esti- 
mate that  increase  too  highly  if  he  assumed 
that  they  could  get  foreign  sugar  in  this 
country,  exclusive  of  the  duty,  at  23s.  a 
cwt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  adds 
a  duty  of  3 If.  6(/.,  bringing  the  price  of 
the  foreign  sugar  in  the  British  market  to 
545. 6(/,,  and  die  price  woald  «f  courie 
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regulate  the  price  of  colonial  sugar.  Now 
there  had  been  times  when  they  had  en- 
joyed a  low  price  of  sugar,  and  when  that 
article  had  been  cheaper  than  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemao  supposed  it  would  be  un- 
der his  plan.  From  1830  to  1832  the 
price  of  sugar,  duty  included,  had  been  as 
follows : — 

I.    d. 


1830. 
1831. 
188S. 


51  11  percwt. 
47    8       — 
51     8      — 


The  average  price  of  the  three  years 
being  50^.  5d.  per  cwt.  The  average  price 
which  tnight  be  expected  to  be  produced 
by  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  54s.  Gel.  the  cwt.,  or  4^.  1^.  higher 
than  the  average  price  of  the  three  years. 
He  by  no  means  deprecated  such  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  price  of  sugar ;  but  he  was 
now  anxious  to  form  some  judgment  as  to 
whttt  ^ould  be  the  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption to  meet  the  deficiency  in  the  re- 
venue, which  the  plan  would  immediately 
occasion— a  decrease  of  upwards  of 
850,000/..  He  had  shown  them  that  the 
average  price  of  the  three  years  ending 
1832  was  4s.  lower  than  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  them; 
and  ft  was  certainly  not  unfavourable  to 
the  position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  under  his  plan  the  consumption 
would  be  as  much  per  head  as  in  those 
years  of  low  prices  which  he  had  quoted. 
Was  that  an  unfair  basis  for  the  calcula- 
tion ?  The  consumption  of  sugar  in  this 
country  in  the  years  he  mentioned  had 
been  25|  pounds  per  head  per  year ;  and 
in  1 841 ,  when  sugar  was  very  much  dearer, 
the  consumption  had  fallen  to  24{  pounds 
per  head  per  year.  They  must  then  add 
one  pound  per  head  on  the  population  of 
1842  upon  the  consumption  of  that  year 
to  get  at  the  consumption  of  1842.  This 
wouM  give  an  addition  of  18,666,000 
pounds,  or  rather  more  than  8,332  tons. 
This  would  be  the  increase  which  they 
might  fairly  expect  for  the  first  year  under 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Then  what  would  1^  the  amount  of  duty 
ufimi  this  increase  ?  And  here  it  must  be 
remembered  that  that  doty  would  not  be 
obtained  from  foreign  sugar  exclusively ; 
for  while  the  British  possessions  produced 
sugar  not  more  than  sufficient  for  the  con. 
sumption  of  this  country,  it  would  be  sold 
in  tne  British  market  let  it  bring  what 
price  it  might ;  for  the  British  producer 
would  naturally  prefer  to  sell  here,  with 


the  advantage  of  the  5  or  10  per  cent, 
protection,  whatever  it  might  be,  rather 
than  take  his  sugar  abroad  to  an  unpro- 
tected market.  No  very  considerable 
quantity  of  foreign  sugar,  therefore,  could 
be  expected  to  come  in  so  long  as  the  Bri- 
tish colonial  possessions  produced  suffi- 
cient for  the  demand  at  home.  But,  as- 
suming that  one-half  of  this  8,300  tons 
to  be  Britishi  and  the  other  hatf  foreign, 
they  would  thus  have  an  addition  of  4,100 
tons  brought  in  at  the  20s.  duty  and  the 
5  per  cent.,  producing  to  the  revenue 
about  87,000/. :  and  4,100  tons  of  foreign 
sugar  at  the  30s.  duty  and  the  5  per 
cent.,  producing  to  the  revenue  about 
130,000/.  Thus  the  whole  increase  to  the 
revenue  would  be  something  more  than 
229,000/.  to  set  against  the  852,000/., 
which  would  be  the  loss  were  there  no  in- 
crease of  consutnptioui  making  an  actual 
deficiency  of  623,000/.  in  the  year.  What 
he  was  now  endeavouring  to  show  was 
that  upon  the  score  of  revenue  alone  there 
was  the  most  conclusive  ground  for  the  re- 
jection of  this  motion ;  and  if  he  were  to 
allow  that  the  consumption  of  sugar  per 
head  would  be  greater  at  the  price  of  54s. 
6d.  per  cwt.  than  it  had  been  when  the 
price  was  50s.  6c/.,  still  the  fact  of  the  de- 
ficiency would  remain  ;  and  even  if  they 
doubled  the  sum  he  had  named  they 
would  have  still  to  deduct  436,000/.  from 
the  852,000/.,  and  in  the  very  outset 
there  would  be  a  clear  deficiency  of 
416,000/.  in  the  estimated  revenue  of 
the  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  was  clearly  wrong  in  assuming 
that  no  objection  would  be  taken  to  his 
plan  upon  financial  grounds.  He  would 
now  turn  to  the  case  of  the  consumer. 
The  plan  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  to  the  consumer 
a  price  of  54s.  6^.;  the  price  he  was 
now  paying  being  62s.  4^.  The  Gazette 
average  at  the  present  time  gave  a  price  of 
37s.  1|</.,  the  duty  bringing  it  up  to  62s. 
4d,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted 
the  averages  of  several  weeks  in  the  pre- 
sent year,  as  showing  that  the  high  prices 
of  sugar  to  the  consumer  still  continued. 
He  had  made  calculations  from  the  ave- 
rages of  the  present  day,  and  from  those 
it  would  be  seen  that  a  considerat»le  re- 
duction had  taken  place.  In  1841,  the 
average  price  throughout  the  year,  as 
shown  by  the  Gazette^  had  been  39s.  7^., 
exclusive  of  duty,  while  the  general  ave- 
rage for  the  present  year  down  to  the  dlst 
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of  May,  was  38$.  2d.,  being  a  fall  as  com- 
pared with  the  prices  of  the  former  year. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  would  then 
have  by  his  plan  a  reduction  in  the  price 
to  the  consumer  from  62s.  4d.  to  54s.  6d., 
a  dijOTerence  of  7s.  lOd.  Let  it  not  be 
supposed,  that  he  undervalued  or  failed 
to  appreciate  that  reduction,  but  falling 
short,  as  it  would,  of  Id.  per  lb.,  it  was 
not,  he  thought,  a  reduction  from  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  hope  to 
obtain  any  very  great  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption. Then  came  the  question,  what 
were  the  expectations  which  they  might 
reasonably  form  of  what  would  be  the 
produce  of  the  British  possessions  for  the 
year  ?  There  had  been  much  discussion 
upon  this  part  of  the  subject  last  year,  and 
it  was  admitted  to  be  a  most  material  item, 
for,  considering  that  a  high  price  of  sugar 
was  a  cruel  oppression  to  the  poorer  classes, 
it  was  of  the  highest  importance  to  provide 
a  sufficient  supply  at  a  moderate  price.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  say,  that  the  standard 
of  comfort  in  this  country  was  higher  than 
in  foreign  countries,  but  when  the  habits 
of  the  people  had  arrived  to  that  high 
standara,  as  compared  with  the  people  of 
other  countries,  there  was  still  great  suf- 
fering and  distress,  when  from  any  cause 
that  standard  was  reduced  ;  and  although 
after  that  reduction  the  standard  of  sub- 
sistence here  might  still  be  higher  than  in 
foreign  countries,  still  it  was  vain  to  say, 
that  much  distress  and  suffering  was  not 
occasioned.  It  had  been  thought  during 
the  discussion  of  last  year,  that  there  was 
reason  to  anticipate  (and  they  had  still 
more  reason  to  anticipate  now),  that  there 
would  be  such  an  increase  of  production 
in  the  British  possessions  as  would  supply, 
or  nearly  so,  the  demands  of  the  home 
market.  Now,  how  had  that  anticipation 
been  justified  ?  The  imports  of  last 
year,  from  the  British  colonies,  had  been 
205,000  tons;  the  consumption  for  the 
same  year  was  202,000  tons.  The  esti- 
mates, therefore,  which  had  been  made, 
when  the  discussion  took  place,  had  been 
verified  by  the  result.  And  here  he  might 
be  permitted  to  say,  without  any  desire  to 
ojOTend  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  it 
was  owing,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the  late 
Government,  that  the  supply  from  our 
colonies  last  year  had  not  been  much 
greater  than  it  was.  In  the  month  of 
May,  that  Government  raised  the  ques- 
tion of  a  great  change  in  the  sugar  duties. 
The  news  of  this  intended  alteration  went 


out  to  India  immediately.  The  supply 
from  the  West  Indies  would  not,  perhapt, 
be  much  affected  by  it,  but  in  the  £^t 
Indies  the  case  was  different.  Very  much 
of  the  sugar  manufactured  there  would  be 
consumed  in  that  part  of  the  world,  and 
would  only  come  to  the  British  market, 
should  the  price  in  that  market  offer  a 
better  remuneration  to  the  grower  thau  he 
could  obtain  at  home.  In  the  month  of 
June  or  July,  the  news  of  the  intention  of 
the  Government  arrived  in  India,  and  it 
was  not  until  October  or  November  that 
the  growers  there  could  hear  of  the  issue 
of  the  elections  in  this  country,  or  could 
calculate  upon  the  postponement  of  the 
plans  of  the  late  Government ;  this  cir- 
cumstance must  have  reduced  very  consi- 
derably the  exports  to  this  country  from 
the  East  Indies.  There  was  now,  how- 
ever, every  reason  to  believe  that  the  im- 
ports from  the  British  possessions  this  year 
would  be  considerably  greater  than  they 
were  during  the  last,  and  that  the  supply 
would  be  quite  equal  to  the  consumption. 
It  was  quite  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated,  that  there  had  been 
some  deficiency  in  the  quantity  of  sugar 
imported  in  the  present  year  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time.  That  deficiency,  however^  had 
been  by  no  means  great.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  making  his  statement  had 
taken  the  imports  to  the  end  of  the  month 
of  April  only,  but  if  he  had  included  Ma^, 
he  would  have  found,  that  the  arrivals  m 
that  month  went  far  to  remove  the  defi- 
ciency, to  what  extent  he  could  not  say 
exactly,  as  he  had  not  yet  received  ail  the 
accounts  for  May.  He  would  state  what 
had  been  the  arrivals  in  the  two  great 
ports  London  and  Liverpool.  He  would 
take  the  first  five  months  of  the  year  1841, 
and  the  first  five  months  of  the  present 
year.  In  1841,  during  the  first  five 
months,  the  imports  of  sugar  from  the 
West  Indies  and  the  Mauritius,  had  been 
703,500  cwto,  and  from  the  East  Indies 
537,000,  or  62,000  tons  in  the  whole.  In 
the  present  year,  during  the  same  time, 
the  imports  had  been,  from 

Cwti. 

The  West  Indies  and  the  Mauritius  .  734,000 
And  from  the  East  Indies  .  ZTJfiOO 

1,111,000 

or  55,000  tons,  being  6,500  tons  less 
upon  the  five  months  than  the  imports  of 
the  preceding  year,  and  not  12,000  tons 
(which  was  right  up  to  the  end  of  Apri])| 
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as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  ; 
and  that  deficiency  of  6,500  tons  would 
be  more  than  made  up  by  the  recent  ar- 
rivals, and  the  sugar  now  on  its  way  to 
this  country.    He  was  now  speaking  from 
returns  of  the  customs  furnished  to  him 
that  morning  from  the  two  great  ports  of 
Liverpool  and  London.    They  found  from 
inquiries  they  had  made,  that  the  arrivals 
this  year  would  exceed  the  last,  both  from 
the  West'Indies,  the  Mauritius,  and  the 
East  Indies;  but  with  regard  to  the  latter, 
it  was  founded  on  the  supposition  that 
the  proposition  of  the  right   hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  not  be  known  to  be  on 
the  carpet  in    England,    except  by  the 
same  mail  that  carried  out  the  news  of 
its  rejection.     Supposing  their  calcula- 
tions were  correct^  to  about  the  same  de- 
gree as  their  calculation  of  la^  year  had 
turned  out,  they  might  expect  218,000,  or 
220,000  tons  i  he  thought  therefore  there- 
fore there  was  no  apprehensicn  to  be  en- 
tertained of  a  rise  in  the  price  of  sugar, 
but  that  they  might,  on  the  contrary,  look 
forward  rather  to  a  diminution,  independ- 
ently of  the  fact  that  the  money  price  of 
this  month  was  lower  than  that  of  last 
year,— -lower,  independently  of  the  differ- 
ence occasioned  by  the  improved  quality 
of  the  sugar.     He  hoped  he  had  made 
good  that  part  of  the  argument,  which 
shewed  that  however  important  it  was  to 
give  to  the  people  of  England  sugar  at  a 
lower  price  than  that  of  late  years,  still 
there  was  no  such  urgency  in  the  case  as 
there  would  be  if  these  was  a  rise,  or  any 
apprehei^n  of  a  rise,  resulting  from  a 
deficiency  of  the  supply  of  British-grown 
sugar.    He  would  now  address  himself  to 
a  material  alteration  in  the  plan  now  sub- 
mitted bv  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as 
compared  with  that  proposed  last  year, 
and  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
failed  to  notice.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  leave  a  protection  on  British 
sugar  of  10«.,  but  he  had  discarded  alto- 
gether the  plan  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  of 
last  year,  which  proposed  to  give  a  protec- 
tion of  12s.  as  against  the  inferior  descrip- 
tion of  sugar  but  IBs.  as  against  the  su- 
perior sorts.     Here  was  six  additional 
shillings  of  protection  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  noticed.    That  was 
not  consistent  with  the  arguments  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  with  the  position 
he  had  taken.    For  he  applied  the  30s. 
duty,  uniformly  and  indiscriminately,  upon 
aU  the  qualities  of  foreign  sugar  which 


would  come  in ;  leaving  the  British  pro- 
ducer altogether  without  protection  in 
that  respect,  contrary  to  his  own  intentions. 
That  difference  of  duty  was  more  than 
counterbalanced  by  the  quality  of  the 
sugar  that  came  from  Cuba,  in  the  manu- 
facture of  which  cheap  labour  was  em- 
ployed to  an  extent  that  the  British  pro- 
ducer could  not  compete  with.  If  they 
were  to  place  a  uniform  rate  of  duty,  ad 
valorem^  on  sugar  from  the  West  Indies 
and  from  Cuba,  that  would  not  be  more 
unfavourable  to  the  British  producer,  so 
far  as  he  was  competing  with  Cuba,  than 
the  plan  by  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  now  overlooked — he  would  not 
say  overthrown — the  discriminating  duty 
proposed  last  year  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, between  the  inferior  and  superior 
sorts  of  sugar.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's plan  would  give  a  protection  alto- 
gether nominal  to  the  British-grown  sugar 
as  against  the  foreign  slave-grown  sugar, 
which  would  be  more  than  counterbalanced 
by  the  difference  in  value.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  assumed — and  he  was 
right  in  that  assumption,  though  not  in  his 
hope  that  no  other  argument  fatal  to  his 
proposition  would  be  advanced— he  had 
assumed  that  great  stress  would  be  laid  on 
the  effect  which  his  motion,  if  successful, 
would  have  in  stimulating  the  production 
of  slave-labour  sugar,  and  consequently 
giving  encouragement  to  the  slave-trade. 
He  had  said  with  great  sincerity,  he  ad- 
mitted, that  if  he  could  believe  such  an 
effect  could  be  produced,  he  would  be  the 
last  man  to  advance  such  a  proposition. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
if  by  his  proposition  a  stimulus  should  be 
given  to  the  slave-trade,  he  would  at  once 
abandon  it.  And,  certainly,  if  it  were  true 
that  the  slave-trade  would  be  stimulated 
by  the  proposition,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  press  it  with  the  view  of 
giving  relief  to  the  consumer,  because  he 
admitted  there  lay,  on  the  other  hand,  an 
evil  in  the  extension  of  the  operation  of 
slavery;  but  could  there  really  be  any 
doubt  on  the  subject  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposition  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  had  contended  in  the  course  of 
the  night  that  we  now  encouraged  the 
slave-trade  in  the  Brazils  as  much  as  if 
the  proposition  to  equalize  the  duties  was 
adopted.  If  so,  what  became  of  the  pro- 
position ?  for  the  whole  argument  was  tq 
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open  a  new  trade  with  the  Brazils,  and 
|ive  encouragement  to  their  productions. 
Thejf  were  told  that  the  average  doty  on 
■ugar  in  the  British  market  was  3Ss,  and 
395.,  and  on  bonded  sugar  I89.  and  19$., 
and  could  it  be  a  question  of  dispute 
whether  the  opening  of  the  market  at  39f. 
to  the  man  accustomed  to  sell  at  195.  was 
or  was  not  a  boon,  and,  whether  it  would 
not  induce  him  to  send  in  larger  quantities 
than  he  had  done  nrcfiously  ?  He  appre- 
hended the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  deny  that  it  would  be  a  very  great 
boon*  Even  Mr.  Be  van  did  not  deny  there 
would  be  a  great  stimulus  given  to  specu- 
latioui  on  the  slave-trade  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  this  plan.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  adopted  an  argument 
that  was  certainly  calculated  to  excite 
surprise  ;  he  said  that  we  should  do  better 
to  make  our  change  in  the  sugar  duties 
6rst  and  afterwards  proceed  to  negotiate, 
than  to  reserve  the  change  in  the  duties 
until  after  the  negotiation  had  taken  place. 
Why,  how  did  the  matter  stand?  As- 
suming, for  the  purposes  of  argument, 
that  they  were  gQing  to  negotiate  with 
parties  who  had  always  shown  the  utmost 
unwillingness  and  reluctance  to  enter  into 
Stipulations,  or  a  desire  to  escape  from 
them  when  fbmed.  Suppose  it  was  in 
our  hands  to  offer  to  those  parties  one 
great  and  valuable  consideration,  in  the 
shape  of  opening  a  market  where  the  nro- 
ducer  of  of  the  principal  commodity  or  the 
Brazils  and  Cuba  might  obtain  a  price  50 
per  cent,  higher  than  he  had  hitherto  been 
able  to  obtain,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  say,  "  Give  away  your  consider- 
ation, abandon  your  boon,  without  receiv- 
ing a  return,  or  a  auid  pro  quo/'  They 
knew  that  they  could  not  hope  to  operate 
upon  the  motives  of  the  parties  with  whom 
they  were  dealing— they  knew  that  they 
had  little  to  expect  from  their  good  feeling 
and  that  they  looked  to  nothing  but  their 
interests;  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  "  Give  away  your  consideration ; 
and  after  having  given  it  away,  ask  them 
to  give  you  that  which  you  know  them  to 
be  most  unwilling  to  concede.^  He  could 
not  conceive  that  any  practical  good  could 
arise  if  such  a  course  were  adopted.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  with  respect  to 
this  trade,  ''  form  all  the  relations  that 
belong  to  it,  allow  parties  to  make  their 
engagements  upon  the  faith  of  the  change 
in  the  sugar  duties,  and  after  having 
created  these  new  intetestdy  opetied  tfaeae 


channels  of  trade,  and  directed  commer- 
cial enterprise  into  them,  then  affix  a  con- 
dition as  to  slavery  and  the  slave-trade, 
and  threaten  to  destroy  the  conditions  yon 
have  made  unless  the  condition  you  have 
affixed  is  agreed  to.''  It  was  a  material 
question  for  the  committee  to  consider, 
whether,  in  the  present  state,  they  were  or 
were  not  doing  anything  to  afftet  the 
operations  of  the  slave-trade.  The  boo. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had  stated 
that  our  interference  was  worse  than  use- 
less— that  we  had  no  more  right  to  inter- 
fere with  the  slave-trade,  if  other  nations 
liked  to  carry  it  on,  than  we  had  to  inter- 
fere with  domestic  slavery,  or  any  other 
institution;  and  that  our  interference 
ought  to  be  abandoned.  But  was  that 
the  case  ?  Was  this  country,  after  all  the 
sacrifices  ft  had  made,  to  be  reduced  to 
the  miserable  conclusion  that  they  had 
been  worse  than  useless  ?  Or  was  it  to  go 
on  under  the  belief  that  those  struggles, 
which  had  been  made  to  repress  the  slave- 
trade,  must  be  greater  than  ever,  and 
would  be  ultimately  successful?  There  was 
every  wish  in  that  House  to  go  on  in  the 
course  it  had  pursued ;  and  now  to  adopt 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  involve  the  abandonment  of  that 
course.  The  most  effectual  discourage, 
ment  that  could  be  given  to  slavery  and 
the  slave-trade  was  the  low  price  of  sugar, 
and  that  low  price  in  the  markets  of  Eu- 
rope was  now  acting  in  discouraging  the 
business  in  the  slave-trade.  And  that  low 
price  had  been  produced  not  merely  by 
the  exclusion  of  slave  sugars  from  the 
British  market,  but  likewise  by  the  mea- 
sures pursued  by  foreign  Governments, 
from  the  high  duties  they  levied  for  the 
protection  of  their  own  colonial  sugar,  and 
by  the  strong  measure  pursued  bj  the 
German  unions  of  doubling  the  price  of 
foreign  sugar.  But  the  comfiarttee  would 
learn  with  satisfactbn  that  there  was  a 
great  decrease  of  slaves  from  Cnba  and 
the  Brazils ;  and  if  that  was  the  case,  was 
it  not  a  reason  for  postponing  the  consi- 
deration of  a  proposition  that  would  have 
the  effect  of  substituting  a  stimulus  for  the 
discouragement  and  depression  that  now 

Kevailed  with  relation  to  the  slave-trade? 
the  valuable  work  recently  published 
by  Mr.  Bandinel,  who  had  devoted  so 
much  time  and  research  in  the  inquiry, 
there  was  information  of  an  important 
character  on  this  subject.  He  would  not 
now  repeat  what  had  been  stated  bj  bis 
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right  hoD.  Friend  io  an  early  part  of  the 
evening  with  reference  to  the  strong  feel- 
ing that  was  growing  up  in  the  countries 
themselves  where  the  slave-trad^  flourished. 
They  entertained  an  hostility  to  the  slave- 
trade,  and  were  de8irt>us  to  allow  emanci- 
pation to  the  negroes.  He  would  now 
state  to  the  committee  the  results  of  the 
information  given  by  Mr.  Bandinel,  and 
he  imagined  it  would  be  allowed  that  the 
amount  of  insurance  on  slaves  was  a  crite- 
rion by  which  to  judge  of  the  consequences 
of  the  measures  that  had  been  adopted  to 
repress  the  slave-trade.  Some  persons 
thought  that  all  the  measures  adopted  by 
this  country,  the  loss  of  life  that  had  oc- 
curredy  the  sending  cruising  squadrons 
both  to  the  Brazils,  Cuba,  and  tne  coast 
of  Africa,  had  produced  no  effect,  but  Mr. 
Bandinel  said,  "  that  the  rate  of  insurance 
on  slave-trade  undertakings  becomes  higher 
io  Cuba,  so  that  now  it  amounts  to  40  per 
cent.''  He  also  gave  the  amount  of  de- 
crease in  the  importation  of  slaves  to  Cuba 
and  the  Brazils.  It  appeared  that  in 
1817,  and  the  following  years,  until  the 
conclusion  of  the  treaty  in  1835,  the  im- 
portation of  slaves  to  Cuba  was  estimated 
at  40,000  a  year.  In  1835  the  treaty  was 
established  with  Spain,  which  included  the 
right  of  search,  the  equipment  of  vessels, 
and  many  other  valuable  things ;  and  the 
consequence  of  it,  and  the  severe  measures 
taken  in  respect  of  the  British  markets, 
was,  that  in  ld«?8  the  importation,  which 
had  been  40,000  a  year,  was  reduced  to 
28,000;  in  1839  to  25,000 ;  and  in  1840 
it  was  further  reduced  to  14,470,  or  one- 
third  of  the  number  that  had  been  im- 
ported at  a  period  only  sii  years  be- 
fore. The  case  of  the  Brazils  was  not  im- 
mediately connected  with  Spain  or  the 
Spanish  treaty,  but  was  regulated  by  the 
low  state  of  the  foreign  markets,  and  the 
low  state  of  the  produce  of  those  foreign 
countries.  The  effect,  however,  iii  the 
Brazils  was  still  more  striking.  In  1838, 
the  importation  of  slaves  into  the  port  of 
Rio  amounted  to  47,000 ;  and  it  was  esti- 
mated that  an  equal  number  was  imported 
into  the  other  ports  of  Brazils,  giving  an 
importation  in  the  year  of  94,000  slaves. 
Id  1839,  the  importation  into  Rio  was 
29,000 ;  and  the  entire  number  in  the  year 
was  reduced  to  56,000.  In  1840,  only 
7,000  were  imported  into  Rio,  and  the 
total  estimate,  which  in  1838  was  94,000, 
was  reduced  in  the  space  of  two  years  to 
14|000|  or  nearly  one-sixth  of  the  former 


number.  Now  he  asked  whether  those 
ivere  not  most  important  facts;  and  whe- 
ther it  was  not  most  important  that  they 
should  not,  for  any  doubtful  or  limited 
advantages,  interpose  in  a  course  of  eventb 
so  satisfactory,  and  so  far  beyond  the 
hopes  df  Sir  F.  Buxton  and  others,  who 
had  written  upon  the  subiect  of  the  slave- 
trade,  by  the  adoption  of  a  measure  that 
would  at  once  apply  a  stimulus  of  a 
powerful  description  to  the  pursuit  of  the 
slave-trade,  by  creating  t  price  and 
even  a  high  price  in  the  markets  of 
Great  Britain,  instead  of  a  low  pHce, 
that,  did  not  pay,  in  the  markets  of 
continental  Europe.  Therefore,  he  main- 
tained, that  the  argument  which  was 
advanced  last  year  and  obtained  the 
assent  of  an  adverse  Parliafcnent  wai 
now  much  strengthened.  There  was  a 
still  better  prospect  than  there  was  last 
year  of  an  increased  supply  from  our  own 
possessions.  The  apprehensions  that  were 
entertained,  and  which  the  evidetic^ 
proved,  and  were  admitted  by  those  who 
were  apprised  of  the  real  state  of  the  ques- 
tion, as  to  the  stimulus  that  would  be  given 
to  the  slave-trade  by  the  adoption  of  such 
a  measure  as  that  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  still  Itiaintained  all  their 
force ;  but  there  was  this  great  difference ; 
last  year  they  were  told,  that  the  slave- 
trade  was  carried  on  on  an  increasing 
scale,  they  now  know  the  contrary ;  and 
that  the  career  which  this  country  had 
embarked  in  with  so  much  honour,  had 
been  in  no  inconsiderable  degree  success- 
ful. They  were  sure  of  still  further  suc- 
cess, from  the  fact  of  the  decreased  im- 
portation of  slaves  to  Cuba  and  the  Brazils 
in  1840,  as  compared  with  that  of  the 
preceding  years ;  and  the  committee  was 
now  to  determine  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  this  country  should  adopt 
a  plan  that  would  have  the  effect  of  check- 
ing a  course  of  events  so  satisfactory  as 
this,  and  withholding  the  produce  and 
ultimate  attainment  of  the  great  project 
for  which  it  had  made  such  sacrifices.  He 
must  say,  if  there  was  one  thing  more  than 
another  likely,  as  they  might  conjecture, 
to  impede  the  success  of  any  negotiation 
for  the  abandonment  of  slavery  or  the 
slave-trade,  or  to  have  a  bad  influence 
upon  the  parties  in  Spain  and  the  Brazils^ 
it  must  be  the  knowledge,  that  there  were 
persons  in  that  House  disposed  to  open 
the  British  markets  to  the  produce  of  Cuba 
and  the  Brazils.    Re  was  far  horn  impute 
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ing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  re- 
motest desire  to  interpose  any  such  ob- 
struction between  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  attainment  of  their  object. 
He  knew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desired 
as  sincerely  as  any  person  on  either  side 
of  the  House,  that  that  object  should  be 
carried  out :  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  agree 
with  him,  that  it  would  have  a  most  unfortu- 
nate effect  upon  the  policy  which  had  been 
pursued  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  respect 
of  this  most  important  subject,  if  it  were 
to  be  believed  for  a  moment  by  those  fo- 
reign powers  with  whom  they  had  relations 
upon  this  matter,  that  there  was  any  pro- 
bability, that  the  British  Legislature  would 
adopt  the  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  open  its  markets,  give  away 
its  valuable  consideration,  and  trust  to 
succeed  in  its  desires  after  that  considera- 
tion was  gone*  He,  however,  thought, 
that  upon  commercial  principles,  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — he 
did  not  speak  of  its  precise  details — or 
some  proposition  that  would  admit  of 
competition  between  British  and  foreign 
sugar,  would  be  a  fair  and  reasonable  pro- 
position ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  keeping  in 
view  the  higher  considerations  involved  in 
this  question,  he  looked  back  with  great 
gratification  to  the  fact,  that  a  Parliament 
that  gave  its  support  to  the  policy  of  the 
late  Government  did,  notwithstanding, 
withhold  its  support,  even  in  the  hour  of 
extreme  need,  from  the  resolution  on  the 
sugar  dutiesproposed  by  that  Government, 
and  he  must  look  forward  with  still  greker 
satisfaction,  that  the  present  Parliament, 
with  a  larger  and  more  decisive  majority, 
would  show  its  determination  not  to  pur- 
sue the  course  of  policy  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  marked  out,  but  to 
endeavour,  in  approaching  the  commercial 
question  of  the  sugar  duties,  to  approach 
it  in  such  a  manner,  as  to  have  in  view 
the  good  of  the  consumers  in  this  country, 
in  conjunction  with  the  attainments  of 
interests  most  important  to  humanity  at 
large. 

Mr.  Htme  thought,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  just  found  out  that 
all  Sir  F.  Buxton's  statements  on  this  sub- 
ject were  erroneous ;  but  he  had  had  ex- 
perience enough  to  know,  that  in  directing 
our  efforts  to  matters  beyond  our  control 
we  had  neglected  matters  within  our  con- 
trol.   They  had  done  evil  in  the  first  place 


and  evil  in  the  second  place,  and  had  neg. 
lected  their  own  population  by  adopting  a 
most  erroneous  policy.  They  ought  now 
to  consider  this  question  in  a  commercial 
point  of  view,  and  see  how  far  they  could 
afford  relief  by  the  proposed  reduction  of 
these  duties.  Tiie  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  must  admit 
that  any  protective  duty  was  a  tax  upon 
the  public  at  large.  But  they  were  now 
taxing  an  article  of  the  first  necessity, 
and  giving  a  duty  of  3d.  per  pound  to  the 
producer,  and  3d*  per  pound  more  to  the 
revenue.  The  right  lion.  Baronet  had 
quite  forgotten  the  estimate  which  was  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  last  year,  show- 
ing the  difference  in  the  price  of  Brazilian 
and  English  sugar,  and  in  no  year  had  the 
difference  been  greater  than  in  last  year. 
The  increased  price  which  the  British  con- 
sumer had  to  pay  was  not  given  to  the 
proprietor,  but  laid  out  in  labour  in  the 
West  Indies.  The  high  price  which  sugar 
bore  in  the  British  market  enabled  the 
black  labourer  in  the  West  Indies  to  ob. 
tain  high  wages,  and  not  one  farthing 
went  into  the  pockets  of  the  proprietor. 
Indeed,  the  black  labourer  in  the  West 
Indies  could  gain  as  much  in  seven  hours 
as  three  Englishmen  gained  here  in  sixteen 
hours.  The  people  were  deprived  of  the 
advantage  of  the  wholesome  beverage 
coffee  by  the  high  price  of  sugar.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  wished  to  dis- 
card our  colonies,  but  he  was  one  who  was 
anxious  that  the  colonies  should  be  made 
to  defray  their  own  expenses,  and  not  to 
be  as  now  a  burden  upon  the  mother 
country.  Much  difficulty  had  occurred 
in  getting  a  sufficient  number  of  labourers 
to  work  the  plantations.  This  should  have 
been  taken  into  consideration  before  eman- 
cipation was  granted.  It  ought  to  have 
been  known  beforehand  that  free  labourers 
would  not  do  so  much  work  as  slaves.  At 
the  time  of  discussing  the  Emancipation 
Bill  the  advocates  of  the  measure  refused 
to  apply  the  ordinary  principles  which 
governed  human  nature  to  the  blacks. 
The  House  was  told  that  the  produce 
would  be  greater,  and  at  less  expense, 
than  under  slavery.  But  the  emancipated 
blacks  could  get  larger  wages  per  day 
than  able  Englishmen  could.  One  day's 
work,  of  not  more  than  seven  hours,  from 
the  black  man  was  equal  in  reward  to 
three  days  of  sixteen  hours  work  of  an 
Englishman.  How  then,  could  it  have 
been  expected  that  a  man,  who,  in  ^o 
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days,  earned  eoough  to  support  him  dur- 
ing the  week,  would  work  like  an  Eng- 
lishman, who  had  to  labour  incessantly  to 
procure  a  bare  subsistence.     He  was  of 
opinion  that  there  ought  to  be  a  fair  com- 
petition with  foreign  sugar  in  the  colonial 
market.     It  was  unjust,  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  to  tax  the  people  to  preserve  mono- 
poly.    He  called  on  Government  to  agree 
to  an  imposition  of  50  per  cent,  until  the 
colonies  could  be  freed  from  the  shackles 
under  which  they  laboured,  and  then  this 
protection  to  be  reduced,  year  by  year, 
until  it  came  to  nothing.     He  considered 
that  to  keep  up  the  enormous  duty  on 
sugar  was  only  second  in  injustice  to  keep- 
ing up  the  Corn«>laws.     The  putting  for- 
ward the  question  of  the  slave-trade  was 
a  mere  pretence,  and  ought  not  to  be 
listened  to  for  a  moment.     It  was  sheer 
humbug  to  talk  of  the  fear  of  encouraging 
the  slave-trade  by  admitting  Brazil  and 
Cuba  sugar,  when  we  allowed   tobacco, 
rice,  and  other  slave-grown  articles  to  be 
imported.     Instead  of  attending  to  the 
West-India  slaves  it  would  be  better  if  the 
-right  hon.  Gentleman  attended    to  the 
slaves  at  home.    The  industrious  classes 
could  not  get  animal  food,  and  it  was  but 
just  they  should  have  the  means  of  getting 
a  bit  of  sugar  to  sweeten  their  coffee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  could  not 
take  off  the  duty  because  the  loss  to  the 
revenue  would  be  too  great.    Now,  he 
.was  of  opinion  that  if  a  reasonable  reduc- 
tion was  made,  that  consumption  would 
be  not  only  increased  by  a  million  or  a 
million  and  a  half  of  cwts.,  but  the  reve- 
nue would  also  be  much  benefitted.     If 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  admitted  foreign 
sugar  at  305.,  such  a  result  would  take 
place.    He  was  satisfied  that  Government 
with  respect  to  the  sugar  duties  was  pro- 
ceeding on  an  erroneous  principle.     He 
considered  that  the  people  of  England  were 
not  fairly  treated  in  the  matter.     He  con- 
sidered that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  come 
fairly  to  the  question,  because  from  his 
position  he  must  be  interested  in  support- 
ing the  present  state  of  things.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  large  interests  in  the 
West  Indies;  and  if  so,  he  did  not  see 
how  it  was  possible  for  parties  so  situated 
to  divest  themselves  of  bias  in  dealing 
with  the  question.     Nothing,  in  his  judg- 
ment, was  calculated  to  afford  a  full  re- 
generation to  the  country  but  a  complete 
return  to  the  principles  of  free-trade.    He 
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should  certainly  give  his  siipport  to  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  now 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  P.  M,  Stewart  said,  there  had  been 
three  propositions  laid  before  the  House. 
One  from  the  Government,  for  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  not  protective  but  pro- 
hibitory duties ;  the  second,  in  the  opposite 
extreme,  came  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  who,  regardless  of  the  value  of  our 
colonies,  had  brought  forward  a  motion 
which  had  been  disposed  of  in  a  way  com- 
mensurate to  its  merits.    And  the  third 
was  that  now  before  the  House  brought 
forward  by  the  late  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  who  asked  for  such  a  modifica- 
tion  of  the  duties  as  would  admit   of 
competition  between  British  and  foreign 
sugar.     Whilst  he  agreed  in  the  principle 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  motion,  he 
differed  from  the  figures  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  used.     A  good  deal 
had  been  said  on  the  subject  of  giving 
encouragement  to  slavery,  and  expressions 
had  been  used  to  the  effect,  that  this  was 
the  mere  cant  of  slavery  ;  but  it  should  be 
recollected,  when  speaking  of  the  cheap 
sugars  of  Cuba  and  Brazil,  that  these 
sugars  were  produced  in  slave-importing 
and  slave-growing  colonies.    There  was 
this  peculiarity  connected  with  colonial 
sugar,  that  the  planters  had  to  compete 
with  other  countries  who  still  carried  on 
the  horrible  traffic  in  slaves.    There  was 
certainly  some  prospect,  he  was  happy  to 
think,  that  that  peculiarity  would  yet  be 
removed  ;  and  that  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  induce  those  other  countries  to 
abandon  the  traffic.  That  morning  he  had 
found  on  bis  table  bills  founded  on  treaties 
entered  into,  and  he  trusted,  that  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  sentiments  expressed 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  late  Secretary  for 
Foreign    Affairs  (Viscount  Palmerston), 
they  would  succeed  in  forcing  other  states 
to  follow  the  example  we  had  set  them.  He 
would  leave  that  part  of  the  subject,  and 
ask,  as  a  West-India  proprietor,  was  it 
treating  the  West-India  proprietors  fairly 
to  force  them  into  competition  with  those 
who  continued  the  slave-trade,  after  having 
made  the  colonists  give  up  their  interests 
in  slaves.     He  wanted  no  continuance  of 
high  fiscal  prohibitions.    He  merely  held, 
that  the  West-India  proprietors  were  enti. 
tied  to  a  differential  duty  to  the  extent  of 
155.,  which  had  become  necessary  from 
their  interference  with  their  colonies.  They 
should  not  drive  the  colonies  into  compe- 
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tition  with  g1ave*trading  coontries.  If 
they  were  to  be  driven  into  competitioo, 
all  he  asked  was,  that  they  should  get  into 
it  on  fair  terms.  With  regard  to  colonial 
spirits,  they  would  recollect,  that  colonial 
sugar  was  prohibited  from  being  used  in 
our  breweries  and  distilleries,  and  that 
also  colonial  spirits  were  prohibited  from 
the  great  duties  imposed.  The  colonies 
were  now  looked  upon  as  integral  parts  of 
the  kingdom,  and  colonial  spirits  ou(;ht  to 
be  treated  as  British  spirits.  The  effect  of 
high  diflferential  duties  on  colonial  spirits 
was  observable  in  the  quantities  consumed 
in  these  kingdoms.  In  England,  where 
the  diflPerential  duty  was  Is.  6d,9  the  con- 
sumption was  one-third  of  the  whole  spi- 
rits consumed.  In  Scotland  it  was  only 
one  six-hundredth  part,  and  in  Ireland 
one  twelve- hundredth  part ;  but  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  the  duty  was  5s.  Sd. 
The  West-India  proprietors  would  enter 
into  competition  with  Che  world  on  fair 
terms,  but  they  protested  against  being 
thrown  into  the  arena  with  those  who 
possessed  all  the  advantages  derivable  from 
slave  traffic  and  free-trade.  But  for  his 
own  part,  as  regarded  the  present  system 
of  duties,  which  were  entirely  prohibitory, 
he  differed  from  it  completely. 

l^>rd  J»  Russell  hoped  he  should  be  par- 
doned by  his  bon  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  if  he  observed,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  great  difficulty  to  reconcile  the  opin- 
ions be  had  expressed  favourable  to  free- 
Irade  with  those  he  had  given  to  the  House 
as  a  West- India  proprietor.  There  were, 
perhaps,  other  parties  in  the  House,  whose 
sentiments  on  this  subject  were  not  more 
consistent.  It  appeared,  that  the  present 
was  an  occasion  upon  which  the  House 
might  well  consider  if  an  opportunity  was 
not  offered  of  proving  that  they  sincerely 
wished  to  diminish  the  price  of  articles  of 
great  and  general  consumption.  They  had 
been  told,  that  that  was  the  object  of  the 
great  change  in  contemplation.  Yet, 
Uiough  that  was  the  object  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  so  nearly  at  heart--*t hough 
that  was  the  object  which  that  House 
wished  to  accomplish,  there  was,  somehow 
or  other,  the  greatest  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing that  object  with  respect  to  any  great 
and  primary  article  of  consumption.  With 
respect  to  some  articles  of  great  import- 
ance to  the  working  classes,  as  forming 
part  of  their  weekly  and  yearly  expendi- 
ture, other  Parliamento  had  granted  relief. 
Upon  the  articles  of  salt,  leather,  coais, 


and  candles,  a  reduction  or  abolition  of 
taxes  had  taken  place,  either  as  proposed 
by  the  Government,  or  as  suggeated  by 
the  Opposition,  and  agreed  to  by  the  Go- 
vernment. With  respect  to  those  great 
articles  of  consumption  which  the  Hotiae 
had  now  to  consider,  and  which  formed 
necessary  articles  of  consumption  among 
the  labouring  classes,  they  had  begun 
with  bread,  and  they  had  found  they  could 
not  make  any  great  reduction.  They  had 
found,  that  it  was  necessary  to  be  inde- 
pendent of  foreign  nations — that,  unfor- 
tunately, much  as  they  wished  to  relieve 
the  people  in  that  first  great  article  of  food, 
they  were  not  able  to  make  a  great  and 
important  alteration  in  the  Corn-laws. 
They  had  then  come  to  articles  formerly 
part  of  the  weekly  expenditure,  and  daily 
food  of  the  people,  such  as  cheese  and 
butter,  but,  unfortunately,  they  had  found, 
that  the  interest  of  the  revenue  was  so 
much  concerned,  that  it  was  impossible 
to  make  any  reduction  in  those  duties. 
There  was  one  article,  indeed,  in  which 
they  had  been  able  to  make  an  alteration 
— in  the  article  of  cattle  and  meat  they 
had  been  able  to  exchange  high  and  pro- 
hibitory duties  for  those  which  were  lower; 
but  with  respect  to  cattle,  they  had,  un« 
fortunately,  heard  the  assurance,  that  the 
people  were  not  likely  to  derive  present 
benefit  in  the  reduced  price  of  meat* 
Another  article  of  great  consumption  was 
then  before  them,  namely,  sugar— an  ar- 
ticle most  important,  considering  the  im- 
proved habits  of  the  people;  habits  which 
a  Legislature  undoubtedly  ought  to  en- 
courage. He  was  sorry  to  bear,  that  upon 
this  article,  the  people  must  be  contented 
with  the  good  wishes  of  the  Legislature, 
and  the  proclamation  that  bad  been  made, 
of  an  anxious  desire  to  reduce  the  price  of 
subsistence.  The  duty  on  many  articlet, 
say  some  five  or  six  hundred,  bad  been 
reduced,  which  did  not  enter  into  the 
consumption  of  the  poor  in  any  way,  and 
which,  so  far  as  they  affected  the  real 
comforts  of  the  workmg  dassea,  were  but 
of  little  importance.  But  this  being  an 
article  of  great  consumption,  they  found  a 
fresh  difficulty  in  the  way— the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  was  unable  to  consent  to 
any  alteration  of  existing  duties,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  proposed  the  continuance 
of  what  was  a  prohibitory  duty — a  duty 
which  was  admitted  to  be  prohibitory,  and 
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which  was  contrary  to  all  the  priociples 
profeBscd  by  the  Goveniinent.  Was  it 
not  now  tine  for  the  House  and  for  those 
who  were  not  connected  with  the  West 
Indies,  to  consider  the  thing  fairly,  and 
whether  there  was  not  now  an  opportunity 
,  of  doing  that  good  which  other  opportu- 
nities had  been  lost  of  effecting.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  stated  what 
was  the  price  of  sugar  without  duty  during 
the  latter  end  of  the  past  year  and  the 
beginning  of  the  present,  that  in  the  latter 
part  of  1841  the  price  of  Cuba  sugar  was 
39<.  per  cwt.,  and  during  the  first  few 
months  of  the  present  year  it  was  38s. 
and  some  odd  pence.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  out  that  the  price  of 
foreign  sugar  would  be  about  549.,  and 
the  difference  between  the  two  about  7s. 
lOd.,  or  about  three  farthings  per  pound. 
Now,  that  sum  of  three  farthings  per 
pound  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  make  so  light  of»  was  an  impor- 
tant consideration  in  the  weekly  expen- 
diture of  a  poor  man.  With  respect  to 
the  great  importation  of  sugar  into  this 
country  from  the  East  Indie8,tne  Mauritius, 
and  the  West  Indies,  his  argument  of  last 
year  was>  that  it  was  impossible  to  ensure 
that  those  calculations  would  be  correct ; 
bat  that,  at  all  eveni^,  an  increase  of  price 
would  be  prevented.  That  argument  was 
much  ridiculed  at  that  time;  but  this 
year  he  had  had  the  happiness  to  hear  it 
urged  with  respect  to  other  articles.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  said,  that 
if  the  price  of  meat  were  not  diminished, 
it  was  a  great  thing  to  prevent  It  from 
rising  higher.  That  was  his  (Lord  John 
Russeirs)  argument  with  respect  to  sugar, 
'  and  yet  it  had  been  held  at  that  time  as 
utterly  ridiculous.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  put  forth  two  grounds 
why  he  could  not  assent  to  the  motion — 
one  was  the  loss  to  the  revenue  of  upwards 
of  600,000/.,  and  according  to  another 
estimate  of  400,000/.  Let  the  House  re- 
member,  that  with  respect  to  the  tariff  ge- 
nerally, they  had  to  consider  how,  by  sa- 
crificing a  portion  of  revenue,  they  might 
best  benefit  the  people.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  ''  I  find  a  deficiency  of 
two  millions  and  a-half,  and  I  propose  to 
lay  on  taxes  to  the  amount  of  four  mil- 
lions three  hundred  thousand  pounds,  and 
the  difference  between  the  two  million  and 
a  half  and  the  four  millions  odd  will  en- 
able me  to  afford  a  great  opening  to  the 


commerce  ef  the  country,  and  to  reduce 
the  price  of  subsistence*  **  IC  that  were 
the  plan,  was  there  an  article  in  which  it 
could  be  better  or  more  advantageously 
followed  than  in  sugar?  It  might,  he 
thought,  be  fairly  maintained,  that  nothing 
in  the  whole  range  of  the  customs  duties 
that  were  proposed  to  be  reduced  would 
more  benefit  the  people  of  this  country, 
or  more  tend  to  encourage  improvement  in 
their  habits  than  a  reduction  in  the  article 
of  sugar.  What  was  stated  by  the  pe- 
tition of  last  year  proceeding  'from  the 
coffee-house  keepers  of  London  ?  They 
stated  that  the  use  of  coffee  had  of  late 
years  so  much  increased  that  whereas 
twenty- five  years  ago  there  were  but  ten 
coffee-houses  in  the  metropolis,  there  was 
now  about  1,800,  and  more  than  180,000 
persons  per  day  now  frequented  those 
places — not  only  labouring  men,  but 
clerks  and  persons  employed  in  merchant's 
houses.  At  such  houses  persons  were  en- 
abled to  procure  necessary  refreshment  at 
a  small  charge,  and  at  the  same  time  avoid 
temptation  to  inebriation.  Was  it  not  of 
the  greatest  advantage  to  cultivate  such 
habits  ?  But  then,  to  oppose  the  comfort 
and  well-being  of  the  community  which 
might  be  thus  promoted,  they  were  met 
by  the  argument  about  the  slave-trade. 
But  was  it  said  that  the  face  of  the  peo- 
ple was  so  much  set  against  that  trade, 
that  they  would  not  admit  any  article  pro* 
doced  by  it  ?  No,  they  did  not  say  that. 
But  was  it  said  that  they  would  not  favour 
or  countenance  any  new  article  the  pro- 
duct of  slave  labour?  By  no  means. 
There  was  the  coffee  of  Brazils,  which 
was  now  subjected  to  a  duty  of  I5d,  and 
that  duty,  it  was  well  known,  was  evaded. 
They  did  not  try  to  put  an  end  to  that 
evasion,  but  they  reduced  the  \5d.  to  Bd. 
on  behalf  of  slave-grown  coffee  of  Brazils. 
It  was  not  shocking,  it  wa^  not  immoral, 
to  favour  the  slave-trade  with  regard  to 
coffee,  but  denunciations  were  thundered 
against  it  with  respect  to  sugar.  In  regard 
to  coffee  it  was  harmless— in  regard  to  su- 
gar it  was  atrocious  to  do  the  same  thing. 
There  was  another  article  to  which  he  had 
adverted  on  a  former  occasion,  and  that 
was  copper  from  the  mines  of  Cuba.  He 
was  far  from  wishing  to  cast  blame  on  the 
I  measures  which  had  been  taken  with  re- 
j  spect  to  that  article ;  but  at  the  same  time 
the  fact  was  not  the  less  true,  that  it  was 
I  the  produce  of  slave  labour,  and  came 
from  a  pliHje  wherCg-^liyirj^e^i^ 
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most  horrible  form.    What  then  became 
of  the  virtuous  inc|ignation  maoifested  by 
the  opposite  side  ?     It  was,  no  doubt, 
very  desirable  to  put  an  end  to  a  very  high 
restrictive  duty,  in  order  to  facilitate  the 
importation    of    that    article ;     but    he 
thought,  that  if  a  comparison  were  made 
between  the   two'  commodities  —  if  the 
comforts  of  the  people  were  to  be  con- 
sulted— it  could  not  be  denied,  that  a 
relaxation  in  favour  of  sugar  would  con- 
duce far  more  to  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity  than  any   alteration   which    the 
Government  could  devise  with  respect  to 
copper.     He  could  not  see  why  all  the 
objections  to  the  slave-trade  should  be 
confined  to  the  single  article  of  sugar. 
He  might,  perhaps,  be  able  to  understand 
their  objections,  if  it  had  been  alleged, 
that  the  slave-trade  had  increased  to  a 
great  pitch,  and  that  by  this  measure  they 
had  a  prospect  of  putting  an  end  to  it 
immediately  ;  but  nothing  of  the  kind  was 
alleged.     On  the  contrary,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  told  them,  quot- 
ing that  most  useful  work  of  Mr.  Bandi- 
nel,  that  the  slave-trade  had  decreased. 
But  why  ?    From  the  efforts  made  by  our 
navy  on  the  coast  of  Africa ;  by  treaties 
made  with  foreign  powers  with  respect  to 
the  slave-trade ;  means  far  different  from 
those  by  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
sought  now    to  carry  out  that  object. 
There  was  no  reason  to  suppose,  that 
these  efforts  for  the  suppression  of  the 
slave-trade  were  likely  to  be  diminished ; 
on  the  contrary,  there  was  every  prospect 
that  they  would  be  increased.     He  en- 
tirely agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  our 
efforts  for  the  extinction  of  the  slave-trade 
have  not  been  unsuccessful.    Whatever 
increase  that  trade  might  have  met  with 
at  particular  periods,  yet  the  constant  ef- 
forts of  a  power  such  as  Great  Britain  en- 
deavouring to  combine  with  all  the  other 
powers  in  Europe,  by  the  exertions  of  her 
navy  on  the  coasts  of  Africa,  Brazil,  and 
Cuba,  must  tend  in  a  great  measure  to 
limit  and  fetter,  and  he  hoped  ultimately 
to  destroy  that  traffic.     But  while  he 
avowed  this  opinion,  he  could  not  see 
why,  admitting  as  we  did  other  articles 
the  produce  of  slave  labour ;  nay,  being 
about  to  give  additional  facilities  to  their 
introduction,  measures  should  be  taken  to 
add  to  the  miseries  and  oppressions  of  our 
own  people  by  debarring  them  from  the 


use  of  sugar.  He  trusted,  that  the  Honae 
would,  on  this  occasion,  endeavour  to 
carry  into  effect  those  principles  to  which 
they  had  already  given  their  support.  Let 
them  reflect  what  a  disappointment  it 
would  be  to  the  people  of  this  country,  if, 
having  to  submit  to  the  infliction  of  an 
Income-tax,  besides  additional  taxes  of 
another  kind  imposed  in  Ireland,  and 
having  a  reduction  in  various  articles  pro- 
posed to  them  in  compensation,  th^ 
should  find  at  last  the  promises  which  had 
been  made  to  them  utterly  unavailing ;  if 
whilst  they  found  the  imposition  of  the 
burden  certain,  they  should  find  the  pro- 
mises of  relief  which  had  been  held  out  to 
them  utterly  disregarded. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  more  than  he  had  been 
prepared  for;  he  now  stood  forward  at 
the  advocate  of  a  large  reduction  in  the 
duty  upon  one  of  the  prime  articles  of 
consumption..    The  noble  Lord  was  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  lower  the  price  of  food, 
and  at  the  same  time  maintain  the  revenue. 
The  noble  Lord  threw,  out  insinuations 
from  which  he  wished  to  have  inferences 
drawn  that  he  was  anxious  to  diminish 
the  price  of  the  food  of  the  people.    That 
was  the  first  assumption  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  it  was  one  that  was  unwarranted  bj 
anything  that  he  ha4  ever  done.     There 
was  no  question  but  the  position  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  full  of  difficulties 
— every,  hon.  Member  had   his  herring 
upon  the  occasion.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Renfrew  had    his  herring  amongst 
others,  and  according  to  him  they  might 
touch  everything  except  colonial  produce. 
The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  explicitly 
—he  avowed  that  he  wanted  the  revival 
of  slavery.     ["  No,  no.*']    Then  he  did 
not  know   the  meaning  of  the  English 
language.      What  did   the   hon.   Mem- 
ber mean  when  he    talked  of  loosening 
the  arm  of  industry  in  the  West-India 
colonies  if  he  did  not  mean  a  revival  of 
slavery  ?     He  could  not  understand  any- 
thing from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  that  he  wished  for  the  re-esta- 
bliehment  of  slave  labour  in  the  West- 
Indies.  [*'Oh,ohr]  It  was  easy  to  cry  *' Oh, 
oh  !''  but  were  they  to  tax  the  iatiouring 
population  of  this  country  2,000,000^  or 
3,000,000/.  for  the  benefit  of  the  West 
India  proprietors  ?     It  was  |#  very  well 
that  each  party  in  the  House  should  have 
a  stalking-horse — with  some  it  might  be 
sugar,  and  with  others  corji*-jj 
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the  mystification  of  an  8s.  fixed  duty  on 
corn,  or  a  difierence  or  discriminatiDg  duty 
of  10$.  upon  sugar,  which  he  believed  to 
be  something  like  the  8^.  duty  upon  corn. 
The  present  duties  were  63s,  and  245., 
being  a  difference  of  39$.,  and  it  was 
proposed  to  keep  up  that  distinction  be- 
tween colonial  and  foreign  sugar.  This 
was  the  question  he  wanted  to  have 
answered.  Would  the  differential  duty  of 
\0s.  keep  out  foreign  sugar?  If  it  would 
not  do  tnat,  would  it  put  out  colonial  su- 
gar ?  ["  No,  no."]  Here  then  was  a  hocus- 
pocus.  [''Hear,  hear."]  He  would  show  it. 
Foreign  sugar,  the  noble  Lord  said,  was 
at  24s.,  colonial  at  39s.,  and  on  the  plan 
of  duties  which  he  proposed  there  would 
be  a  diffierence  between  the  price  of  foreign 
and  colonial  sugar  in  the  English  market 
of  just  8s.  Now,  he  wanted  to  know  what 
was  the  meaning  of  this  ?  Was  it  intended 
as  a  protection  to  the  colonial  interest? 
It  could  only  be  that  by  keeping  out 
foreign  sugar :  if  it  let  in  foreign  sugar,  it 
could  be  no  protection  to  the  colonists. 
Surely  then  it  was  a  fallacy  to  say,  that  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  was  to  give 
the  people  of  England  cheap  sugar  and 
the  colonist  protection  at  the  same  time. 
He  said  the  noble  Lord  could  not  make 
that  out.  Were  they  to  have  protection 
or  no  protection  ?  If  they  were  to  have 
protection,  then  they  could  have  no  cheap 
sugar ;  if  they  had  cheap  sugar,  they  could 
have  no  protection.  The  existing  system, 
38  well  as  the  system  to  be  substituted  for 
it,  was  a  system  by  which  the  people  of 
England  were  taxed  for  the  benefit  of  a 
small  body  of  the  colonists;  and  he  did  say 
that  the  noble  Lord,  finding  that  this  article 
was  one  of  great  importance,  that  it  was  next 
in  importance  after  corn  and  meat — nay, 
he  greatly  inclined  to  think  it  was  of 
greater  importance  even  than  meat  itself 
— ought  to  have  offered  some  proposition 
with  respect  to  it  by  which  the  burdens  of 
the  people  might  have  been  lightened,  the 
supply  increased  and  the  price  reduced ; 
and  yet  the  noble  Lord  objected  to  the 
proposal  which  he  made  for  supplying  the 
people  with  sugar  at  a  cheaper  rate.  He 
would  now  address  himself  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  also  had  objected  to  his  proposal. 
First,  then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  he  apprehended  danger  to  the  re- 
venue from  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  how  could  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  apply  the  same  objection  to 
that  which  he  made  ?  It  was  clear  he  could 
not,  because  assuming  what  would  not 
be  denied,  that  no  diminution,  at  least  in 
the  quantity  brought  in,  would  take  place, 
whether  they  levied  24s.  from  the  colonial 
or  from  the  foreign  sugar  imported,  made 
no  difference  as  far  as  the  revenue  was 
concerned.  If  anything,  on  his  plan  there 
would  be  an  increased  revenue,  because 
there  would  be  an  increased  supply.  The 
advantage,  then,  of  the  plan  was,  that  it 
would  confer  a  great  benefit  on  the  people, 
and  would  yield  the  same  amount,  if  not 
more,  to  the  revenue.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  expressed  a  doubt  whether 
lowering  the  duty  to  24s.  would  not 
hurt  the  revenue;  he  went  so  far  as  a 
doubt ;  but,  further  than  that,  he  felt  he 
was  dealing  with  a  delusion ;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  felt  that  he  could  not 
answer  the  arguments  in  favour  of  his 
plan,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  answer  them.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  chose  to  say,  nevertheless,  that 
he  knew  an  answer  to  those  arguments 
and  could  answer  them ;  he  should  like  to 
know  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
excuse  to  the  people  his  opposition  to  a 
proposal  for  lowering  the  price  of  this  most 
necessary  article?  But  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  interests  of 
the  West-India  colonies.  He  was  pre- 
pared to  say,  that  if  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  England  demanded  it,  he  would 
sacrifice  the  West  India-colonies.  []"  Hear, 
hear."]  Why  not?  How  were  those  colonies 
of  any  benefit  to  the  people  of  England  ?  A 
set  of  barren  islands,  which  we  dearly  main- 
tained with  the  pith  and  sinews  of  the 
people  of  this  country !  Jamaica  to  the 
bottom  of  the  sea,  and  all  the  Antilles 
after  it,  rather  than  the  interests  of 
the  people  should  be  sacrificed.  [Laughter  J] 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool, 
might  laugh,  but  he  wanted  the  noble  Lord, 
or  some  hon.  Member,  to  explain  to  him — 
he  saw  many  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  were  connected  with  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  with  Staffordshire,  and  with 
Warwickshire,  he  asked  them  also  to  ex- 
plain to  him — what  single  benefit  had  ever 
been  derived  to  the  great  manufacturing 
interests  from  our  West-India  colonies? 
What  benefit  was  it  to  the  manufacturers, 
that  they  should  pay  dear  for  their  sugar, 
in  order  that  they  might  have  it  to  say 
that  they  had  a  colony  called  Jamaica  ? 
Since  we  had  possessed  these  colonies, 
2R 
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they  had  heen  a  source  of  nothing  but 
war  and  expenditure.  He  knew  that  we 
had  fought  for  the  colonies,  and  that  we 
conquered  them  from  the  enemies  of  this 
country;  but  what  was  the  benefit  of 
them?  That  was  what  he  wanted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  the  country 
and  the  House.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
vote  a  single  farthing  for  the  benefit  of 
these  colonies  at  the  expense  of  the  la- 
bouring classes.  Let  no  man  go  out  to 
vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment, without  reflecting  that  in  doing  so 
he  was  voting  protection  to  the  West- 
India  colonies  at  the  expense  of  the  health 
and  strength  of  the  people  of  England ; 
that  he  was  making  the  workingman  pay 
dearly  (as  the  noble  Lord  aptly  said)  for 
bis  sugar  in  his  weekly  bill ;  that  he  was 
disabling  him  from  obtaining  this  neces- 
sary article,  though  he  laboured  in  the 
sweat  of  his  brow  from  the  rising  of  the 
sun  until  it  set,  and  for  many  hours  after 
it  set.  He  wished  he  could  see  in  his 
place  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough 
(Mr.  Ferrand),  who  was  usually  so  elo- 
quent on  the  subject  of  the  manufacturers, 
that  he  might  tell  the  hon.  Member  to  go 
to  his  constituents  and  ask  them  what  ad- 
vantages they,  as  manufacturers,  had  ever 
got,  or  could  get,  from  the  West-Indian 
gentry.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  for  something  better 
in  the  way  of  argument  than  that  flimsy 
thing  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  put  forth  that  evening,  when  he  said 
that  he  was  about  to  commence  some  new 
means  of  putting  down  the  slave  trade  at 
an  expense  of  4,000,000/.  per  annum — 
an  expense  not  to  be  borne  by  the  rich, 
but  by  the  poor;  for  to  that  amount  were 
they  taxed  to  support  the  monopoly  of 
the  West- India  colonists.  Yes,  he  said  it 
was  from  the  poor  that  the  amount  was 
taken,  for  if  they  subtracted  from  the 
whole  amount  derived  to  the  revenue  on 
the  head  of  sugar  that  part  which  was  due 
to  the  consumption  of  the  rich,  they  would 
find  it  was  but  as  a  drop  in  that  mighty 
ocean.  And  for  what  object  was  this  to 
be  done  ?  For  the  sake  of  putting  down 
the  slave-trade — a  pretence,  as  they  well 
knew  it  was,  that  they  were  about  to  tax 
the  poor  in  their  very  vitals. 

Air.  P.  M.  Stewart  wished  to  explain, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
said,  that  he  had  confessed  himself  a  free- 
trader in  everything  but  colonial  produce. 
Now,  he  said  directly  the  opposite,  for  he 
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stated  that  he  agreed  to  the  principle  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Taunton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  that  if  his  figures  had 
been  different— proving  what  he  wanted— 
he  should  have  voted  with  him.  Another 
misrepresentation  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  a  rather  heavy  one,  was, 
that  he  had  said,  he  was  for  the  restora- 
tion of  slavery  by  the  British  nation.  Now, 
he  had  said  directly  to  the  contrary ;  he 
had  expressed  a  hope  that  they  would  be 
able  to  get  Cuba  and  Brazil  to  abolish 
slavery,  and  that  so  they  would  untie  for 
the  West- Indians  the  arm  which  they  had 
tied  up.  There  never  was  a  more  un- 
founded statement  than  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  made  with  respect  to 
his  arguments. 

Mr.  Bemal  said,  it  required  a  more 
than  ordinary  degree  of  patience  to  hear 
certain  statements,  and  certain  arguments, 
or  rather  attempts  at  argument,  such  as 
he  sometimes  was  obliged  to  listen  to ;  in 
fact,  he  felt  that  to  bear  all  with  patience 
would  be  much  more  like  the  stolidity  of 
an  animal  than  the  spirit  of  a  man.  The 
boo.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  was  a 
philosopher— he  was  an  enemy  to  circum- 
locution— he  was  the  sworn  foe  of  hocus- 
pocus.  In  that  he  would  join  with  him ; 
he  wished  to  have  this  question  put  on 
the  footing  of  fair  argument,  to  deal  in  a 
straightforward  way  to  meet  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  on  his  own  grounds. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed 
to  be  imbued  with  one  sentiment—  perish 
Jamaica !— drown  the  Antilles ! — sink  the 
colonies !  Such  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  wish ;  and  to  such  a  mode 
of  treating  such  a  subject,  he  confessed  he 
scarcely  knew  any  arguments  to  oppose. 
He  said,  however,  prosper  the  Antilles! 
Flourish  Jamaica  I  Long  live  Great  Brit- 
ain! Those  were  his  sentiments.  He 
held  these  sentiments,  because  he  knew, 
and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Members 
knew,  that  the  well-being  of  the  whole 
empire  depended  upon  the  prosperity  of 
the  parts.  He  looked  not  upon  the  de- 
pendencies of  this  country  as  something 
foreign  and  alien  to  it ;  he  looked  upon 
them  all,  whether  it  be  Jamaica  or  Malta, 
or  Gibraltar,  in  the  light  of  fruitra  of  a 
cone— as  much  component  parts  of  Great 
Britain  as  the  county  of  York  itself.  The 
whole  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  argument 
was  built  upon  a  fallacy.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman talked  of  the  expense  of  the  Go- 
vernment  of  Jamaica.    YfH^fkfyfl^ 
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Member  igoorant  that  Jamaica  raised 
taxes  of  her  own  ?  Jamaica  had  her  ex- 
port duties,  her  poll  taxes,  her  parochial 
taxes,  and  out  of  the  general  fund  thus 
collected,  the  soldiers  were  paid.  He 
did  not  mean  to  deny,  that  now  and 
then  a  regiment  was  sent  to  Jamaica, 
the  expense  of  which  fell  upon  the  mo- 
iher^country;  but  was  not  the  same  the 
case  with  regard  to  Scotland  or  any 
other  part  of  the  empire  ?  [An  hon^ 
Member;  Scotland  pays  her  share  of 
the  taxes."]  Scotland  pays  taxes?  Of 
course  she  does,  and  so  does  Jamaica. 
Jamaica  paid  the  salary  of  her  governor, 
and,  if  he  mistook  not,  the  expense  of  her 
Customs  officers,  and  also  of  her  Excise 
officers*  His  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
had  been  misguided  by  this  fallacy.  That 
Jamaica  was  a  part  of  this  country  could 
not  enter  into  his  philosophical  and  geo- 
graphical mind.  If  this  was  the  doctrine 
of  the  year  1842|  he  looked  upon  it  as 
wholly  illusory.  If  he  were  asked  what 
bad  been  the  use  of  Jamaica,  he  should  be 
tempted  to  reply — Great  Britain  did  ar- 
live  at  a  great  and  famous  pitch  of  pros- 
perity. To  that  prosperity  trade  and  na» 
vigation  had  in  his  belief  greatly,  if  not 
mainly,  tended.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  considered  that  in  that  flourishing 
nafigation,  that  commercial  empire,  and 
thai  wide  spread  and  extensife  marine, 
the  Wtal  energies  of  this  country  were 
bound  up.  And  by  all  means  support 
that  navigation  and  that  trade  with  the 
distant  and  widely^spread  colonies  of  this 
empire*  He  might  be  mistaken  in  his 
views,  but  after  the  many  years' experience 
he  had  had  of  the  subject,  at  all  events  he 
did  not  believe  that  he  could  be  mistaken 
on  false  grounds ;  and  this  he  could  say, 
thai  he  was  honestly  mistaken,  and  that 
he  was  not  arguing  in  insincerity.  By 
the  passing  of  that  most  important  mea- 
sure the  Emancipation  Act,  our  West« 
India  colonies  had  been  placed  in  a  sin- 
gular situation ;  they  were  not  prepared 
for  that  sudden  stepiby  which  every  thing 
was  disturbed  and  changed,  by  which  the 
system  on  which  agricultural  labour  had 
been  provided  was  completely  overthrown. 
He  repeated,  that  those  colonies  of  the 
empire,  Jamaica,  Guiana,  and  others, 
which  were  affected  by  the  Emancipation 
Act,  were  not  prepared  suddenly  with 
labour  sufficient  for  the  culture  of  the 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  land 
wbieh  were  now^  if  he  might  use  %\\%  ex* 


pression,  lying  in  a  state  of  spontaneous 
cultivation  in  those  colonies.  Would  it 
be  supposed,  therefore,  that  he  desired  l!o 
tnaintain  the  system  of  slavery  ?  No.  But 
would  it  be  attemptsd  to  be  alleged  that 
the  colonists  of  Jamaica  were  on  a  footing 
with  the  agriculturists  of  Yorkshire,  of 
Berkshire,  of  Suffolk,  in  regard  to  the 
hieans  they  possessed  of  acquiring  labour  ? 
Had  not  the  agriculturists  in  this  country 
a  means  of  acquiring  labour  which  the 
Jamaica  colonists  had  not?  From  what 
might  perhaps  be  called  the  happy  condi- 
tion of  the  labourer  in  Jamaica,  he  might 
be  said  to  be  almost  independent  of  the 
Soil ;  he  required  little  for  his  wants,  and 
little  labour  therefore  to  provide  for  them* 
for  two  or  three  hours'  work  a  day  was,  he 
had  often  told  hon.  Members,  sufficient 
with  the  soil  of  the  tropics  to  provide  all 
the  provisions  which  the  Jamaica  labourer 
required.  Did  hon.  Members  think  that 
(he  Berkshire  peasant  or  the  Suffolk  la- 
bourer would  cultivate  the  soil  were  it  not 
that  the  fear  of  starvation  was  before  his 
eyes  ?  Would  he  follow  the  plough  for  his 
own  amusement,  like  some  of  the  gentle- 
men farmers  they  had  heard  of?  The  case 
of  the  English  farm  labourer  was  very 
different  from  that  of  the  black  labourer  in 
the  colonies.  He  had  land,  which,  if  not 
his  in  fee-simple,  was  his  by  the  right  of 
custom.  Do  what  you  would,  he  would 
still  consider  that  land  as  his  own,  and  if 
you  attempted  to  deprive  him  of  it,  he  did 
not  think  he  would  be  criminally  an 
offender,  but  he  certainly  would  not  like 
to  contemplate  the  consequences  of  any 
attempt  at  summary  ejectment.  This  was 
really  the  state  of  the  case  as  regarded 
the  West-India  interest.  The  poor  devil 
of  a  West- Indian  was  not  like  (so  to  speak) 
the  rich  devil  of  an  English  agriculturist. 
The  West- Indian  formed  one  of  a  rope  of 
sand.  But  touch  but  the  toe  of  any  one 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  formed  the 
landed  interest  here,  and  the  whole  body 
vibrated  as  if  from  an  electric  shock 
through  the  empire.  The  West-India  in- 
terest was  unfortunately  a  part  of  the 
community  in  a  very  different  position. 
They  might  be  trampled  on.  He  could 
not  understand  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  when  he  talked  of  this 
or  that  measure  being  adopted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  soothing  or  of  captivating  the 
West- India  interest.  The  hon.  Member 
well  knew  that  the  West* India  interest 
was  like  a  football,  knocked  from  one  side 
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of  the  House,  and  from  one  part  of  the 
empire,  to  another.     Unfortunately  many 
discussions  of  late  had  been  made  to  turn 
on  the  West-India  interest.     One  time  it 
was   upon   the  Legislature   of   Jamaica, 
another  time  it  was  upon  the  sugar  ques- 
tion ;  but  certainly  his  hon.  Friend  had> 
in  his  philosophical  view  of  the  question, 
omitted  many  points  that  were  material  to 
its  full  comprehension.     There  were  cer- 
tain points  of  inequality  of  which  every 
man  at  all  acquainted  with  the  subject 
was   aware.     For  instance,  the  brewers 
and  distillers  of  this  country  found  them- 
selves able  to  resort  to  the  sugar  market, 
it  having  been  found  that  sugar  was  an 
excellent  ingredient  in  the  making  of  ale 
and  porter  and  other  drinks ;  and  it  was 
also  found  (hat  spirits  in  a  white  state, 
and  molasses,  might  ingeniously  and  ad- 
vantageously be  introduced  into  the  making 
of  spirits.     But  the  moment  such  a  sub- 
ject was  ventilated  in  that  House — he  re- 
peated ventilated  in  the  House ;  it  was, 
be  believed,  a  well-understood  and  per- 
fectly legal  term — the  moment  that  sub- 
ject was  even  whispered  in  the  House, 
then  came  the  electric  shock  to  which  he 
bad   alluded,  and  again  were  the  poor 
West-Indians  kicked  about  like  a  football, 
by  Berkshire,  by  Suffolk,  and  by  Norfolk 
—by  the  light  soils  and  by  the  heavy  soils, 
and  all  because   it  seemed    likely  that 
sugar  was  going  to  be  admitted  into  the 
breweries  and  the  distilleries.     He  did  not 
pretend  to  know  the  law  as  it  stood,  but 
be  knew  that  many  persons  well  qualified 
to  form  an  opinion  maintained  that  those 
ingredients  could  not  be  legally  introduced 
into  our  distilleries  and  our  breweries.    At 
this  very  moment  this  was  among  the  rea- 
sons why  the  brewers  and  distillers  did 
not  assist  the  West- India  interest  to  the 
extent  which  they  might.     He  was  sorry 
to  say,  too,  that  the  price  of  sugar  had 
been   very   much  exaggerated.     No  man 
had  more  feeling  of  sympathy  than  he  had 
for  his  fellow-citizens^  but  when  he  was 
told   that  a  reduction  of  three  farthings 
a  pound  in  sugar  would  contribute  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor  artisan  at  Burnley  or  the 
weaver  in  Lancashire — to  the  actual  relief 
of  him  who  got  3s.  a- week,  while  the  black 
labourer  in  the  West  Indies  could  get  lOs., 
he  could  scarcely  repress  a  smile  at  a  pro- 
position so  absurd.  No  relief  could  possibly 
be  experienced  under  a  reduction  of  3d. 
or  4cf.  per  pound;  and  he  felt  bound  to 
tell  hon.  Members,  that  if  they  admitted 


all  they  could  get  from  the  Braxils,  from  the 
Floridas  (for  there,  too,  sugar  was  pro- 
duced), or  from  Cuba,  they  would  never 
arrive  at  their  desired  object  of  lowering 
the  price  by  3d.  or  4d.  per  pound. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  it  was  quite  evident, 
that  if  this  debate  were  permitted  to  proceed 
there  would  be  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  a  considerable  degree  of  heat  and  as- 
perity, quite  inconsistent  with  the  calmness 
of  deliberation.  He  thought  it  was  his  duty 
to  prevent  that  by  rising  to  counsel  moder- 
ation in  the  combined  phalanx  of  his  oppo- 
nents, and  pour  oil  on  the  troubled  waters. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  come  to  this 
practical  conclusion,  that  by  far  the  safest 
course  they  could  pursue  would  be  to  vote 
for  the  proposition  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  leave  the  question  in  the  hands 
in  which  it  ought  to  be.  It  was  perfectly 
evident,  that  to  adopt  any  rival  proposi- 
tion would  produce  no  satisfaction  what- 
ever. He  did  not  speak  against,  but  he 
voted  against  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  for  he  felt,  that  calm 
reason  was  scarcely  necessary  to  discuss 
the  principles  it  embodied.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  announced  his  wish 
to  maintain  our  colonial  dependencies,  bnt 
said,  that  his  object  was  to  see  each  colony 
paying  for  itself.  He  apprehended  that 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  to  admit  these  colonies 
to  an  unlimited  competition  with  slave- 
possessing  colonies,  was  not  the  way  to 
insure  that  object.  The  hon.  Member 
said,  that  if  the  weavers  of  Lancashire  were 
asked  what  bene6t  they  derived  from  the 
duty  on  foreign  sugar,  they  would  assuredly 
say,  '*  None."  But  he  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Member,  whether  that  was  the  test  by  which 
any  great  question  affecting  the  country  was 
to  be  decided  ?  If  he  asked  a  Lancashire 
weaver  what  bene6t  he  derived  from  Ja- 
maica, and  that  his  reply  was  '*  None," 
ought  that  to  induce  him  to  abandon  Ja- 
maica. Was  the  hon.  Gentleman  prepared 
to  test  the  advantages  derived  from  our  con- 
nection with  India  in  the  same  manner?  Or 
should  we  abandon  our  colonial  depeo^ 
dencies  altogether  upon  the  assurance  of 
a  distressed  weaver  of  Lancashire,  that  he 
was  not  aware  that  any  benefit  was  con- 
ferred upon  this  country  by  those  depen- 
dencies ?  If  that  were  the  principle  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  it  was 
quite  clear,  that  in  order  to  conform  to  it, 
we  must  resolve  our  power  into  the  narrow 
limits  of  our  own  resources,  and  try  what 
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Eoglaod  could  do  against  the  world,  after 
having  abandoned  all  those  dependencies 
which  she  had  established  to  her  glory. 
It  was  not  merely  a  material  or  pecuniary 
benefit  that  was  to  be  regarded  in  the  loss 
of  our  colonies.  England  was  governed 
by  higher  considerations,  and  could  never 
be  guilty  of  such  ingratitude,  such  a 
breach  of  faith,  as  to  forsake  those  depend- 
encies that  she  had  fostered  and  protected. 
He  asked  whether  the  Government  was 
not  entitled  to  demand  the  confidence  of 
the  House  upon  the  subject.  The  pro- 
posal was,  that  the  existing  duties  should 
continue  for  one  year  longer.  He  was 
referring  to  the  annual  vote  upon  the 
sugar  duties,  which  did  not  prevent, 
but  compelled  the  consideration  of  the 
question  in  another  year.  The  question, 
then,  upon  which  the  sense  of  the  House 
would  be  taken  was,  whether  or  not  the 
sugar  duties  should  continue  for  another 
year?  He  asked,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  a  course  respecting  the 
commercial  tariff  of  the  country  which 
disentitled  it  to  the  support  and  confidence 
of  the  House.  It  was  said,  that  all  minor 
interests  were  sacrificed,  but  that  where 
any  great  political  interest  intervened, 
there  was  deference  and  submission.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  Government  was 
fairly  chargeable  with  such  partiality. 
Much  had  been  said  about  the  West-India 
interest,  and  it  was  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment supported  a  monopoly  out  of  de- 
ference to  it,  but  certainly  nothing  could 
equal  the  folly  of  a  Government  that  could 
act  improperly  and  unjustly  for  the  purpose 
of  conciliating  the  support  of  the  West- 
Indian  interest.  In  the  unreformed  Parlia- 
ment the  West-India  interest  may  have 
been  powerful,  but  the  Reform  Bill  struck 
a  great  blow  at  that  interest;  and  he 
believed  that,  in  point  of  political  influence, 
DO  interest  at  the  present  moment  was 
weaker  than  that  of  the  West  Indies.  The 
Doble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the  tariff  as  if 
the  consumer  in  this  country  would  derive 
no  advantage  from  it.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  it  did  nothing  material  with 
respect  to  meat.  He  would  only  remind 
the  noble  Lord,  that  he  had  been  ten  years 
in  office,  and  had  never  proposed  any 
alteration  in  the  tariff.  The  noble  Lord 
did  bring  forward  a  sort  of  8s.  duty  on 
corn ;  but  during  the  whole  ten  years  that 
he  remained  in  office,  did  he  ever  intimate 
his  intention  of  reducing  the  duty  on 
foraigo  cattle  orproniionst  In  refereace 


to  the  measure  which  he  had  introduced* 
he  knew  that  the  apprehensions  entertained 
regarding  it  were  greatly  exaggerated  ;  but 
he  had  held  no  equivocal  language  on  the 
subject.  The  price  of  meat  was  high  ;  but 
he  bad  always  said  that  there  were  physi- 
cal difficulties  which  constituted  a  protec- 
tion to  the  meat  of  this  country,  and  which 
would  prevent  any  great  reduction  in  its 
price.  When  he  heard  that  the  apprehen- 
sions were  so  great,  that  the  price  of  cattle 
had  fallen  25  per  cent.,  he  thought  it  was 
time  to  interfere.  He  adverted  to  this, 
because  the  noble  Lord  had  talked  of 
his  fearing  to  offend  a  powerful  interest, 
and  he  wished  to  contrast  the  course 
which  he  had  pursued  with  that  of 
the  late  Government — a  course  in  which 
he  ran  greater  risk  than  any  Minister  ever 
ran,  and  he  saw  that  nearly  a  hundred 
of  those  Members  who  had  given  him 
their  confidence  were  on  this  particular 
point  prepared  to  vote  against  him,  and 
he  thought  that  in  adhering  to  his  reso- 
lution he  had  given  sufficient  proof  that 
he  was  prepared  to  incur  the  risk  for  the 
purpose  of  benefitting  the  people.  He 
contrasted  that  course  with  the  one  pur- 
sued by  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord 
might  say,  that  he  had  great  reforms  in 
contemplation.  But  when  the  noble  Lord 
brought  forward  his  proposal  for  a  fixed 
duty  in  corn,  there  was  not  a  whisper  of 
any  reduction  of  the  duties  on  the  other 
articles  of  provisions.  The  noble  Lord  now 
produced  a  proposition  in  reference  to  the 
sugar  duties  different  from  that  produced 
last  year,  and  the  noble  Lord  surely  would 
not  blame  those  who  attacked  and  nega- 
tived that  proposition  which  now  appeared 
not  to  be  a  perfect  Minerva,  sprung  at 
once  from  the  brain  of  Jupiter.  The 
present  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  cause  a  loss  to  the  revenue  of  from 
500,000/.  to  600,000/.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Weymouth  seemed  to  think  that 
a  reduction  of  f  d.  in  the  price  of  sugar, 
would  be  a  small  matter ;  but  if  they  ar- 
gued against  a  reduction  because  it  was 
small,  they  would  never  have  any  reduc- 
tions in  the  tariff.  But  viewing  the  mat- 
ter abstractedly,  these  small  savings  con- 
stituted great  savings  on  the  whole.  Each 
small  saving  would  tell  upon  another 
small  saving,  and  therefore  they  would 
propagate  themselves.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  they  ought  to  take 
off  this  tax,  because  it  was  a  burden  on 
the  people.    If  they  took  that  as  a  prii^ 
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ciple,  he  would  venture  to  say  that  there 
would  be  a  deficit  even  with  the  Income 
tax  of  3,000,000/.  He  had  no  doubt, 
if  he  were  asked  the  question,  whether  he 
would  think  it  right  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  wool,  if  he  looked  at  the  question  ab. 
stractedly,  he  would  say  that  he  did.  If 
he  were  asked  the  same  question  as  to  the 
duty  OR  cotton  wool,  he  would  probably  give 
the  same  answer.  If  they  raised  a  duty  of 
600,000/.  from  sugar,  which  they  ought  to 
sacrifice,  they  would  lose  800,000/.  on 
wool  and  cotton  wool.  If  he  took  the 
eicise  duty  on  glass,  he  would  venture  to 
say,  that  there  was  not  one  article,  the 
reduction  of  duty  on  which  would  confer 
such  great  benefit  on  the  people.  So  of 
every  duty,  if  he  looked  at  it  simply  and 
abstractedly,  he  must  give  way  to  the  ar- 
guments for  a  reduction.  But  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  and  with  the  uncertainty  as 
to  the  produce  of  the  Income*tax,  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  loss  of  600,000/. 
in  the  revenue,  to  reduce  the  price  of 
sugar  |e/.  a-poundt  although  he  admitted 
that  the  benefit  of  the  reduction  would  be 
considerable.  With  respect  to  the  West 
Indies,  particularly,  he  thought,  that  no 
steps  ought  to  be  taken  without  consider- 
ing attentively  the  state  of  the  interests  of 
the  West  Indies,  and  seeing  how  far  they 
were  affected  by  our  fiscal  regulations. 
He  had  grave  doubts  whether  our  West 
India  colonies,  in  which  we  had  suppressed 
slavery  altogether,  could  compete  with 
colonies  in  which  slavery  did  exist.  That 
was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Deacon  Hume, 
who  was  for  carrying  the  principles  of 
free-trade  as  far  as  any  man.  Mr.  Hume 
was  of  opinion  that  the  principle  of  free* 
trade  did  not  apply  to  this  case. 

*'I  cannot  conceive,"  (said  Mr.  Hume) 
'Uhat  having  thirty  years  ago  abolished  the 
slave-trade,  and  having  now  abolished  slavery 
itself,  that  any  question  of  free-trade  can  arise 
between  Jamaica  and  Cuba.  Cuba,  with  an 
abundance  of  fresh  and  rich  soil,  not  only 
having  the  advantage  of  employing  slaves-* 
whatever  it  may  be — but  notoriously  importing 
the  enormous  amount  of  40,000  or  50,000 
slaves  every  year  having  in  fact  the  slave- 
trade  and  slavery,  and  as  the  laws  of  this 
countiy  deprive  the  planter  of  Jamaica  of  that 
means  of  raising  his  produce,  I  consider  the 
question  as  one  taken  out  of  the  category  of 
free- trade.'* 

Such  was  the  evidence  of  Mr.  D.  Home, 
given  before  the  Import  Duties  commit- 
tee. What,  however,  was  the  present 
itate  of  the  trade  T    In  the  year  1840, 


Ihe  average  price  of  sugar  was  40t.  Id. 
per  cwt.  In  lf?4l,  the  average  price  was 
d9s.  7d. ;  and  in  1842,  the  average  price 
was  38s.  2(/.  And  what  had  ^en  the 
price  during  the  last  month  ?  d7s.  3d. 
Observe,  there  had  been  a  continued  re* 
duction  in  the  price  of  sugar.  Then  as 
to  the  consumption.  Last  year,  notwith- 
standing the  distress  of  the  country,  there 
had  been  the  greatest  ooosumption  that 
had  been  ever  known,  not  greater  in  refiir* 
enca  to  the  population,  but  greater  alto- 
gether. There  were  more  than  4,000,000 
cwt.  of  sugar  consumed  in  this  country 
last  year.  But  the  main  ground  on  whieh 
he  opposed  the  motion  of  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  was  the  same  on  which  he 
opposed  the  motion  of  last  year.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  honour  and  cha> 
racter  of  this  country  would  be  maintained 
if  they  were  to  make  a  reduction  in  the 
doty  on  foreign  sugar,  without  making 
any  attempt  to  obtain  an  equivalent  con- 
cession from  the  growers  of  that  sugar. 
They  were  in  a  peculiar  situation  at  the 
present  moment  as  to  slavery  and  the 
slave-trade.  Their  efforts  on  the  coast  of 
Africa  had  unfbrtunately  failed,  so  far,  at 
least,  as  the  expedition  of  the  two  veaaela 
sent  out  last  year  was  concerned.  They 
had  been  told  last  year,  **  You  may  relax 
the  duties  on  foreign  sugar,  in  the  expec- 
tation of  other  and  more  efficient  means 
of  putting  an  end  to  slavery.'^  What 
were  their  hopes  now?  What  waa  the 
stale  of  our  relations  with  that  great 
country  Prance,  which  had  recently  re- 
fused to  ratify  a  treaty  signed  with  its 
own  consent?  Imputations  had  been 
thrown  out  against  France  upon  thia  point 
and  we  ought  not  lightly  to  take  any  atep 
to  abate  the  confidence  of  the  world  in 
our  disinterested  motives.  If  then,  there 
were  proof  that  last  year  the  consumption 
of  sugar  was  greater  than  in  any  preceding 
vears,  if  for  the  purpose  of  mere  pecuniary 
benefit,  and  after  the  eacrifioea  they  had 
made,  they  now  permitted  the  negroes  of 
the  Brazils  and  of  Cuba  to  come  into  thia 
country  without  making  an  attempt  to  put 
down  the  slave  trade  and  slavery,  their 
motives  would  not  be  attributed  to  that 
high  principle  which  was  now  ascribed  to 
them.  He  would  say,  make  the  attempt 
with  those  countries  from  which  the  supply 
waa  to  be  obtained.  The  8ugar»growiog 
countries  were  themselves  in  a  pecu- 
liar situation  at  the  present  moment. 
There  was  a  growing  feeling  that  Ihe  con« 
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tiouance  of  slavery  was  attended  with 
great  danger.  In  Caba,  in  the  American 
States^  and  in  the  Brasils,  there  was  a 
great  ferment  in  the  public  mind,  not 
merely  as  to  the  slavery,  but  also  as  to  the 
slave  trade;  some  from  benevolent  motives, 
but  seme  from  interested  fears.  Let  them 
look  at  the  great  example  they  had  set, 
and  lot  them  see  what  roust  be  the  infer- 
ence which  would  be  drawn  from  their 
eonduet.  The  example  we  had  set  as  to 
the  slavery  trade  had  produced  its  effects. 
It  was  impossible  that  there  should  be  this 
feeling  existing  in  the  North  and  South 
American  States  without  seeing  that 
slavery  itself  stood  in  a  very  precarious 
position.  The  same  feeling  had  grown  up 
in  the  Brazils,  and  the  same  feeling  was 
now  spreading  in  Cuba.  He  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  from  a  naval  officer  of  Cuba, 
dated  6th  April,  1843,  in  which  he  said 
that  he  could  not  hear  of  any  vessels  fitting 
oat  at  the  Havannah  for  the  slave-trade ; 
he  understood  that  there  was  great  anxiety 
as  to  the  probability  of  a  general  emancif 
patien,  in  which  case  it  was  evident  that 
the  greater  the  number  of  slaves  imported, 
the  more  embarrassment  there  woqld  be 
when  the  time  came  for  the  emancipation. 
That  was  tha  feeling  in  Cuba,  and  if  the 
inhabitants  of  Cuba  entertained  such  a 
ieeling,  was  it  not  likely  to  prevail  in  the 
Brazils ;  and  if  it  prevailed  in  the  Brazils, 
was  it  not  likely  to  prevail  among  the  in« 
telligeol  community  of  the  United  States  ? 
He  said  then  that  they  ought  to  be  doubly 
cautions  how  they  acted.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ssid  that  if  we  made  this  re- 
laxation, we  should  be  able  to  speak  to 
other  countries  with  greater  authority : 
that  is,  if  they  admitted  Braxilian  sugar  at 
a  duty  of  SOi.  instead  of  63s.,  we  should 
be  able  to  speak  with  greater  anthority  to 
ether  countries.  What  ?  after  encourag- 
ing the  embarking  of  great  capital,  did  the 
rij^ht  hon.  Gentleman — as  was  well  put  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Viae«President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  his  very  able 
speech, — did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
think  that  in  thiee  years  from  the  change 
we  should  be  able  to  speak  with  greater 
authority  to  the  sogar->growing  or  slave* 
holding  oottntries?  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  pursue  that  course  with 
fsspeot  to  Texas  ?  Was  it  not  bis  boast 
that  they  would  not  enter  into  a  treaty 
withoat  a  stipulation  as  to  the  suppression 
of  the  slave*trade,  and  the  legalization  of 
ft  right  of  foardb  ?    Texaa  wished  to  have 


a  treaty  of  commerce,  and  we  said,  **  We 
will  not  enter  into  the  treaty  with  you 
unless  you  will  abolish  the  slave-trade," 
and  as  a  guarantee  of  their  sincerity  they 
assented  to  the  right  of  search.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  establish  his  com- 
mercial relations  by  treaty  in  the  first  in« 
stance,  and  then  ask  them  to  assent  to  the 
right  of  search  ;  no, --he  said,  <«  We  aza 
ready  to  enter  into  the  treaty,  but  we  exact 
asti  condition  that  you  should  assent  to  the 
right  of  search."  [^Mr.  Labouchere  :  That 
was  a  new  country.]]  No  doubt  it  was  a 
new  country;  but  the  principle  was  the 
same,  and  if  the  principle  were  good  let  it 
be    generally   applied.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  'Met  this  country  take 
the  advantages  of  our  commercial  relations, 
and  you  will  be  able  to  prove  to  Texas, 
that  unless  she  gives  the  right  of  search 
these  advantages  will  be  lost.     Now  with 
respect  to  France,  did  the  right,  hon. 
Gentleman  conduct  his  negotiations  with 
that  country  upon  the  principles  which  he 
now  advocated  ?     Did  be  say  to  France, 
*'  We  will  reduce  the  duties  on  wine  and 
brandy,  and  then  we  shall  feel  ourselves 
entitled  to   reductions  of  duties  on  one 
manufactures  V    He  had  not  taken  that 
course,  but  he  had  said, ''  You  have  con- 
cessions to  make  which  are  of  great  im« 
portance  to  our  manufactures;  we  have 
concessions  to  make  of  great  importance 
to  you  in  respect  of  your  cultivation  of  the 
vine;  we  insist  upon  it  that  these  reci- 
procal concessions  shall  be  simultaneously 
made."   And  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  that  course  with  regard  to  Texas  and 
France,  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
think  that  he  should  be  better  able  to  ne- 
gociate  with  slave-holding   parties,  and 
attach  conditions  favourable  to  abolition 
of  the  slave-trade,  to  concessions  of  duty 
on  foreign  sugar?    The  noble  Lord  had 
repeated  the  argument  which  had  been 
used  last  year ;  that  if  tobacco  and  cotton 
were  allowed  to  come  in,  sugar  also  ought 
to  be  permitted  to  be  imported.    Sugar 
was  a  new  concession,  hut  surely  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  deny  that  there  was  some-i 
thing  in  the  oultivation  of  sugar  which 
took  it  entirely  out  of  the  same  category 
with  those  other  articles  to  which  he  had 
referred.     He  had  been  very  much  struck 
with  the  opinion  expreued  by  Sir  Lionel 
Smith  in  reference  to  the  introduction  of 
labour  into  the  Mauritius.     Sir  Lionel 
Smith  said,  that  he  was  charged  with  a 
want  ot  sympathy  for  those  ongagedMn 
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the  cultivatioD  of  the  sugar  cane ;  but  he 
declared  that  he  had  seen  too  much  of  the 
consequences  entailed  upon  those  engaged 
in  that  labour  to  view  its  cultivation  with 
anything  but  horror.     There  was  some- 
thing, therefore,  in  the  cultivation  of  the 
sugar-plant  peculiarly  destructive  to  hu- 
man life,  and  he  thought  that  to  open  the 
market  of  this  country  at  the  present  time, 
to  allow  the  introduction  of  the  produce  oJf 
the  sugar-growers  of  Cuba  and  BrazHs, 
without  any  stipulation  for  the  advantage 
of  the  negro,  would  be  to  detract  from  the 
character  of  this  country,  and  to  lower  it 
in  the  estimation  of  foreign  nations.  There 
were  parties  in  all  these  countries,  and 
contests    were  going  on  between  them. 
There  were  parties  in  favour  of  slavery, 
and  parties  averse  to  it.    Should  we  then 
show  a  desire  to  foster  the  present  practice 
of  slavery?     Should   we  do  anything  to 
raise  a  presumption  that  our  motives  had 
not  been   disinterested?    Should  we  do 
anything  to  excite  a  belief  that  in  voting 
the  sum  of  20,000,000/.  for  extinguish- 
ing  the  curse  of  our  colonial  system,  we 
had  been  actuated  by  any  other  than  just 
principles  and   disinterested  feelings,  or 
should  we  allow  it  to  be  said  that  we  were 
now  actuated  by  no  higher  views  than  the 
procurement  of  a  relaxation  of  these  du- 
ties ?    His  own  opinion  was,  that  if  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  adopted,  the  present  influence  of  this 
country  would  be  materially  abated,  and 
that  we  should  be  unable  to  make  any  con* 
tinned  exertions  in  favour  of  any  progress 
in  this  great  cause — exertions  on  which 
the  final  abandonment  of  the  slave-trade, 
and  the  extinction  of  slavery  itself  most 
materially  depended. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  there  was 
one  observation  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
which  he  could  not  permit  to  pass  without 
some  reply.  He  had  said,  that  during  the 
ten  years  during  which  he  had  been  in 
office  there  had  been  no  proposition  made 
for  the  admission  of  live  cattle  into  this 
country.  He  doubted  much  whether,  du- 
ring any  ten  years  which  had  passed  since 
the  revolution,  any  acts  so  important  as 
those  which  had  been  adopted  during  the 
period  of  his  Administration  had  been 
carried  out.  Without  referring  to  those 
matters  which  had  arisen  in  reference  to 
matters  of  free-trade,  he  begged  to  observe 
that  he  thought  that  it  was  always  in  the 
power  of  the  Opposition  in  that  House, 
even  though  it  was  not  rary  strongi  to  de« 
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fend  the  protective  interests  of  the  coun* 
try  from  any  attack  or  innovation  attemp- 
ted  to  be  made  upon  them.     Such,  at 
least,  had  been  found  to  be  the  case  from 
the  experience  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo 
site.     It  was  not  very  difficult  to  frane 
some  motion  by  which,  without  giving  np 
those  principles  of  commercial  policy  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  adhered,  the  partial  dimi« 
nution  of  protection   might  be  opposed. 
Lord  Althorp  had  found  that  to  be  the 
case  in  1831,  where  he  had  proposed  a 
diminution  in  the  differential  duty  on  tiiiH 
ber.    Such  was  the  result  of  his  experi- 
ence in  that  House,  and  he  thought  that 
the  Government  of  which  he  had  been  a 
member,  had  been  justified  in  having  re- 
course to  other  public  measures  of  great 
importance,  which  they  had  thought  likely 
to  be  useful  to  the  public  and  to  which 
they  had  conceived  that  no  good  objection 
could  be    raised,  rather  than  introdooe 
questions  upon  which  a  doubt  might  ( 
with  regard  to  the  success  of  the  i 
brought  forward.    With  respect  to  this 
very  question  of  the  admission  of  live  cat* 
tie,  on  which  an  hon.  Member  had  made 
a  proposition  that  the  duty  shonld  be 
charged  by  weight  instead  of  at  per  head, 
he  for  his  own  part  professed  that  he  had 
no  preference  over  one  system  rather  than 
the  other.    But  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  brought  forward  with 
a  desire  for  the  public  advantage,  and  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  the 
duty  should  be  taken  by  weight,  had  been 
introduced  with  a  view  to  raise  the  amount 
of  duty,  and  therefore  without  any  obliga- 
tion resting  upon  him  to  vote  against  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  because 
he,  on  the  other  hand,  had  seen  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  proceeding  on  the 
right  principle,  he  had  given  him  his  sup- 
port.   If,  however,  he  had  taken  the  op- 
posite course,  and  if  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  usually  voted  with  him  had  as- 
sented to    the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  did  not  think  that  the  major* 
ity  for  Uie  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  have  been  very  large;  nay,  ha 
believed  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
have  been  left  in  a  minority.   He  bdieved 
that  if  be,  as  the  organ  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment in  that  House,  had  brought  for- 
ward the  proposition  which  had  b^en  ad* 
vanoed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that 
proposition  woold  h|^|^  opposed,  and 
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perhaps  defeated,  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  whereaa  acting  in  the  Opposition, 
he  had  now  the  pleasure  of  enabling  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  carry  that  measure. 

Colonel  Sibihorp  said,  that  he  should 
not  have  presumed  to  address  the  House 
after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
but  that  after  the  extraordinary  degree  of 
arrogance  with  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
addressed  the  House,  and  had  talked  of 
the  measures  which  the  late  Government 
had  brought  forward,  and  the  services 
which  he  had  rendered  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, he  could  not  help  saying,that  he  did 
not  know  one  single  act  of  the  noble  Lord 
which  had  met  with  the  approbation  of  the 
country. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  Labou- 
chere's  motion  to  levy  a  duty  of  30s.  on 
foreign  sugar: — Ayes  164;  Noes  245: 
Majority  81. 
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Baring,  H. 
Fremaptlei  Sir  T- 


Original  motion  agree4  to.  Tho  Houm 
resumed,  aqd  the  report  of  the  resolution 
to  be  received. 

Home  adjourned, 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Mim4ayt  June  6, 1842. 

Jitpofifltf.— Aiuliilif  wd  New  Zciland. 
3*-  and  pt|iid:^Tyiie  FiaherlMi  In|M|DlM|if|  Uwiag 
<H.C.). 

Prhfate, — 1*«  ^  Flaw  |m|>roffm«t>  Ctftbmm^  apt 
Peckhun  Lightaigi  Bnntlbnl  Gms  ThamH  Ham 
Dock  and  RaUwayi  8U  Paneiaa  ImprovaaeQl  i  Boitoa 
Haitour  (No.  a)i  Lia«ola  Roida. 
S*'  AihtoB'ii  OiTons;  GraTeMnd  Tffiwe  Pi«v;  Dm* 
dalk  Road  I  Liverpool  Improreiiieot  i  Stockton  and 
Haxtlepool  RaUway ;  Cambualang  aod  Muirkiik  Roadi  | 
Lord  Sheitomali  Eilain, 

Rep<nied.^VmaaaOi  and  Nonridi  RaUwvy  Jm^Mh^  t 
JurlfdieHon  of  JwtiflSil  Clerkenw^U  lAprovaaqant  | 
Rouma^  Natiualiattflo  i  LMfaaaeiUc^*  Natiualintion. 
8*-  and  |Mnd:—Wanriak  and  Leamii^tan  Union  RaU* 
way;  New  Cnw  Roadas  Yale  Inckmire;  Birmingham 
and  Liverpool  Sanation  Canal. 
Panrvma  Pn«t«nnn.  Ptam  Ponan^mwra,  te  Ite  B» 
oouzagcqaftpt  of  Mioak  in  oonnexfeq  witli  the  Quafb 
Education  Society  (Ireland).~By  Lord  UdHfonnu,  ftoa 
Yarmotttfa,  and  Riduoanswoith,  against  the  Pioyaty 
Tax.— Fkoaa  Monley,  Oknop,  Meltham.  RadeHft,  Stn- 
leybridge,  and  Vea«d8le^cum.WhaUey,  fiy  the  Rapaal  of 
the  PoomUw  AnwwdnHinr  BilL— By  the  HaQfUMi  oC 
Laudowqe,  from   tfaa    MiniitcfB  tott^  ^  BafttH 
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Urn.  tor  tht  suMtttliai  of  AOmutioiii  in  lieu  of  Oatfai , 
and  Ibr  the  AboUdon  of  Church  fUltm  and  EodeuMtioiI 
Courts,  and  against  any  ftirthcr  Grant  of  Money  for 
Churdi  Extemion. 

Cathouos  IK  WoRKiiou9K8.]  Lprd 
Cdmoyi  presented  petitioni  from  Roman 
Caiholici  in  Mancheiter  and  other  towns, 
on  the  f ubject  of  the  grievances  with  re- 
spect to  which  several  petitions  bad  been 
already  presented.  The  petition  from 
Manchester  was  signed  by  8,000  persons, 
and  might  have  had  the  signatures  of 
50,000  if  exertions  had  been  made  to 
procure  them.  He  understood,  that  the 
number  of  Roman  Catholics  in  the  town 
of  Manchester  was  not  less  than  from 
70,000  to  80,000,  and  that,  including 
those  of  surrounding  districts,  they  would 
amount  to  100,000.  He  did  not  mention 
this  by  way  of  any  boast  of  the  numbers, 
but  in  order  to  call  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships,  particularly  the  Members  of 
the  Government,  to  one  subject  of  which 
the  petitioners  complained.  Most  of  these 
were  very  poor  persons,  and  of  course 
many  of  them  became  inhabitants  of  union 
workhouses,  and  as  the  clause  relating  to 
the  religious  instruction  of  inmates,  now 
stood,  the  guardians  would  have  it  in  their 
power  to  deprive  them  of  the  benefit  of 
religious  instruotion  according  to  their 
own  form  of  worship.  He  did  not  ask 
that  Catholic  chaplains  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  workhouses;  but  he  hoped, 
that  attention  might  be  given  to  the 
framing  of  this  clause  before  it  was  loo 
late ;  and  that  it  should  not  be  left  in  the 
power  of  hostile  guardians  to  frustrate  the 
intentions  of  the  Legislature* 

The  petitk>ns  were  laid  on  the  Table, 

Afvirmatiovs.I  Lord  Dewnan  bad 
to  lay  on  their  Lordships'  Table  a  bill  en- 
titled, 

**  An  act  to  provide  for  the  Affirmation  of 
persons  who  had  conscientious  objections  to 
taking  oaths." 

This  bill  was  not  intended  for  the  abo- 
lition of  oaths  in  general,  but  went  to  re^ 
lease  from  the  necessity  of  taking  oaths  all 
those  who  had  conscientious  objections 
thereto.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  have 
a  registration  of  those  classes  who  ware  to 
be  exempted;  but  if  any  noble  Lord  wished 
to  have  some  security  that  the  parties  ex* 
empted  should  be  so  on  some  peculiar 
ground,  he  would  not  object^  though  he 
dkl  not  think  it  neeeuary. 

Bill  read  a  fiiit  time. 


The  Quxkn's  Lkttbr.]  Lord  Kift^ 
naird  asked,  what  parties  were  to  be  en- 
trusted  with  the  distribution  of  the  funds 
collected  by  the  Queen's  letter  ?  If  the 
funds  were  to  be  distributed  by  the  Go- 
vernment,  it  followed  that  this  was  only 
an  appeal  of  the  Government  to  relieve 
itself. 

The  Duke  of  WeUmgiim  rose  to  order. 
If  the  noble  Lord  had  a  question  to  put, 
he  would  be  kind  enough  to  put  it,  and 
not  argue  upon  the  consequences  of  the 
answer  he  might  receive.  He  begged  to 
remind  the  noble  Lord  that  he  should 
conforip  to  the  usual  practice,  and  give 
notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  a  question, 
and  then  he  would  have  some  chance  of 
getting  an  answer. 

Lord  Kinnaird  had  no  idea  that  there 
was  so  much  difficulty  in  getting  an  an-> 
swer  to  a  simple  question,  but  be  would 
give  notice,  that  on  the  earliest  day  he 
would  repeat  the  question. 

The  Duke  of  Wellingtim:  If  the  noble 
Lord  pleased,  to*morrow. 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 

Monday,  June  6,  1842. 

M1NOTI8.I  Nsw  Muiwi.-i*nobnt  BMaioii,  lliq.,  Hvr 
Londonderry  County. 

Bills.  PuMle.— t**  Slave  Tnda  SopprenJoii  (H«ytt)i 
8ivm  Tnid0  AbolMon  (Ai«ntin«  Coofakrvtiaii)  |  6Ut« 
TndeTtfnUci. 

PHvaif,-~l*-  DathunriiEitate. 
R«poit8d.-«'Madlioum  ladoniM  (Now  S){  North  AnMri- 
n»  Cotopfal  AwociiHpn  qt  Iwtoadt  Gliiwgb  SCivlton ai^ 
UmgAm  Roada;  Imperial  Inguianoe  Company  |  Stour- 
bridge Road*;  Giaveiend Toirn  Pier ;  London  and  Graen- 
wkh  RaUiMy  (No.S)i  Impvial  Bank oC  Kt^tand i  Tay 
Vanlai;  Vlaitwood  Impnmment  and  MMrket  i  SMdbujry 
Impfovemeot. 

8**  and  pamd  t«><lHnberwcn  and  Paekbam  Lighting  t 
liasoln  Roadit  WioUow  Haiboun  Thaiaei  Haven 
Doek  and  Railway}  St.  Pancm  Improvement;  Sly 
Place  Improvement ;  Brentford  Oas ;  Can^  Eitate  i  City 
of  GlMgov  Life  AMuiaaee  and  Revenifloafy  Company  i 
Faith  Marine  Inwwnaa  Company}  Metropolitm  Patent 
Wood  Paving  Company  (No.  S) }  Lough  Foyle  DxainagaL 

PrrmoNa  PaaaiifTKo.  By  Mr.  Humphrey,  from  South- 
warki  against  ReduoCkm  of  the  Dutiei  on  Leather,  and 
Bootiand  Sboa..«By  Mr.  Labouchtfe,  and  Lord  SandoD* 
from  Leith,  and  Liverpool,  againit  the  Reduction  of  the 
Duties  on  Omdage,  etc^->By  Mr.  Tiiomdey,  flora  Liver- 
pool, for  the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Foraign  Sugars 
and  from  Preieott*  Snr  the  Redtiettan  of  the  Duty  oo 
Coflbe.— -From  the  Legislative  Council  of  Prince  Edward 
Idand,  Ibr  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Oelonbd  Cora  and 
PiovWopfc«-By  Mr.  <yConidl,  from  P.  S.  doppw,  tot 
InvfstigatfaM  hito  the  late  ProoeedU^  at  the  Bdtet 
Election.— Fnxn  Utventone*  and  Fylde  Union,  Ibr  Altap> 
atlon  of  the  PoorJaw  AmendoMnt  Act 

Belfast  Elbction.3  Mr.  OXtmnM 
rose  to  present  a  petition,  tonching  a 
matter  of  whioh  be  had  gii en  noUcei  uA 
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he  should  shortly  state  the  nature  of  it  to 
the  House,  as  be  intended  to  move,  that  it 
be  printed  with  the  votes.  The  petition 
was  from  Stephen  St.  John  Cropper,  late 
of  Ann-street,  Belfast,  inn  keeper,  and  stated 
he  had  been  bribed  by  Mr.  £.  Tennent's 
and  Mr.  Johnson's  friends,  and  promised 
a  place  by  Mr.  £.  Tennent  himself.  The 
petitioner  prayed,  that  the  House  would 
appoint  a  committee  to  examine  witnesses 
on  oath,  and  that  witnesses  might  be  in- 
demnified so  as  to  enable  them  to  state  all 
the  circumstances  that  eame  within  their 
knowledge.  He  should  move,  that  the 
petition  be  laid  on  the  Table  and  printed 
with  the  votes. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Bishop  of  Quebbc]  Mr.  W.  0. 
Stanley  rose  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secretary  at 
War,  relative  to  a  correspondence  that 
took  place  between  the  commanding 
officer  of  the  second  battalion  of  Grena- 
dier Guards,  and  the  Bishop  of  Quebec, 
and  Montreal,  relative  to  the  erection  of  a 
tablet  in  the  cathedral  church  of  Quebec 
to  the  memory  of  an  officer  of  rank  belong- 
ing to  that  regiment,  who  died  when  on 
service  in  that  city.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
stated,  that  the  officer  in  question  having 
died  in  Quebec,  while  in  the  service  of  his 
country,  his  brother  officers  were  desirous 
of  testifying  their  esteem  for  his  character 
and  conduct  by  placing  a  tablet  to  his 
memory  in  the  cathedral  church  of  Que- 
bec. On  applying  to  the  Bishop  of  Quebec 
and  Montreal  their  request  for  liberty  to 
erect  this  tablet  was  refused.  A  lengthy 
correspondence  ensued  between  the  com- 
manding officer  of  the  regiment  and  the 
bishop,  and  the  application  was  ultimately 
refused,  on  the  sole  ground  that  the  de- 
ceased was  not  a  communicant  of  the 
English  church.  He  wished  to  know  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was 
officially  aware  of  any  such  correspodd- 
ence  having  taken  place,  and  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  had  any  objections  to  its  pro- 
duction. 

Sir  H.  Hardinge  was  aware,  that  some 
correspondence  had  passed  between  the 
Bishop  of  Quebec  and  the  commanding 
officer  alluded  to ;  but  as  it  had  not  been 
communicated  to  the  Horse  Guards,  the 
War-office,  or  any  other  public  depart- 
ment, he  was  unable  to  produce  it.  He 
would  take  this  opportunity  of  saying, 
that  u  be  bad  himself  senred  in  the  same 


regiment  with  the  deceased,  he  could  bear 
his  testimony  to  his  many  and  varied  good 
qualities. 

Newcastle-under-Lyme.]  Mr. Ad^ 
derly  rose  to  move,  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
issue  his  warrant  to  the  clerk  of  the  Crown 
to  make  out  a  new  writ  for  election  of  a 
burgess  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliaroent 
in  the  room  of  J.  Quincey  Harris,  Esq., 
whose  election  has  been  determined  to  be 
void.  He  believed  no  case  bad  been 
made  out  against  the  borough  of  sufficient 
gravity  to  warrant  the  suspension  of  the 
writ.  The  only  grounds  on  which  a  charge 
of  bribery  had  been  made  against  the  bo- 
rough was  the  prevalence  of  an  old  custom 
of  the  siiscessful  candidates  presenting 
their  supporters  with  a  sovereign  each. 
He  thought,  that  after  the  decision  the 
House  had  already  come  to  in  a  case  of 
this  nature,  they  would  be  pursuing  a  very 
inconsistent  course  were  they  to  suspend 
the  writ  in  the  present  instance. 

Mr.  Hume  could  not  agree  to  the  mo- 
tion. He  was  personally  unconnected 
with  the  borough,  and  his  opposition  to 
the  issuing  of  the  writ  was  solely  founded 
upon  what  be  read  in  the  printed  report  of 
the  committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  proceedings  at  the  late  election.  He 
would  appeal  to  the  House,  as  they  were 
about  to  bring  in  a  bill,  having  for  its 
object  the  putting  down  of  bribery  and 
corruption ;  and  as  a  committee  had  been 
appointed  to  investigate  into  alleged  cor- 
rupt practices  in  five  or  six  boroughs, 
whether  this  case  should  be  allowed  to 
pass  unnoticed,  and  whether  or  not  the 
scenes  which  had  taken  place  at  New- 
castle-under-Lyme  should  not  be  strictly 
investigated.  The  printed  evidence  went 
to  prove  twelve  individual  cases  of  bribery, 
naming  the  amount  paid  in  each  case,  and 
the  agent  in  the  transaction,  and  on  these 
grounds  one  of  the  sitting  Members  was 
unseated.  It  further  appeared  from  the 
evidence,  that  a  most  objectionable  prac- 
tice had  prevailed  for  many  years  of 
distributing  money,  under  the  name  of 
*•  dinner  money,"  and  "  market  money," 
and  various  other  local  terms.  He  wished 
the  House  to  be  in  full  possession  of  the 
evidence  on  those  points,  and  he  thought 
that  the  writ  should  not  be  issued  until  it 
was  ascertained  to  what  extent  this  money 
had  been  distributed,  bow  general  was  the 
practice,  and  in  what  way  it  was  applied* 
It  appeared  alio  fxom  other  statements^ 
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that  lending  of  money  by  the  Members  to 
the  electors  was  another  objectionable 
practice  very  commonly  pursued.  He 
wished  that  no  writ  should  be  issued  in 
favour  of  any  place  until  alleged  bribery 
had  been  fully  inquired  into ;  and  he  now 
appealed  to  the  House  not  to  allow  the 
writ  to  be  issued  in  the  present  case  until 
the  expiration  of  fourteen  days,  a  course 
which  the  House  had  decided  with  respect 
to  other  boroughs.  He  trusted  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  would  see  in 
this  case  sufficient  reason  to  induce  him 
not  to  issue  a  writ  which  would  lead  in  this 
case  to  a  repetition  of  those  practices 
which  a  recent  decision  of  the  House  had 
given  rise  to  in  another  instance.  He 
would  propose  that  the  writ  be  suspended 
for  a  period  of  fourteen  days;  and  he  moved 
that  a  committee  should  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  extent  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption prevalent  at  the  last  election  at 
Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Mr.  O'Connell  seconded  the  motion. 
He  would  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  what  had  formerly 
happened  with  respect  to  the  borough  in 
question.  In  the  year  1838  a  committee 
sat  to  determine  the  merits  of  a  disputed 
election,  and  on  the  8th  of  March  in  that 
year,  they  reported  the  results  of  their 
inquiries  to  the  House.  Lord  Ebrington, 
who  was  chairman  of  that  committee. 
Informed  the  House,  that  from  the  evi- 
dence heard  before  the  committee,  it  was 
clear  that  a  most  objectionable  practice 
had  prevailed  in  the  borough  for  many 
years  of  distributing  money  after  the  elec- 
tion to  the  poorer  voters.  This  statement 
was  made  in  March  1838,  and  they  found, 
by  the  report  now  before  the  House,  that 
the  same  practice  was  pointed  out  io  almost 
the  same  terms.  They  thus  found  that 
the  attention  of  the  House  had  been 
already  called  to  these  practices  as  most 
objectionable,  and  he  was  surprised  that 
any  kind  of  apology  was  attempted  to 
be  made  for  them,  on  the  ground  that 
the  persons  receiving  the  money  were  poor, 
for  a  selection  had  been  carefully  made. 
It  might,  at  the  time  the  fir&t  committee 
sat,  have  been  said  the  exposure  to  public 
censure  would  have  terminated  the  prac- 
tices  reprehended  ;  that  exposure  had  done 
nothing;  and  was  this  House  to  send 
down  a  writ  for  Newcastle-under-Lyme 
without  first  instituting  a  rigid  inquiry  as 
to  the  practices  prevalent  there?  If  they 
didy  it  would  be  conferring  a  sanction 


upon  the  existing  mal-practices.  Drunk- 
enness— the  most  profligate  drunkenness 
— had  prevailed,  not  only  among  the  elec- 
tors, but  pervading  the  entire  class  of  the 
working  men ;  and  all  this  profligacy 
could  be  traced  to  the  demoralizing  effects 
of  the  enormous  quantity  of  liquor  given 
away  during  the  election  time.  He  had 
evidence,  too,  that  much  of  the  bribery 
had  been  carried  on  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  a  preacher— of  a  minister  of 
religion.  He  had,  moreover,  to  tell  the 
House  of  the  horrible  fact  of  a  father  who 
was  conducive  to  the  perjury  of  his  son. 
The  father  had  been  instrumental  in 
bribing  the  son.  He  attended  him  to  the 
polling  booth,  when  the  bribery  oath  was 
administered  to  him.  He  took  it  and 
voted,  and  when  the  father  was  asked  how 
he  could  allow  his  son  to  perjure  himself, 
he  attempted  to  excuse  himself  by  saying, 
that  many  others  had  done  the  same 
thing.  If  he  made  out  a  case  of  profligate 
drunkenness,  of  gross  bribery,  from  the 
report  of  the  committee,  and  if  he  could 
show  the  most  sibandoned  disregard  of  the 
sacred  duties  imposed  by  an  oath,  he 
would  ask  was  that  a  case  in  which  the 
House  would  venture  to  issue  a  writ,  and 
entrust  those  drunkards,  those  bribed 
wretches,  those  perjurers,  with  the  power 
of  returning  Members  to  this  House  ?  He 
would  refer,  first,  to  the  drunkenness. 
Mary  Waite,  the  landlady  of  a  tavern, 
was  examined,  and  this  was  part  of  her 
evidence : — 

''  Did  you  on  the  Monday  serve  any  but  the 
committeemen  in  your  house  with  drink? — 
The  committee  gave  orders ;  I  do  not  know 
who  had  it  You  told  me  you  had  no  orders 
but  what  the  committee  gave  you;  what 
orders  did  the  committee  give  ? — For  refresh- 
ment and  liquor.  What  orders  did  the  com- 
mittee give  ?  For  liquor.  When  was  that  ? — 
During  the  election.  Was  that  on  the  Satur- 
day  or  the  Monday? — During  the  canvas. 
Who  was  it  for?— For  themselves  and  others. 
Where  were  the  others  to  be  served  ? — In  the 
tap-room.  Did  they  come  and  have  it  ? — ^Yes. 
Did  they  pay  for  it? — ^No.  In  numbers? — 
Yes." 

So  that  it  appeared  that  the  order  was 
unlimited  to  supply  all  who  came.  The 
next  witness  examined  was  Waite,  the 
husband  of  the  preceding  witness.  He 
was  questioned  as  to  the  persons  who  were 
to  be  supplied  with  liquor  for  nothing  : — 

"  Have  you  any  doubt  that  the  order  was 
for  burgesses  to  have  the  liquor?— Yes,  I 
should  have  my  doubt  about  that^  that  the 
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bargesses  were  aloDe  to  hare  it,  and  bo  one 
else.  Did  you  take  the  order  from  the  com- 
mittee?— No.  Did  you  see  any  parties  en- 
gaged  in  dfinkingthe  liquor  ordered t-^YeS,  I 
dare  say  1  did.  Did  you  of  did  you  not?— 
I  should  say  1  did,  backwards  and  forwards  in 
the  House.  Were  they  or  were  they  not  bur- 
gesses who  were  drinking  il  f^-^-Yes,  and  others 
that  were  not  burgesses.  Were  those  their 
wives  and  families? — ^Yes,  I  dare  say  they  were 
amongst  them.  Were  the  parties  drinking  the 
liquor  ordered  by  the  committee  either  bur- 
g^ses  or  the  wires  and  families  of  burgesses  f 
— ^I  should  say  t!ie  burgesses,  and  those  that 
were  not  burgesses  amongst  them.  Men 
that  were  not  burgesses  ?*— Yes.  In  shorty 
any  body  who  pleased  ?— 'Yes,  I  dare  say  that 
was  the  ease  at  election  time.^ 


Drunkenneii,  indeed,  was  lo  common 
at  the  election  time  that  they  heard  all 
thia  ai  a  men  matter  of  course.  The  wit** 
nesies  who  g;ave  this  testimony  were  most 
unwilling  witnesses,  but  the  testimony  was 
forced  from  them.  Eliza  Davis,  a  wait  rest 
at  the  Cock  Inn,  kept  by  Mr.  Waite,  wai 
asked  i'^ 

<'  What  happened  between  twelve  and  one 
o'closk  at  night  r-^There  was  an  order  oame 
doWn.  Whom  frOm?^«I  cannot  say.  After 
the  order  oame  down,  what  happened  ?— ^They 
let  any  one  have  it  as  liked.  Have  what  ?— » 
Spirits*  Out  of  what  vessels  were  they  filled  ? 
—Out  of  the  casks.  Out  of  th6  casks  ihto 
what  ?^tnto  jugs.  How  were  they  handed  to 
the  people  f^^Iti  anyway,  so  ki  they  could 
get  ttiett.  Were  there  tnanjT  t>eople  there  f-^ 
Yes^  a  gieat  many»  How  did  the  people 
behave ;  were  they  in  a  hurry  for  the  drink  f 
— Yes,  in  a  great  hurry,  fio  you  know  what 
scrambling  means ;  trying  against  one  another 
to  get  it  r-^Trying  who  should  get  it  first. 
How  long  did  this  last?-*  About  half  an  houri 
Whit  made  It  endf*^l  suppose  the  order  was 
up.  Those  thai  oame  after  that  got  none  7-^ 
No<  Did  you  see  whether  the  barrels  ran  dry 
IB  that  time  f — No ;  I  oannot  say.  There  arc 
good^sised  barrels  round  the  bar«roora,  are 
there  flotP«-^YeS<  What  sort  of  jugs  were 
those,  pints  or  quarts  ?<^Pints  and  half*pints. 
That  was  oue  order  \  when  was  the  other  ?-^I 
think  the  other  was  about  seven  or  eight 
o'elook  ia  the  morning.  Which  morning  r-^ 
The  morning  of  the  pelling-day:  Did  the 
seramble  begin  again  ? — Yes.  Did  tlie  people 
come  in  numbers  again  ? — Yes.  Do  you  know 
any  of  the  people  that  came? — No ;  I  cannot 
say  (hat  I  do.  Do  you  know  any  of  the  people 
that  came  at  night  T'-^No ;  I  cannot  say.  Can 
you  tell  whether  there  were  any  burgesses  or 
nof — I  oannot.  I  dare  say  you  don't  know 
much  about  the  people  in  Newcastle  P.— No. 
Did  you  see  anybody  refused  that  asked  ?— 
No ;  I  think  there  was  no  one  refused.  As 
long  as  the  order  lasted  f-^Ytn*'* 

8o  tong^  continued  the  right  hon,  Oen« 


tleman,  as  the  eleotion  continued  it  seemed 
clear«  then,  that  a  beastly  quantity  of 
liquor  was  served,  and  that  a  most  profli- 
g^ate  degree  of  drunkenness  was  the  con- 
sequence. He  would  now  show  the  effect 
of  this  system  upon  the  young  tradesmen 
of  the  place,  and  on  this  point  they  had 
the  evidence  of  a  young  man  named  Jo- 
seph Lanernor.  The  following  were  some 
of  the  questions  asked  him,  with  his  an- 
swers :<— 

"  Does  it  ever  occur  to  you  to  be  intoxi- 
cated ? — ^Yes,  I  have  been  intoticated.  Once 
or  twice  in  your  life  ? — Yes,  above  scores  of 
times.  Does  a  week  ever  pass  without  your 
becotning  intoxicated  ?— No.  Committee : 
Do  you  mean  that  you  get  drunk  once  a  week  T 
— I  have  been  drunk  every  day:  you  asked 
me  whether  I  ever  drank ;  I  said  I  have.  Mr. 
Austen :  I  ask  you  if  you  have  been  intoxi- 
oated  7^1  have  been.  I  ask  you  if  a  week 
ever  passes  without  your  being  intoxicated  f — 
Yes,  plenty.  When  ? — I  am  not  obliged  to 
answer  that,  t  ask  yoti  whether  it  has  not 
happened  to  you  very  frequently  in  your  life, 
short  as  it  is,  to  be  intoticated  f-~I  have  been 
intoxicated.  Have  you  been  intoxicated  day 
after  day  ?— »Yes,  I  have  |  I  have  been  sober 
before  I  have  got  intoxicated  again.  But  has 
it  happened  to  you  that,  day  after  day,  you 
have  been  intoxicated  T-^Yes,  before  I  have 
gone  home.  Where  do  ydu  get  the  drink  ? — 
I  pay  for  it.  Where  do  you  get  it?^I  work 
for  il." 

This  drunken  yoiihg  creature  wascroik- 
ex&inined.  Let  the  House  see  whether 
bil  evidende  did  not  be&r  oiit  his  ItAte- 
lAents  al  to  the  eflTectii  produced  by  these 
etectioA  scenes  updti  the  young  urorking 
men : — 

^<  You  say  you  generally  get  intoxicated 
when  you  get  your  wages ;  is  that  common 
with  the  journeyman  hatters  at  Newcastle?— 
Yes,  the  biggest  part  of  them.  Upon  a  Satur^ 
day?-^And  any  other  day  they  can  get  it. 
When  they  get  their  wages  they  get  drunk  ?-^ 
Yes,  sometimes  they  get  it  before  they  get 
their  wages.  And  you  do  like  the  rest? — 
Yes.>* 

What  a  fearful  picture  was  here  given 
of  the  Slate  of  the  town.  Here  were  the 
journeymen  tradesmen  getting  intoxicated, 
the  habit  indeed  being  that  they  did  so 
whenever  they  could ;  when  they  got  their 
wages  certainly,  and  before  that  time, 
if  they  could  find  means  to  get  liquor. 
He  would  ask  the  House,  what  notion 
of  the  morality  of  the  people  of  England 
would  be  entertained  out  of  the  country,  if 
the  House  did  not  take  the  most  decided 
steps  to  put  down  practices  of  the  descrip- 
tioa  of  «hi«h  U  bmi^un  bei^,^^ 
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amplesy  by  a  rigid  inquiry  into  the  state  of 
thf  conitituency.  He  now  came  to  the 
bribery!  which  wai  exceedingly  extensive. 
The  evidence  of  Joseph  Fellows  proved 
that  three  voters  were  bribed  with  3/.  each 
by  Tbomas  Mayer,  a  preacher.  The 
same  man  bribed  others  also.  He  did 
not  know  of  what  persuasion  Mayer  was  a 
preacher,  but  he  did  utter  the  word  of 
Oodt  be  did  pretend  to  call  up  religious 
feelings,  and  was  it  not  roost  awful  that 
this  agent  in  bribery  was  a  man  whose 
voice  was  heard  upon  the  Sabbath-day 
proclaiming  the  great  truths  of  religion  ? 
Might  not  his  influence  have  been  origi- 
ginally  obtained  from  religion — that  in- 
fluence so  horribly  perverted— and  with 
such  facts  staring  them  in  the  face,  would 
they  issue  a  writ  to.  empower  these  men 
to  repeat  these  practices?  In  addition 
to  the  ordinary  species  of  corruption, 
there  was  a  peculiar  kind  of  bribery  prac- 
tised in  this  borough.  The  system  of 
carrying  flags  prevailed  to  a  great  ex- 
tent. Burgesses  attended  every  flag- 
bearer,  and  every  burgess  who  accompanied 
a  standard  bearer  received  money  to  the 
extent  of  3/.  15i.  in  money,  and  6s.  in 
drink.  In  addition  to  all  this,  it  was 
reported  by  the  committee  that  regular 
bribery  agencies  were  established  in  the 
town ;  that  there  were  agents  appointed, 
and  a  commission  charged  for  their  trou- 
ble in  bribing— Haver,  the  preacher,  was 
one  of  those,  itilliam  Fellowes  was 
questioned  as  follows  :-• 

^You  got  3/.  you  say,  from  Mr.  Maysr; 
what  was  that  for? — For  voting.  Was  that 
the  same  Mr.  Mayer  that  yoa  spoke  of  before  ? 
-^Yes.  Did  you  go  to  him  to  ask  for  money 
after  the  election  ?— Yes.  When  was  that  f^ 
At  night,  after  the  election  was  over.  Who 
went  with  you  ? — My  wife.  You  said  some« 
thing  about  his  having  no  change?— He  said 
be  hftd  no  change.  And  then  you  got  a  pound 
and  a  half  of  cheese  from  Mayer?-- My  wife 
did.  Did  you  get  all  the  3/  ?-^No.  How 
much  did  you  get?->->Two  pounds,  eighteen 
shillings ;  be  stopped  2s.  for  nis  own  trouble." 

<*  Market  money,"  and  *'  dinner  money,*' 
were  given  after  every  election.  He  now 
came  to  the  third  point^petjury.  He 
would  read  the  particulars  of  the  case  to 
whicb,  with  reference  to  this  part  of  his 
charges,  he  had  already  referred.  Thomas 
OoUifflore  was  examined  as  follows  :-^ 

*Yoa  voted  for  Buckley  and  Miller;  did 
you  see  your  son  vote  ?— Yes.  Was  the  bribery 
oalh  put  to  hn(i?-*Yes.  Did  be  take  it?— 
Yes.    He  swore  that  be  bad   received   no 


bribe  ?-^Yes.  Were  you  by  at  the  time  f — 
There  was  only  one  man  voted  between  him 
and  me ;  I  voted  nearly  as  soon  as  he.  You 
were  by  all  the  time  ? — Yes.  He  swore  that 
he  had  received  no  bribe,  and  no  promise  of 
a  bribe  ?— He  did  swear  thau  You  were  by 
him,  and  heard  the  oith  put  to  him  ?— Yes. 
Did  you  try  to  stop  him,  to  prevent  his  taking 
the  oathf-^No.  You  stood  by  your  son,  and 
heard  him  take  that  oath  ?— Yes,  and  I  heard 
many  a  one  beside  him  take  the  oath.'' 

His  father  who  was  present  at  this 
scene,  had  just  been  proved  to  have  been 
instrumental  in  giving  his  son  that  bribe, 
which,  as  he  stood  beside  him,  he  heard  him 
swear  that  he  had  not  received.  He  would 
put  it  to  the  House— *put  it  to  the  con*- 
sciences  of  the  Members,  whether  snob 
things  should  be  allowed  to  pass  unnoticed. 
Here  was  a  father  leading  his  son  on  to 
receive  a  bribe,  and  then  consummated 
the  villainy  by  perjury ;  and  did  the  father 
show  the  slightest  feeling — the  smallest 
'*  compunctious  visitings?"  Did  he  ap- 
pear to  regret  that  he  was  the  suborner  of 
his  son's  perjury?  No,  he  justified  it? 
And  how?  *< There  Were  many  besides 
him  took  the  oath."  Was  such  a  matter 
to  be  flippantly  disposed  of— was  it  no» 
thing  to  inoculate  the  whole  population 
with  crime  }  Were  these  the  souroes  of 
purity  of  legislation?  They  assembled 
here  to  deliberate  upon  grave  slate  mat^ 
ters,  and  those  who  sent  them  there  were 
vile  drunkards,  bribers,  and  perjurers.  A 
committee  had  sat,and  instituted  an  inquiry 
into  the  oircumstanceofthefermer  election. 
Instead  of  ancndmetit,  deterioration  had 
since  taken  place,  end  under  these  cir* 
cumstances  he  asked  the  House  to  suspend 
the  writ  and  institute  a  further  inquiry. 
If  they  would  not  purify  the  constituency 
by  taking  away  the  temptation  to  briberyi 
would  tl^y  not  at  least  inquire  into  these 
practices,  as  reported  by  two  committees  ? 
Would  they  not,  he  appealed  to  them, 
pause  until  some  inrestigatioD  bad  been 
made,  and  some  method  suggested  for  the 
soppreuion  of  these  pracliees  ? 

Mr.  Ltddilt  hoped  the  Hoose  would 
not  be  induced,  by  the  ability  and  inge* 
noily  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cork— 'a  practised  lawveri  who  bad  picked 
out  portions  of  the  evidfeooe  to  suit  his  own 
case,*-*to  suspend  the  issue  of  this  writ, 
and  thus  inflict  great  irtjustiee  upon  the 
borougb  of Newcastle-oiider-Lyme.  There 
was  not  snfBoient  evidence  for  such  a  pro- 
ceeding, and  as,  according  to  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  the  r^^J^i^ntleman  al 
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the  bead  of  her  Majesty's  Goverament, 
every  case  ought  to  be  dealt  with  od  its 
own  merits,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
Dot  punish  one  borough  for  aoy  offeDcea 
that  might  have  been  committed  by  others. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  could  not 
even  state  his  own  case  without  exagger- 
ation, for  instead  of  twelve  cases  of  bribery, 
as  he  had  stated,  there  were  only  eight. 
The  committee — and  he  believed  a  fairer 
committee  had  never  sat-— were  unanimous 
in  alt  their  decisions  except  one,  upon 
which  one  gentleman  dividea  alone.  The 
committee  gave  no  recommendation  to 
suspend  the  writ.  It  was  true  there  was  an 
objectionable  practice  proved  to  have  pre- 
vailed at  Newcastle— that  of  head  money. 
If  that  was  an  evil,  and  he  fully  admitted 
it  to  be  so,  let  steps  be  taken  to  get  rid  of 
i  t  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was 
an  evil  that  electors  should  make  a  corrupt 
and  venal  use  of  the  franchise  entrusted  to 
them ;  but  it  was  a  still  greater  evil  that 
gentlemen  of  wealth  and  education  should 
go  down  to  these  boroughs  with  large  sums 
of  money,  in  order  to  tempt  the  poor  voters 
to  give  them  suffrages,  not  according  to 
their  conscience,  but  according  to  the  sums 
they  received.  These  were  evils  upon  which 
it  behoved  the  House  to  express  an  opinion ; 
and  he  trusted  the  noble  Lord's  bill  would 
put  an  end  to  the  improper  practices 
which  were  prevalent :  bat  because  a  few 
illiterate  persons — drunken  persons,  if  you 
will — in  a  constituency  of  one  thousand 
electors,  had  yielded-  to  the  temptation  of 
bribery,  he  trusted  the  House  would  not 
mix  up  the  innocent  with  the  guilty,  or  be 
induced  to  enter  upon  a  further  inquiry. 
SuflBcient  inquiry  had  already  been  made. 
The  points  of  evidence  selected  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  were  calculated  to  raise 
a  presumption  that  bribery  was  more  ge- 
neral than  the  evidence  proved  it  to  be. 
That  hon.  Member  spoke  with  very  proper 
disgust  of  the  drunkenness  which  appeared 
to  have  been  indulged  in,  but  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  election.  He  had 
exaggerated  the  extent  of  the  treating, 
for  the  committee  found  that  they  should 
not  be  justified  in  voiding  the  election  on 
the  ground  of  treating.  What  had  been 
the  amount  of  the  bills  at  the  two  public- 
houses  where  all  this  treating  was  said  to 
have  taken  place  ?  Little  more  than  50/. 
— about  631.  at  each— for  the  expenses  of 
the  candidate  and  his  friends,  with  all  the 
enormous  amount  of  treating  that  was 
said  to  have  taken  place  during  a  canvass 


that  lasted  for  three  or  four  weeks.  He 
insisted  there  was  no  ground  for  depriving 
the  borough  of  its  right  to  send  represent- 
atives to  the  House.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  wished  to  reclaim  the  drunkards  of 
Newcastle-under-Lyme,  he  recommended 
him  to  send  down  his  friend  Path  erMathew 
who  had  been  so  successful  in  Ireland,  and 
perhaps  he  might  be  able  to  mend  their 
morals.  But  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  visit  the  borough  with  a  punishment 
which  it  did  not  deserve.  He  should  cer- 
tainly divide  in  favour  of  the  motion  of  his 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  North  Stafford* 
shire. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  maintained  that  the  prac« 
tice  of  distributing  money,  as  had  been 
done  at  Newcastle-under-Lyme,  was  no- 
thing else  but  bribery.  It  was  bribery  paid 
after  the  election  to  avoid  the  consequences 
of  paying  it  while  the  election  was  going 
on.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  tri^  to 
make  the  House  imagme  that  very  little 
money  had  been  paid ;  but  let  them  see 
what  the  evidence  said :  Thomas  Emary 
is  asked, — 

*<Is  Hill  a  voter?— Yes.  He  voted  for 
Buckley  and  Miller  ?— I  believe  he  did." 

[Interruption.]  I  believe  (said  the  hon. 
Member)  for  my  own  part  the  evidence  is 
just  as  strong  against  the  sitting  Member 
as  against  the  Member  that  has  been  un- 
seated. I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  he 
should  on  that  account  be  unseated  before 
he  has  been  heard,  and  before  his  caae  has 
been  inquired  into.  But  I  will  now  quote 
the  evidence : 

"  Mv  learned  friend  has  been  asking  you  a 
good  deal  about  your  expectations,  and  you 
have  told  him  about  a  rule  in  the  borough; 
your  expecutioD  is  on  account  of  that  rule  ?— 
Certainly.  Your  only  expecting  is  the  rule  ?— 
Yes;  they  generally  call  it  market  money. 
That  rule,  you  say,  Mr.  Buckley  and  Mr.  Miller 
have  complied  with,  and  they  have  paid?^ 
Yes,  I  believe  they  have,  to  all  those  that  did 
not  get  £5  for  their  vote." 

What  did  this  evidence  indicate,  but  that 
there  was  a  kind  of  rude  justice  among 
the  electors  of  Newcastle,  and  that  they 
were  at  all  events  desirous  that  no  man 
should  get  the  61.  twice  over?  The  cha- 
racter of  the  borough  was  notorious  for 
bribery.  One  witness  after  another  had 
proved  that  money  had  been  distributed 
among  the  electors  under  the  various  de- 
nominations of  head-money,  flag-money, 
colour-money,  and  market-money.  [Mr. 
Liddell:  Read  thCgi^M^a^^^i^m 
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do  80  with  pleasure,  for  it  makes  my  case 
still  stronger : — 

<<  Do  you  know  of  any  persons  having  re- 
ceived the  1/.  market-moaey  from  Mr.  Buckley 
and  Mr,  Miller  P-^I  do  not  know  any  one  in- 
dividiml,  to  tell  the  truth,  but  it  was  a  general 
remark  that  it  was  the  case." 

He  had  thus  the  general  notoriety  of 
the  practices  that  prevailed  in  the  bo- 
rough; he  had  the  most  objectionable 
practice,  as  it  had  been  described  by  the 
committee,  of  giving  head-money ;  he  had 
proofs  of  the  disgusting  practice  of  drunk- 
enness, and  with  this  evidence  before 
them,  if  the  House  should  determine  on 
sending  down  this  writ,  it  would  be  the 
same  thing  as  sending  down  an  order  for 
so  much  drunkenness,  and  for  the  distri- 
bution among  the  electors  of  so  much 
head-money,  and  so  much  market-money. 
He  saw  that  Mr.  Miller  was  one  of  the 
candidates  on  the  present  occasion ;  so 
they  would  be  sending  down  the  same 
candidate  to  the  same  electors,  and  must 
look  for  a  renewal  of  the  same  practices. 
He  differed  from  many  Gentlemen  on  his 
own  side  of  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
disfranchising  boroughs.  He  thought  it 
an  objectionable  practice  to  suspend  a 
writ,  unless  it  was  understood  that  that 
suspension  was  to  be  followed  up  by  some 
practical  measure;  but  here  a  practical 
measure  was  in  view.  The  House  which 
had  appointed  a  committee  of  inquiry  to 
investigate  these  corrupt  practices,  and 
had  determined  to  adopt  some  remedial 
measures,  and  his  noble  Friend  was  that 
night  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  express 
purpose  of  preventing  the  repetition  of 
such  practices.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  was  impossible  there  could  be 
a  case  where  it  would  be  more  justifiable 
to  suspend  the  writ,  when  it  was  proved 
that  the  last  election  for  the  borough  was 
carried  by  bribery. 

The  &>licitor  General  wished  to  state 
the  reasons  why  he  should  vote  against 
the  suspension  of  this  writ,  and  he  could 
assure  the  House  that  he  was  not  led  to 
that  conclusion  by  any  approbation  of  the 
practices  which  appeared  to  have  prevailed 
at  Newcastle- under-Ly me  of  paying  head- 
money.  He  agreed  with  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  some  very  objectionable 
practices  had  prevailed,  and  he  thought 
no  one  could  find  fault  with  the  committee 
for  unseating  the  Member  who  was  proved 
to  have  been  by  his  agents  a  party  to 
those  practices;  but  he  should  have  been 
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glad  if  some  other  Member  of  the  com- 
mittee, besides  his  hon.  Friend  had  stated 
the  views  of  the  committee  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  evidence,  because  it  was  impossible 
not  to  see  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork  had  selected  certain 
passages  as  if  they  were  applicable  to  the 
constituency  of  the  borough,  when  it  was 
perfectly  plain  that  they  were  applicable 
only  to  a  very  small  portion  of  it.  Why 
there  was  scarcely  a  borough  or  a  county 
in  which  you  could  not  in  this  manner 
make  out  a  case  for  the  suspension  of  the 
writ.  Nobody  of  course  complained  that 
the  decision  of  the  committee,  which  left 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  his 
seat,  was  not  perfectly  right,  but  if  any 
one  would  take  the  evidence  in  that  case, 
and  read  the  evidence  as  to  the  scenes  of 
violence  and  outrage  which  had  occurred, 
and  read  that  part  only,  and  demand  of 
the  House  whether  that  was  the  sort  of 
constituency  to  which  they  were  prepared 
to  send  a  writ,  might  not  as  strong  a  case 
be  made  out  for  the  disfranchisement  of 
that  constituency  as  any  that  existed  here  ? 
That  might  be  done  in  any  case  ;  but  that 
was  not  the  way  to  look  at  the  case ;  and 
notwithstanding  the  charge  or  insinuation 
that  every  man  who  did  not  at  once  assent 
to  any  proposition  that  might  be  brought 
forward  purporting  to  put  an  end  to  bri- 
bery and  for  the  suspension  of  a  writ,  was 
not  anxious  to  put  down  bribery—- in  spite 
of  that  charge,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  exer- 
cise his  judgment  upon  every  proposition 
that  might  be  submitted  to  the  House; 
and  he  knew  of  nothing  more  dangerous  or 
objectionable  than  the  power  which  the 
House  of  Commons  seemed  to  be  assuming 
to  itself  of  suspending  writs.  On  what 
principle  did  the  House  propose  to  exer- 
cise this  power  in  the  case  before  it?  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard 
said,  the  practice  of  suspending  a  writ  was 
a  bad  one,  unless  it  were  followed  up  by 
some  remedial  or  penal  measure.  What 
was  the  authority  for  such  a  proceeding 
at  all?  Hon.  Gentlemen  spoke  as  if  it 
>vas  a  power  to  be  exercised  for  the  pur- 
pose of  punishing  a  borough  or  some 
parties  in  it ;  but  he  did  not  apprehend 
that  the  constitution  gave  that  power  to 
the  House  on  any  such  ground.  If  they 
wished  to  disfranchise  a  borough,  it  must 
be  by  an  act  of  the  Legislature ;  but  the 
House  of  Commons  had  no  power  of  sus- 
pending a  writ  for  the  purpose  of  punish- 
ing a  borough.  The  only  constitutional 
2S 
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reason  or  ground  for  the  suspension  of  a 
writ  was,  that  the  House  of  Commons  was 
on  the  point  of  taking  some  practical  step 
against  a  horough,  to  be  followed  up  by  a 
legislative  measure,  and  that  it  was  not 
expedient  to  issue  the  writ  in  the  mean- 
time. If  any  Gentleman  told  him,  that 
there  was  sufficient  in  the  evidence  to  dis- 
franchise the  borough  of  Newcastle-under- 
Lyme,  and  undertook  to  bring  in  a  bill 
for  that  purpose,  he  would  understand 
the  object  of  suspending  the  writ.  In 
the  present  case,  no  witnesses  had  refused 
to  answer  the  questions  put  to  them.  It 
was  not  like  the  case  of  Southampton, 
where  the  witnesses  refused  to  disclose 
what  they  knew,  on  the  ground  of  crimi- 
nating themselves.  There  had  been  no 
compromise.  The  inquiry  was  followed 
up.  All  the  witnesses  answered  the  ques- 
tions put  to  them.  They  were  examined 
with  respect  to  bribery  and  treating ;  and 
with  regard  to  treating,  which  the  right 
hou.  Member  for  Cork  put  forward  as  the 
most  important  part  of  his  case,  it  was 
stated  by  one  Member  of  the  committee, 
and  not  contradicted  by  any  other,  that 
the  committee  did  not  consider  the  treat* 
ing  sufficient  even  to  unseat  the  Member. 
If  not,  it  surely  was  not  sufficient  to  dis- 
franchise the  borough.  The  committee 
had  acted  with  the  utmost  impartiality 
throughout.  Whoever  looked  at  their 
resolutions  roust  see,  at  least,  that  no 
party  motives  had  influenced  their  report* 
They  reported  that  three  persons  in  one 
family,  and  five  other  persons,  had  re* 
eeived  bribes,  but  there  was  no  report  at 
all  against  the  borough.  There  was  no 
recommendation  that  the  writ  should  be 
suspended,  and  neither  the  chairman  nor 
any  other  Member  had  made  any  motion 
to  that  effect,  and  as  far  as  the  statements 
in  the  report  of  the  committee  went,  it  ap- 
peared that  they  did  not  consider  there 
was  any  ground  for  proceeding  against  the 
borough.  If,  then,  there  was  no  ground 
for  disfranchising  the  borough,  was  there 
any  for  suspending  the  writ.  He  believed, 
that  most  objectionable  practices  pre. 
vailedy  and  if  any  bill  was  brought  in  by 
the  noble  Lord,  he  hoped  he  would  be 
able  to  introduce  some  enactment  to  meet 
them,  for  one  great  objection  to  the  pre- 
sent system  was  that  committees  doubted 
whether  cases  of  that  nature  came  under 
the  class  of  bribery  that  only  suspended 
the  writ.  The  facts  were  not  disputed, 
^hey  had  the  report  of  the  committee  of 


1838,  and  that  of  the  late  committee, 
with  respect  to  head  money.  If  they 
thought  it  necessary  to  disfranchise  the 
borough,  suspend  the  writ;  but  if  not, 
why  suspend  it?  What  was  the  object? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  stated 
none,  nor  had  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  said,  it  was 
necessary  to  suspend  the  writ,  because  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  was  about  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the 
effectual  prevention  of  bribery,  but  what 
had  that  to  do  with  the  suspending  this 
writ  ?  Was  it  meant  that  the  writ  should 
be  suspended  till  the  bill  should  become 
law.  For  what  purpose  ?  He  could  very 
well  understand  it  if  the  noble  Lord  was 
about  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  preventing 
bribery,  and  enabling  parties  in  tho  e 
boroughs  in  which  bribery  prevailed  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  bill ;  but  he  could  not 
conceive  that  the  bill  which  the  noble 
Lord  was  about  to  bring  in,  furnished  any 
reason  for  suspending  the  writ.  He  ob- 
jected to  such  a  proceeding  on  constitu* 
tional  grounds.  He  did  not  think  the 
House  of  Commons  ought  lightly  to  adopt 
such  a  step.  It  would  be  unconstitutional 
to  suspend  a  writ  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  punishment ;  and  if  any  legislative 
measure  were  proposed  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  an  end  to  bribery,  he  shouki  be 
quite  ready  to  lend  any  aid  in  bis  power 
for  the  purpose  of  making  it  effectual. 
But  no  such  legislative  measure  had  been 
proposed,  nor  did  he  find  that  any  such 
was  contemplated.  With  respect  to 
drunkenness,  surely  the  evidence  given 
before  the  committee  by  the  journeyman 
hatter,  was  no  ground  for  suspending  the 
writ.  Let  the  House  consider  who  they 
would  be  punishing  by  a  suspension  of  the 
writ.  There  were  a  thousand  electors  in 
Newcastle;  and  on  the  evidence  of  a 
drunken  journeyman  hatter  thev  were 
asked  to  take  this  step  I  Now,  however 
objectionable  treating  might  be,  it  was  a 
very  different  case  to  giving  mODey  to 
private  persons  fbr  their  votes.  It  06r« 
tainly  was  a  highly  objectionable  praeticr, 
but  it  did  not  show,  that  the  constituency 
of  Newcastle  was  in  that  rotten  and  de* 
praved  state  that  this  House  ought  to  sus« 
pend  the  writ.  And  if  the  House,  having 
all  the  evidence  before  them,  and  there 
being  no  allegation  of  a  compromiee,  were 
not  prepared  for  a  legislative  measure,  he, 
for  one,  would  not  give  bis  vote  in  favou^ 
of  the  sufpension  of  the  writ ;  for  be  b^ 
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lieved  it  was  nol  justifiable  to  do  so,  un- 
less further  legislative  measures  were  taken 
upon  the  subject. 

Mn  Bemal^  as  a  Member  of  the  com- 
mitteei  agreed  with  his  hoo.  and  learned 
Friend y  the  Solicitor-general,  that  there 
was  no  evidence  with  respect  to  drunken- 
ness or  treating  in  the  borough  of  New- 
castle sufficient  to  unseat  the  Members. 
But,  ID  coming  to  what  was  the  constitu- 
tional doctrine,  he  thought  his  hon.  and 
learned  Frieud  took  too  narrow  a  view  of 
the  question.  He  said,  it  was  not  consti- 
tutional to  suspend  a  writ  in  any  case 
where  the  House  was  not  prepared  imme- 
diately, per  saltunit  to  disfranchise  the 
borough.  On  that  point  he  joined  issue ; 
and  would  say  that,  according  to  the 
practice  which  had  prevailed  of  late 
years,  and  a  salutary,  wholesome,  and  ne- 
cessary practice  it  was,  that  if  they  in- 
tended to  be  serious,  and  convince  people 
out  of  doors  that  they  were  in  earnest  in 
their  attempts  to  put  down  maUpractices 
at  elections,  they  must  suspend  the  writs 
in  oases  where  committees  reported  against 
boroughs.  He  asked  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  on  what  ground  the  noti- 
fioation  was  made  by  the  committee  in 
their  report,  that  objectionable  practices 
had  prevailed  in  this  borough  at  the  Isst 
and  previous  elections  ?  Upon  what  ground 
did  the  committee  of  1838  make  a  similar 
notification  to  the  House?  What  was  the 
use  of  such  a  ootificationp  except  to  induce 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  to  call 
upon  the  House  to  take  some  steps  on  such 
a  notification  ?  If  this  were  not  so,  it  was 
mere  child's  play  to  give  committees  the 
powers  with  which  they  were  invested. 
The  point  was,  whether  there  was  a  suffi- 
cient indication  in  the  opinion  of  the  com- 
mittee that  it  was  incidentally  proved 
before  them  that  objectionable  practices 
prevailed  in  Newoastle-under-Lyme,  not 
only  at  the  last,  but  also  at  previous  elec- 
tions. The  committee  reported  that ;  and 
in  his  opinion  that  was  sufficient  ground 
for  further  investigation.  It  was  said  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  go  into  the  argu- 
ment whether  head-money  was  bribery  or 
not.  He  thought  it  was  the  province  of 
the  House  to  go  into  that  question.  It 
was  enough,  however,  that  the  committee 
of  1838  proved  to  the  same  extent,  and  in 
the  same  spirit,  and  that  four  years  had 
since  passed  away  without  anything  having 
been  done  to  remedy  the  practices  or  coun- 
teract the  evil  which  must  naturally  result 


from  these  practices.  But  in  1842,  when 
a  committee  reported  the  same,  it  was 
said,  **  Oh,  it  is  not  constitutional  to  sus- 
pend the  writ ;  wait  until  some  measure 
drops  from  the  clouds,  or  the  noble  Lord 
brings  in  bis  bill.*'  But  if  this  bill  did  not  • 
pass  into  a  law,  still  they  would  be  consi- 
dered as  having  done  their  duty  as  the 
House  of  Commons,  because  it  was  argued 
not  to  be  constitutional  to  suspend  the 
writ.  Upon  that  narrow  pivot  the  whole 
question  turned.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  stating  that  he  should  give 
his  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  would  be  sorry  if 
the  vote  he  was  about  to  give  should  infer 
disapprobation  of  the  argument  that  this 
House  ought  to  be  most  jealous  and  most 
particular  in  agreeing  to  any  motion  for 
the  suspension  of  a  writ.  He  should  be 
sorry  also  to  be  supposed  not  to  agree 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Soli, 
citor- general,  that  there  were  not  grounds 
in  the  evidence  before  the  Newcastle  com- 
mittee upon  which  to  frame  a  bill  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  the  borough.  He  did 
not  conceive  that  there  were ;  but  he  did 
think  there  grounds  which  not  only  war- 
ranted, but  actually  required  further  in- 
quiry. In  the  first  place,  this  was  a  second 
time  that  it  had  been  reported  that  an 
objectionable  practice  prevailed  in  New- 
castle of  distributing  money  under  parti- 
cular appellations  to  the  poorer  voters  after 
the  election ;  and  it  was  his  decided  opi- 
nion that  when  those  parties  voted  they 
did  so  with  the  expectation  of  receiving 
this  money  at  a  future  period.  He  remem- 
bered It  was  stated  before  the  committee, 
in  the  case  of  the  borough  of  Warwick, 
that  it  was  the  constant  practice  of  a  per- 
son,  who  was  known  by  the  name  of"  The 
Miller,**  to  go  round  as  soon  as  the  period 
for  presenting  petitions  had  elapsed  and 
distribute  money  among  the  electors.  That 
seemed  to  be  very  much  the  case  in  the 
borough  of  Newcastle,  except,  perhaps, 
that  on  this  occasion  they  had  to  wait 
until  the  decision  of  the  committee.  The 
acceptance  of  head-money  was  stated  in 
the  evidence  to  have  been  very  general. 
There  appeared  to  be  no  less  than  six 
agents  for  the  purposes  of  bribery,  subor- 
dinate agetits,  for  they  could  not  be  as- 
sumed to  be  the  heads  of  it,  and  it  was 
naturally  supposed  that  they  were  em- 
ployed by  some  other  agents.  It  was 
proved  in  evidence  by  Isaac  TitensaWi  that 
2Si? 
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in  Newcastle  there  were  six  burgesses  to 
each  of  the  three  great  flags  of  the  party, 
and  three  burgesses  to  each  of  the  six  or 
seven  small  flags,  and  that  all  these  re- 
ceived, as  flag-bearers,  31. 1 5s.  each.  Now, 
those  gentlemen  did  not  take  the  trouble 
of  carrying  the  flags  themselves.     They 
were  merely  flag-bearers  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving   a  large  fee,   and  Titensaw 
gave  a  sovereign  and  a  pair  of  boots  to  a 
man  for  acting  as  his  deputy.    There  was 
also  very  similar  evidence  with  respect  to 
the  band.     But  if  (t  were  asked,  "  Would 
you  proceed  to  disfranchise  the  borough,'' 
he  would  distinctly  say  **  no."    The  view 
he  entertained  was,  that  by  sifting  the  evi- 
dence given. before  the  committee,  and  by 
inquiry,   it  might  be  found  out  to  what 
extent  those  objectionable  practices  were 
carried  on,  and  what  number  of  persons 
had  actually   been  bribed.     It  was  said 
that  one  feature  of  this  case  was  that  no 
witness  bad  refused  to  answer;  but  then 
the  evidence  given  before  the  committee 
proved  more  than   sufiBcient    bribery  to 
unseat  the  Members.    In  the  recent  Ips- 
wich case,  he  recommended  a  general  in- 
Btruction  to  the  Attorney-general  to  pro- 
secute those  persons  who  were  concerned 
in  acts  of  bribery,  and  he  did  so  because 
be  could   not   tell  how  many  of  those 
against  whom  there  was  speci6c  evidence 
it  might  be  necessary  to  employ  as  wit- 
nesses in  order  to  convict   the  principal 
offenders.    And  he   was  still  of  opinion 
that  that  mode  of  prosecution  was  justi- 
fied both  by  precedent  and  principle.  There 
had  been  repeated  instances  in  which  the 
Attorney-general  had  been  directed  to  pro- 
secute the  author,  publisher,  and  printer 
of  a  libel,  not  to  punish  all  the  three,  but, 
if  he  could  not  get  at  the  author,  to  pro- 
ceed against  the  publisher,  and  so  on.    No 
longer  ago  than  the  year   1835,  in  the 
case  of  the  borough  of  Ipswich,  a  general 
instruction   was  given  to  the  Attorney- 
general    to    prosecute  such    persons   as 
should  appear  to  have  been  engaged  in 
the  practices  carried  on  in  that  borough. 
But,  as  the  House  was  now  unwilling  to 
commit  this  duty  to  the  Attorney-general, 
they  had  no  option  but  to  agree   to  a 
committee,  unless  they  meant,  that  in 
this  case,  there  should  be  no  punishment 
awarded  against  the  borough,  or  against 
individuals.     He  knew  he  was  censured, 
and  was  told,   "Will  you  punish   these 
poor  persons,  for  the  bribers  are  of  the 
lower  orders  as  well  as  the  bribed;"  but. 


I  in  answer  to  that,  he  could  only  say,  be 
knew  no  way  of  checking  offences,  btit  by 
punishing  offenders. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  already  stated, 
that  in  similar  cases  to  the  present,  he 
had  found  it  exceedingly  diflScult  to  adopt 
any  principle  which  was  capable  of  a 
general  application.  He  must,  therefore, 
judge  of  the  merits  of  each  particular  ease 
by  itself,  and  having  weighed  and  mate- 
ally  considered  these,  then  to  come  to  a 
decision  from,  a  review  of  its  special  cir- 
cumstances. In  attempting  thus  to/apply 
himself  to  each  particular  case,  he  might 
appear  inconsistent,  and  his  opinions  con- 
flicting— but  he  did  not  think,  that  he 
was  fairly  liable  to  such  an  imputation. 
He  referred  to  the  cases  of  Ipswich  and 
Southampton.  In  the  case  of  Ipswich,  he 
had  stated  he  did  not  consider  that  either 
in  the  report  of  the  committee,  or  the 
evidence  reported  by  the  committee,  there 
was  sufficient  to  warrant  them  in  sus- 
pending the  writ.  He  thought,  that  the 
suspending  of  the  writ  was  a  most  import- 
ant matter  in  itself.  It  was  a  most  im- 
portant precedent  to  establish  ;  and  be 
thought,  that  nothing  but  very  peculiar 
circumstances  could  justify  the  House  of 
Commons  in  suspending  the  constitutional 
rights  of  the  constituents.  He  thought, 
that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  admit- 
ted that  the  suspension  of  the  writ  in  the 
case  of  Ipswich  was  a  matter  difficult  to 
determine.  He  did  not  find  in  the  report 
of  the  committee  for  Ipswich,  that  the 
committee  thought,  that  there  was  ground 
for  disfranchisement;  nor  did  they  recom- 
mend an  inquiry  on  that  ground.  It  had 
been  stated,  that  there  was  extensive  bri- 
bery in  the  borough ;  but  then  the  com- 
mittee were  not  of  opinion,  that  there 
were  grounds  for  disfranchisement,  or  that 
there  ought  to  be  an  inquiry  with  a  view 
to  the  disfranchisement.  The  committee 
was  the  recognised  tribunal,  and  they 
ought  to  have  its  distinct  recommendation 
for  further  inquiry,  and  no  Member  of 
the  committee  had  ever  proposed  it.  As 
to  the  case  of  Southampton,  if  he  were  to 
decide  it  upon  the  report  of  the  committee 
alone,  he  must  have  voted  for  the  issuing 
of  the  writ.  But,  in  that  case,  they  had 
the  petition  of  300  electors,  who  sop- 
ported  the  general  allegations  contained 
in  the  petition,  and  they  stated,  that  there 
was  an  extensive  system  of  bribery  pre- 
vailing there.  In  addition  to  those  reasons 
for  further  inquiry,  there  was  the  evidence 
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of  a  witnesfi,  who  was  willing,  if  indemni- 
fied, to  support  the  allegations  of  extensive 
bribery.  He  thought,  then,  that  in  the 
case  of  Southampton  the  allegation  of 
the  300  petitioners  was,  with  other  cir- 
cumstances, sufficient  for  suspending  the 
writ.  They  now  came  to  deal  with  the 
case  of  the  borough  of  Newcastle-under- 
Lyme.  He  confessed,  that  judging  from 
the  report  of  the  committee,  he  did  not 
think  the  case  of  Newcastle  was  so  strong 
as  that  of  Ipswich.  He,  for  his  part, 
placed  confidence  in  the  proceedings  of 
committees,  and  he  did  so,  although  a 
different  opinion  had  been  expressed. 
He  said,  that  judging  from  their  proceed- 
ings, they  seemed  to  be  well  constituted 
tribunals.  He  found,  in  this  instance,  the 
committee  reporting  against  specific  cases 
of  bribery,  and  also  that  which  appeared 
to  be  a  most  objectionable  practice  pre- 
vailing at  the  borough  of  Newcastle-under- 
Lyme — that  which  was  the  distribution 
of  "  market  money."  He  admitted,  that 
it  was  very  objectionable,  and  ought  to 
be  abolished.  He  believed,  that  it  had 
grown  up  in  this  way.  A  dinner  was 
given  after  the  election.  There  was  an 
expensive  dinner  to  the  principal  voters 
of  the  town  of  respectable  station.  The 
lower  class  of  voters  naturally  said,  'Mf 
you,  gentlemen  of  the  town,  can  have 
these  pleasures,  why  not  let  us  partake  in 
them?"  Then  there  was  a  dinner  for 
that  class  of  voters,  and  that  ended  in  a 
commutation  of  the  dinner  for  money. 
That  practice  bad  prevailed  for  a  long 
series  of  years.  That  practice  was  objec- 
tionable, and  if  brought  home  to  the  sitting 
Member,  would  be  sufficient  to  unseat 
him.  If  the  sum  were  very  small,  and 
not.  sufficient  to  influence  a  vote,  he 
doubted  whether  it  might  be  so  severely 
visited — but,  then,  long  prevailing  as  it 
did,  and  though  in  some  degree  an  abuse, 
yet  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  regarded 
as  bribery  by  the  law,  or  that  it  would  not 
be  considered  as  given  for  a  corrupt  pur- 
pose. He  did  not  think  it  sufficient  for  a 
suspension  of  the  writi  He  did  not  deny 
the  evil  of  drunkenness  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork ;  but,  then,  he  saw  no 
requisition  from  voters  calling  for  disfran- 
chisement. On  the  whole,  he  meant  to 
give  his  vote  on  the  same  principle  as  he 
had  given  it  in  the  Ipswich  case.  He  did 
not  think  there  was  sufficient  ground  for 
th«ir  saspending  the  writ,  and  therefore 


he  should  simply  give  his  vote  for  the  writ 
being  issued. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  only  one  remark 
to  make.  He  meant  to  vote  for  the  sus- 
pension on  the  grounds  on  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor-general  had  come  to 
an  opposite  conclusion.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  stated  that  money 
given  in  the  way  it  was  distributed  in  this 
place  was  very  objectionable,  yet  there  was 
a  doubt  amongst  many  legal  persons  that 
it  was  bribery,  and  he  had  recommended 
that  there  should  be  a  clause  inserted  in 
his  proposed  bill  with  respect  to  it.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  as  to  its  objectionable 
nature,  and  that  it  partook  very  much  of 
bribery.  But  then  if  there  were  a  doubt 
as  to  its  legality,  and  if  legislation  could 
put  an  end  to  it,  he  then  said,  in  that  case, 
it  was  adviseable  for  them  not  to  issue  the 
writ  for  Newcastle- under-Ly me  until  by 
the  Legislature  they  had  prohibited  it  for 
the  future. 

The  House  divided,  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question— Ayes  143; 
Noes  97 :  Majority  46. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
A'Coiirt,CapL 
Ackers,  J. 
Adare,  Visct. 
Alexander,  N. 
Allix,J.P. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bailey^  J. 
Baird,W. 
Bankes,  G. 
BariDg,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Bateson,  R.| 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  Capt. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Carnegie,  bon.  Capt. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cockburo,  rt.hn.Sir  G, 
Codrington,  C,  W. 
CoUett,  W.  R. 
Connolly,  Col,         ^i 


Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Cripps,  W, 

Darby,  G. 

Denison,  £.  B. 

Douglas,  Sir  H. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 

Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 

Duffield,  T. 

Dugdale,  W.  S. 

Duocombe,  hon.  O. 

Eastnor,  Visct. 

Eaton,  R.  J. 

Egerton,  Sir  P. 

Eliot,  Lord 

Filzroy,  Capt, 

Flower,  Sir  J. 

Follett,SirW.W. 

FfoUiott,  J. 

Forbes,  W. 

Fremantle,  SirT. 

Fuller,  A.  E. 

Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E. 

Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 

Godson,  R. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 

Gore,  M. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 

Greenall,  P. 

Greene,  T. 
.    Grimsditch,  T. 

Grimston,  Visct. 

Grogan,  £. 
^'^HamiitoD 
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Hampden,  R. 
HardiDge,rt.hn.Sir  Ii« 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Harvey,  Lord  A, 
Hiode,  J.  H. 
Hodgson^  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hn.  WA/Ct. 
Hope,  hon.C. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Humphery,  Mr.  Aid. 
Hussey,  T. 
loglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
JackvoD,  J.  D. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keroble,  H. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Knightley,  Sit  C. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  £. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Long.  W, 
Lowiher,  J.  H, 
Lygon,  hon.  General 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mc  Geachy,  F.  A, 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Masterraan,  J, 
Milues,  R.  M. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 


NeeId,J. 

Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

PolUngton,  Visct. 
Pollock,  Sir  F, 
Praed,W.T, 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
R6ade,W.M. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolle8ton,Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round, J. 
Scarlett,  bon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thornhill,G. 
Trotter,  J. 
Verner,  CoU 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Waddiugton,  H.  S. 
Wall.  C.  B. 
Waltb,  Sir  J.  B. 
Whitmore,  T.  C 
Wyndhara,  Col.  C. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Adderley,  C.  B, 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 


List  of  the  Noks. 


Acton,  Col. 
Aldaro,  W. 
BannerpMn,  A. 
Barclay,  D. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Bernal,  R. 
Bodkin,  J,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  boo.  W. 
Buller,  C. 
Busfield,  W. 
Butler,  hon.  Col. 
Chapman,  B. 
Chiiders,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Craig,  W.O. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
PickinsoD^  F.  U. 


Divett,  E. 
Duncan,  G. 
Easthope,  Sir  J. 
Ellice,  rt.  boo.  E. 
Ellice,  E. 
Elphinstoae,  H. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fielder,  J. 
Gibsoa,  T.  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Joho80Q»  Geqeral 
Lambton,  H 
Laogston,  J.  IL 
Layard,  Capt. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  boiu  F» 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  IX 


Monaon,  General 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Ogle,S.C.H. 
Palmeritton,  Visct. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Ponsonby,  hn.C  F.  C. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Ramsbottom^J. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Somerville,SirW.  M. 
StansBeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Sunton,  W.  H. 
SuuntoD,  SirG.T. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  W.  V, 


Strickland,  Sir  G. 
StruU,  E. 
Thornely,  T. 
Turner,  E. 
Vane,  Lord  H, 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
White,  H. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,B. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynn,rt.hn.C.W.W. 

TELLBRS. 

Hume,  J. 
O'Connell,  D. 


On  the  main  question  being:  put, 
Mr.  Hume  considered,  after  the  vote 
which  tlie  House  had  come  to,  that  it 
would  be  much  better  for  them  to  repeal 
all  the  bribery  laws.  They  ought  to  tell 
candidates  to  go  down  to  the  different 
constituencies,  and  fairly  tell  them  that 
they  would  buy  and  sell  them  as  they 
pleased.  Let  the  electors  sell  themselves, 
and  the  candidates  boy  them,  if  It  would 
content  a  majority  of  the  House.  The 
mode  in  which  they  voted  was  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  bribery  and  eorruptioo.  Here 
was  an  attempt  to  blind  the  people  of 
England.  They  saw  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  lending  his  opposition  against  an 
inquiry  into  bribery,  which  he  did  not  say 
he  would  wish  to  countenance,  because  hie 
believed  he  was  sincerely  aniious  to  put  tt 
down.  But  then,  he  regretted  that  the 
time  of  the  House  should  be  thus  taken 
up-— that  they  should  so  speak  against 
bribery,  and  yet  so  countenance  it  by 
their  acts. 
Writ  ordered  to  be  issued. 

Bribbby  at  Elections.3  Lord  John 
Russell:  I  have  now  to  move  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  lor  the  better  disoorery  of 
Bribery  in  the  Elections  of  Members  of 
Parliament.  In  doing  so,  I  must  take  it 
for  granted,  that  the  House  wilU  in  the 
same  manner  as  they  have  done  ia  fomer 
timet*  consider  bribery  an  offence  which 
poisons  the  feuataias  of  representation  and 
of  morality.  I  know,  that  there  are  manj 
who  ingeniously  argue»  that  aa  we  cannot 
do  away  with  all  corrupt  BMtifea-«*aa  wo 
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cannot  establish  complete  intelligence,  and 
complete  purity^  in  the  exercise  of  the 
elective  franchise^  so  it  is  useless  to  at- 
tempt,  by  the  penalties  of  any  law,  to 
preyent  the  practice  of  bribery.  Novr, 
Sir,  until  1  hear  such  arguments  supported 
by  a  great  number  of  Members  of  this 
House,  I  shall  consider  that  in  this,  as  in 
all  other  cases,  you  are  to  inquire,  whether 
by  penalties  and  punishment  you  can  put 
an  end  to  that  which  the  law  can  reach — 
and  this,  though  you  may  not  be  able  to 
do  all  that  you  may  wish  to  do.  You 
must  deal  with  respect  to  this  as  you  deal 
with  other  cases  in  criminal  law.  There 
are  vices  which  that  law  does  not  affect  to 
reach — there  is  treachery — there  is  ingra- 
titude—  vices  tinged  with  the  deepest 
guilt.  They  are  crimes,  but  not  criminally 
punishable  by  our  laws ;  for  we  know,  that 
with  respect  to  them,  the  attempt  at  legis- 
lation would  be  worse  than  useless;  and 
we  must  content  ourselves  with  the  pun- 
ishment of  ofibnces  which  are  within  the 
scope  of  legislation.  I,  therefore,  consider 
that  we  may  act  with  respect  to  the  bri- 
f  bery  of  electors,  as  was  once  done  with  a 
crime  not  unfrequent  in  this  House — the 
actual  corruption  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment in  the  disposal  of  their  votes.  It  is 
impossible,  that  we  can  say,  that  every 
vote  that  may  be  (^iven,  majf  not  be  with- 
out bias,  and  without  some  motive  that 
taints  it  with  corruption  about  it.  This 
we  may  admit,  but,  at  least,  we  may  en- 
deavour, and  as  then  it  was  effected ;  that 
as  to  the  direct  corruption  in  this  House, 
of  Members  of  Parliament,  we  are,  at  least, 
free  from  the  vice  of  former  times.  With 
respect  to  bribery,  it  had  been  said  by  a 
great  authority,  ''If  you  show  me  the 
bribery,  I  will  show  you  the  law  and  the 
punishment."  Though  it  is  perfectly  true 
as  to  personal  bribery,  that  no  act  of  bribery 
can  be  committed,  for  which  there  is  not 
some  penalty  affixed  by  law,  still  there  is 
the  difficulty  in  the  discovery  of  the 
offence,  and  there  is  the  additional  diffi- 
culty of  your  being  able  to  show  it  to  the 
satittlaction  of  the  judge  and  jury,  or  the 
House  of  Parliament,  who  have  to  decide 
upon  it.  I  heard  it  said,  a  very  few  days 
ago,  and  I  believe  with  very  great  truth, 
that  there  was  not  merely  a  very  great 
tendency  not  to  regard  this  merely  as  a 
crime,  but  scarcely  to  consider  it  as  an 
offence.  The  practice  was  compared  to 
that  of  smuffgling  and  poaching,  as  tliey 
are  regarded  by  whole  classes  of  the  peo- 
ple.   But  with  respect  to  these  offences^ 


you  have  much  better  means  of  discover- 
ine  them,  than  you  have  with  regard  to 
bribery.  As  *  regards  poaching,  you  have 
opposed  to  it  the  interests  of  the  landed 
proprietors,  and  of  their  servants  employed 
and  engaged  in  detecting  such  an  offence; 
and  then,  as  to  smuggling,  you  have  the 
boards  of  revenue,  and  the  officers  acting 
under  them,  and  you  have  large  numbers 
all  engaged  in  its  prevention  and  detec- 
tion, maintained  at  the  public  expensa. 
With  respect  to  bribery,  as  the  matter  at 
present  stands,  it  seems  to  me,  that  it  is 
left  very  much  to  the  ch^ce  of  private 
individuals  having,  in  pursuance  of  their 
private  rights,  to  bring  to  light  acts  of 
bribery  that  have  been  committed,  or  that 
may  appear  hereafter  to  be  committed; 
and  hence  you  have,  as  you  must  have,  an 
imperfect  inquiry,  and  bribery  prevailing 
in  many  boroughs,  of  which  no  complaint 
is  made.  Of  all  the  compromises,  of  which 
you  have  lately  heard  so  much,  this  is  the 
natural  and  inevitable  result.  You  have 
a  trial  for  the  decision  of  a  seat ;  a  person 
wishes  to  obtain  a  seat,  and  he  proves  so 
much  as  will  convict  his  adversary,  and 
there  he  stops — and  then  to  hope,  that  he 
will  go  on  to  fee  counsel,  and  pay  witnesses, 
in  order  that  he  may  attain  some  public 
object,  and  go  to  the  expense  of  procuring 
punishment  upon  others,  as  a  mere  na- 
tional duty,  is  more  than  you  can  expect 
any  individual  to  perform.  With  respect, 
likewise,  to  actions  in  our  courts  of  law, 
where  parties  may  have  lost  the  elections, 
they  may,  in  a  moment  of  resentment, 
think,  that  4heir  majority  may  be  regained 
by  actions  in  the  courts  of  law.  They 
may  do  this  without  proceeding  further. 
This  is,  shortly,  one  of  the  objects  of  the 
bill  which  I  shall  propose.  It  is  not  so 
much  to  apply  new  penalties  to  bribery, 
but  it  is  to  endeavour  to  bring  to  lights 
by  more  efficacious  means  than  hitherto 
have  been  proposed,  that  bribery  which 
has  been  committed,  or  that  may  here- 
after take  place.  Nor  should  we  at  all 
despond ;  because,  although  it  is  impossi- 
ble that  bribery  can  be  at  once  abolished 
by  an  act  of  Parliament,  yet  we  have  found 
thai  an  act  of  Parliament,  where  it  was 
intended  to  touch  corruption  in  this  House, 
was  efficacious  at  a  particular  time,  and 
with  regard  to  the  kind  of  bribery,  in 
checking  that  practice.  I  believe  the  act 
which  was  passed  in  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament,  though  the  measure  aent  up 
from  the  Commons,  was  much  shorn  of  its 
fair  proportions  in  the  other  House,  yet, 
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I  repeat^  I  believe,  that  simple  enactmeot, 
making  it  unoecessary  to  prove  agency, 
providing  that  parties  should  be  allowed  to 
prove  bribery  in  the  first  instance,  and 
afterwards  trace  that  bribery  home  to  the 
agents,  or  to  the  sitting  Member — I  be. 
lieve  that  enactment  has  been  found  very 
effective.  I  say  this,  because  I  know,  that 
there  are  not  a  few  who,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  said  just  now,  in 
his  disappointment  at  the  vote  to  which 
the  House  has  this  evening  come,  are  dis- 
posed to  say  that  there  is  no  good  to  be 
derived  from^these  continual  enactments 
against  bribery ;  who  assert  that  it  would 
be  better  at  once  to  repeal  all  the  laws 
against  bribery,  and  leave  the  electors  to 
do  what  they  like.  My  opinion  is  quite 
different  from  this ;  and  thoug^h  I  have  no 
such  Utopian  notion  as  to  believe  that  we 
can  altogether  put  an  end  to  bribery  at 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament,  yet  I 
am  persuaded  that  great  good  may  be  ef- 
fected by  legislating  on  the  subject,  if  all 
parties  should  agree  in  determining  to 
consider  with  temper,  fairness,  and  atten- 
tion, the  means  which  may  be  suggested 
for  imposing  a  check  upon  these  practices 
I  will  state  the  means  which  I  shall  b^  to 
propose,  under  different  heads.  The  first 
part  of  the  bill  which  I  intend  to  propose 
will  have  reference  to  the  prevention  of 
compromises,  and  the  effectually  bringing 
out  disclosures  of  actual  bribery  before 
committees.  I  shall  propose,  with  this 
view,  that  parties  who  assert  bribery  to 
have  taken  place  within  their  electoral  di- 
visions, should  be  obliged  to  give  -—  in 
some  way  so  that  it  should  only  become 
public  a  few  hours  before  the  committee 
meet— a  list  of  the  parties  who,  as  they 
allege,  have  received  bribes  ^  that  im- 
puted voters  shall  be  allowed  to  defend 
their  votes,  and  their  cases  be  respectively 
considered  by  the  election  committee,  and 
that  in  cases  where  the  voters  are  not  able 
satisfactorily  to  defend  the  votes  they  have 
given,  such  voters  shall  be  reported  to  the 
House  by  the  election  committee,  for  the 
purpose  of  the  parties  being  disfranchised 
by  that  repoit.  I  propose,  in  the  same 
part  of  my  bill,  to  recommend  that  there 
shall  be  an  indemnity  from  the  usual  pe- 
nalties in  certain  cases.  What  I  shall 
propose  is,  that  where  a  full  disclosure  is 
made  of  acts  of  bribery,  the  committee,  in 
the  mode  agreed  to  with  respect  to  past 
acts  of  bribery,  shall  have  the  power  of  re- 
porting that  certain  witnesses  have  made 
full  disclosures  of  those  acts  of  bribery,  and 


that  in  consequence  they  should  be  fiilly 
indemnified  from  any  penalties  in  which 
they  might  be  convicted  in  a  court  oi  law. 
I  will  not  now  state  the  arguments  on 
which  I  justify  this  provision,  but  will  go 
on  to  describe  the  various  arrangements 
which  I  propose  to  introduce.  I  shall,  pro- 
pose, in  the  same  part  of  the  bill,  that  the 
members,  the  candidates,  and  their  agents, 
may  be  examined  before  the  election  com- 
mittee. The  next  part  of  the  bill  is  in- 
tended to  prevent  charges  of  bribery  being 
compromised  or  withdrawn  on  an  election 
petition.  In  the  first  part  of  the  bill,  I 
have  secured,  as  far  as  possible,  that  Uie 
names  shall  be  ^iven  of  the  parties  alleged 
to  have  been  bribed.  In  this  part  of  the 
bill  I  propose  that  the  committees,  in  cer- 
tain cases,  if  they  are  satisfied  that  any 
compromise  has  been  made,  and  that  the 
proaeedings  have  come  to  a  premature 
dose,  or  that  a  petition  has  been  withdrawn 
in  consequence  of  such  compromise,  may 
report  to  the  House  that  such  is  their  be- 
lief;  and  that  then  the  House  shall  give 
such  committee  authority  to  proceed.  It 
is  clear,  however,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
that  if  this  fresh  proceeding,  if  this  conti- 
nued prosecution  of  the  petition  were  to 
be  left  to  the  parties,  it  would  be  impos- 
ing an  undue  hardship  on  them ;  and  that 
we  have  no  ri^ht  to  call  upon  parties,  who, 
pursuing  their  private  rights,  find  they 
must  expend  some  thousands  of  pounds  for 
a  doubtful  result.  I  say  we  cannot  call 
upon  them  to  prosecute  a  petition  under 
such  circumstances,  and  I  therefore  pro- 
pose that  a  solicitor  or  agent  shall  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Speaker,  or  rather,  per- 
haps, by  the  general  committee  named  by 
the  Speaker,  which  solicitor  shall  prosecute 
the  matter  of  the  complaint ;  and  I  pro- 
p<^,  that  if  it  shall  then  be  found  that 
bribery  has  been  committed  by  the  sitting 
member  or  members,  the  election  com- 
mittee shall  have  the  power  of  declaring 
the  election  void,  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
the  opposbg  petitioners  had  carried  on  the 
petition,  the  inquiry  being  carried  on  in 
the  same  manner  as  at  present.  With  re- 
spect to  the  costs  of  these  petitions,  ulti. 
mately,  I  shall  propose  that,  in  certain 
cases,  where  it  shall  be  proved  that  tho 
sitting  member  or  his  agents  have  been 
guilty  of  bril)ery,  on  those  parties  shall 
the  costs  be  levied;  and  that  in  other 
cases  they  shall  be  levied  on  the  peti- 
tioners. There  will  be  various  clauses 
in  respect  to  this  part  of  the  measure. 
I  come  now  to  a  class  of  <^4^r7M^|^<^ 
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Dot  oome  regularly  before  election  com- 
mittees^ which  do  DOt,  in  fact>  come  be- 
fore any  committee  appointed  in  conse- 
quence of  a  petition  claiming  a  seat;  I 
allude  to  petitions  generally  alleging  ex- 
tensiye  bribery  to  have  taken  place  in 
certain  boroughs.  It  may  be  that  before 
a  ca&e  comes  to  a  hearing,  or  immediately 
after  an  election,  there  has  been  extensive 
bribery,  but  there  may  be  no  person  in- 
clined to  risk  the  consequences  of  prose, 
cuting  an  opposing  petition;  or  it  may  be 
that  in  some  old  borough  a  compromise  is 
made,  of  which,  either  one  of  the  sitting 
members  is  at  one  sacrificed,  or  it  is  agreed 
that  at  the  next  election  some  particular 
candidate  shall  be  allowed  to  take  his  seat 
without  opposition.  It  is  well  known  that 
such  cases  as  these  do  occur.  I  shall  pro- 
pose, then,  that  where  a  petition  is 
presented,  distinctly  alleging  extensive 
bribery  to  have  taken  place  in  a  particular 
place,  such  petition  may  be  tried,  by  order 
of  the  House,  in  the  same  way  as  an  elec- 
tion petition}  that  the  inquiry  shall  be 
prosecuted  by  a  solicitor  or  agent  ap- 
pointed by  the  Speaker  or  the  general 
committee ;  and  I  shall  propose  that  the 
committee  shall  hare  the  power  to  declare 
the  seat  to  be  void  or  otherwise  in  this 
case^in  the  same  way  as  in  the  case  of  an  in- 
quiry coming  before  a  committee  in  the 
.  ordiAary  way.  All  these  provisions  are  in- 
tended to  effect  this  object,  that  candidates 
shall  not  in  future  expect  that  by  means 
of  a  large  distribution  of  money,  by  means 
of  giving  either  by  themselves  or  their 
agents,  some  four  or  five  thousand  pounds, 
.  to  persons  who  choose  to  receive  bribes,  in 
.  whatever  form,  they  can  secure  a  seat  in 
this  House.  With  respect  to  those 
portions  of  the  bribery  which  proceed  from 
a  candidate  seeking  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
this  House  you  would  impose  a  great 
check  on  them  if  you  could  by  any  effectual 
measures,  which  would  act  generally,  and 
in  many  cases  prove  to  them  that  they 
would  not  obtain  the  honour  which  they 
seek,  that  thejr  would  lose  that  seat  in 
Parliament  which  was  the  object  of  their 
hopes  and  expectations,  and  be  likewise 
losers  of  a  very  considerable  sum  of  money, 
which  they  had  parted  with  in  that  vain 
expectation.  With  respect  to  the  persons 
who  are  bribed,  their  object  is  different  > 
what  they  seek  is  an  immediate  reward  in 
the  shape  of  a  sum  of  money;  and  the 
check  to  be  placed  on  them  is  that  which 
I  have  mentioned,  disfranchisement  $  but 
•I  do  not  think  that  part  so  e&ctual  as 


some  means,  if  we  could  devise  them,  by 
which  candidates  should  be  taught  that 
bribery  in  future  would  be  unavailing,  or 
at  least,  that  if  they  were  guilty  of  it, 
there  was  a  very  great  probability  that 
they  would  lose  their  seats.  The  next 
point  we  have  to  deal  with  is  that  of  an 
entire  borough.  We  had  in  the  course  of 
the  past  year,  and,  unhappily,  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session  more  particularly, 
several  cases  of  complaints  of  extensive 
bribery  in  particular  boroughs.  Now  there 
are  two  ways  in  which  a  remedy  may  be 
applied  to  such  evils ;  there  are  two  ways 
in  which  this  House  ma^  attempt  to  check 
the  nuisance ;  one  way  is  by  disfranchise- 
ment ;  and  I  own  that  this  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  complete  remedy  when  the  borough 
is  a  very  small  one,  and  only  enjoys  the 
right  of  sending  Members  to  Parliament 
originally  by  prescription,  and  now,  in 
conformity  with  that  prescription,  under 
the  Reform  Bill.  Such  boroughs  are  only 
qualified  by  prescription,  and  not  by  their 
population  or  importance,  to  exercise  the 
franchise.  If  we  find  their  franchise  to  be 
exercised  corruptly,  inundating  the  coun- 
try with  bribery,  if  they  possess  no  real 
importance,  we  may  then,  as  in  the  case  of 
Grampound  before  the  Reform  Bill,  justly 
proceed  to  entire  disfranchisement.  There 
are  other  cases,  in  which  particular  places, 
such  as  Liverpool,  Birmingham,  and  soon, 
seem  naturally  entitled  to  return  repre- 
sentatives to  Parliament,  and  in  such  cases, 
were  we  now  about  to  redistribute  the  re- 
presentation, we  should  assuredly  continue 
to  allow  these  places  to  elect  Members. 
Now,  in  these  places  there  are  sometimes 
complaints  of  bribery;  and  some  years 
ago,  in  reference  to  Liverpool,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wiltshire  introduced  a 
bill,  which  he  had  very  considerable 
difficultjr,  both  in  point  of  time  and  labour, 
in  carrying  through  the  House,  for  dis- 
franchising  a  certain  dass  of  the  electors  of 
Liverpool — the  freemen.  I  will  not  say 
now,  whether  the  freemen  of  Liverpool 
ought  to  Rave  been  disfranchised  by  act  of 
Parliament ;  but  I  think  that  was  a  remedy 
in  the  right  direction ;  if  there  is  corrup- 
tion in  a  Targe  place,  in  a  large  town>  which 
all  must  agree  is  of  sufficient  importance  to 
give  it  a  right  to  representatives,  the  en- 
deavour should  be  to  form  the  constituent 
body  in  such  a  manner  as  seems  best  cal- 
culated to  prevent  bribery  for  the  future. 
There  is  another  mode  which  Parliament 
may  take,  that  of  suspending  their  power 
of  returning  Mein|^^t^  l^arliament  for 
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one  or  two  Parliameots,  or  for  a  limited 
number  of  years ;  but  I  do  not  think  this 
mode  10  much  in  the  spirit  of  the  consti- 
tution as  that  I  have  just  mentioned,  and 
which  has  been  in  many  instances  sanctioned 
by  the  House  |  but  then  comes  the  diffi- 
culty, which  I  have  seen  as  much  as  any 
man ;  that  is  to  say,  the  difficulty  of  having 
one  of  these  remedies  carried  into  law. 
You  find  that  an  inquiry  before  a  first 
election  committee  fails ;  you  go  through 
some  other  inquiry,  either  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House  or  before  another  committee; 
meantime,  the  public,  the  important  po- 
litical business  of  the  Session,  obliges  you 
to  postpone  this  inquiry  from  time  to 
time,  and  ultimately  the  bill  does  not  go 
to  the  House  of  Lords  till  the  second  or 
third  Session.  By  the  time  it  arrives  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  the  House  of  Lords 
being  disposed  to  look  strictly  at  these 
matters,  a  great  ^rtion  of  the  evidence 
and  many  of  the  witnesses  who  established 
the  case  in  the  first  instance  may  not  be 
Cortbooroing,  or  the  evidence  adduced  may 
not  be  such  as  was  given  on  the  former 
ocoasioo,  the  wish  on  the  part  of  the 
borough  in  question,  being  naturally  to 
avoid  disfranchisement ;  and  it  may  well 
be  found  that  after  a  year  or  two  have 
elapsed,  when  the  matter  coming  before 
the  House  of  Lords,  the  evidence  is  not, 
in  their  opinion,  sufficiently  strong  to  sup- 
port disfranchisement;  not  sufficient,  at 
all  events,  to  induce  noble  Lords  in  the 
profession  of  the  law,  and  here  I  do  not 
speak  of  one  party  or  the  other  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  of  the  law  Lords  ge- 
nerally. In  1884,  I  attempted  a  remedy 
for  this  evil,  by  proposing  a  select  com- 
mittee which  shoula  inquire  into  such 
cases.  That  bill  was  altered  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  after  considerable  deliberation, 
I  believe  by  a  select  committee,  and  a  new 
ahape  was  ffiven  to  the  measure.  I  stated, 
at  the  end  of  that  Session,  that  though 
this  was  not  such  a  bill  as  I  should  have 
proposed,  yet  I  did  not  object  to  the  gene- 
ral principle  of  the  bill  as  it  had  been  al- 
tered. The  principle  of  the  bill  so  altered 
was,  that  instead  of  a  separate  inquiry  into 
these  cases  by  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia. 
ment,  there  should  be  a  united  investiga- 
tion I  that  the  case,  being  first  examined 
in  a  mode  analogous  to  the  grand  jury, 
by  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  it  should  then  come  before  a  tri- 
bunal composed  of  both  Lords  and  Com- 
mons* The  prcMposal  of  the  Lords  was, 
that  there  should  be  a  judge  to  preside; 


and  that  there  should  be  seven  Memben 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  five  of  the 
Commons,  proposed  by  this  House  sepa- 
rately. Now,  I  think,  that  there  is  a  rery 
great  objection  to  the  having  a  judge  to 
preside  over  these  inquiries.  I  think,  in 
the  firat  place,  that  it  is  a  matter  so  much 
concerning  Parliament  itself,  so  much  con- 
cerning the  functions  of  Parliament,  and 
our  rights  as  a  legislative  body,  that  it 
should  be  decided  by  Parliament  itself,  not 
acting  under  the  direction  of  a  judge.  I 
think,  likewise,  that  the  number  suggested 
by  the  Lords,  assimilated  to  thatof  a  jury, 
is  too  large.  I  should,  therefore,  propose, 
in  adopting  generally  the  principle  of  that 
bill,  that  there  should  be  either  five  Peen 
and  four  Commoners,  or  four  Peen  and 
five  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
constituting  a  commission  of  nine  Mem- 
bera  $  and  that  this  commission,  instead  of 
a  judge,  should  t>e  presided  over  by  one  of 
the  Peere,  who  should  be  named  by  the 
Crown  for  that  purpose.  I  shall  prqxMe 
that  all  the  Members  be  named  by  the 
Crown,  thinking  it  better  that  her  Ma- 
jesty, by  her  responsible  advisera,  should 
choose  the  persons  for  this  sort  ci  inquiry, 
than  that  either  House  should,  by  a  ma- 
jority, or  any  other  mode,  select  Members 
for  this  purpose.  However,  this  is  a  point 
for  future  consideration.  I  should  propose 
to  give  to  this  commission  the  power  of  seek- 
ing the  assistance  of  a  judge,  as  their  Lord, 
ships  have  the  power  of  doing  now  in  the 
case  of  impeachment.  Cases  of  impeach- 
ment, such  as  happened  in  former  times, 
are  not  likely  now  to  arise,  and  do  not  oc- 
cur in  the  present  state  of  our  constitu- 
tion, as  in  the  case  of  Strafifard  and  of  Bol- 
ingbroke;  such  matten  as  those  are  not 
likely  asain  to  engage  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships,  but  cases  of  corrupt  boroughs 
are  sudli  as  may  occupy  their  attention ; 
and  I  think  in  such  cases  their  Lordships 
may  very  well  be  called  upon  to  ezerdae 
their  functions  jointly  with  the  House  of 
Commons,  I  should  nardly,  perhaps,  have 
proposed  such  a  scheme  in  this  House  as 
an  original  plan,  but  finding  that  the  House 
of  Lords  themselves  have  proposed  it,  I 
think  it  as  good  a  mode  of  carrying  on 
these  inquiries  as  Parliament  can  devise. 
Then,  what  is  to  be  the  effect  of  these  in- 
aniries,  and  how  far  are  they  to  go  ?  I 
snould  propose  that  the  result  of  them 
should  be  merely  this,  that  the  House 
should  have  a  report  laid  before  it,  and 
should  then  legislate  according  to  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  according  tothepopula- 
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tioD  and  importaDoe  in  other  respects  of 
the  city  or  borough  with  which  ve  should 
have  to  deal.  Difierent  cases  would  re- 
quire difierent  legislation,  I  do  not  think 
that  we  could  well  give  such  a  tribunal 
any  more  power  than  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances,  and  ascertain  what  the  facts 
are  on  which  Parliament  would  then  have 
to  legislate.  It  will  be  necessary,  when 
the  House  of  Commons  first  addresses  the 
Crown  to  appoint  such  a  commission,  that 
we  should,  by  such  Address,  or  by  order  of 
the  House,  obtain  the  services  ot  the  At- 
torney-general for  that  purpose.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  am  here  suggesting  a  very 
agreeable  addition  to  the  duties  of  that 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  but  still  I 
think  that  the  Attorney-general,  and  not 
an  inferior  law  officer  of  the  Crown,  would 
be  the  proper  person  to  be  tbe  adviser  to 
such  a  tribunal.  There  are  two  other 
clauses  in  the  bill,  one  of  which  is  a  clause 
to  abolish  the  bribery  oath.  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  administering  the  bribery 
oath  to  persons  suspected  or  accused  of 
bribery  at  an  election,  does  not  serve  the 
purpose  of  preventing  bribery,  while  it  too 
often  superadds  perjury  to  bribery.  It  has 
been  tbe  declarea  opinion  of  Parliament,  of 
late  years,  that  oaths  should  not  be  need- 
lesslv  kept  up ;  and  I  certainly  cannot  but 
think  that  the  bribery  oath  is,  in  most 
cases,  liable  to  a  sound  objection.  The 
other  proposition  I  shall  make,  is  in  con- 
formity with  a  suggestion  made  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  this  evening  by  the 
Solicitor-general,  to  the  effect  that  the 
payment  of  any  gift  or  valuable  considera- 
tion to  any  voter,  under  whatever  name, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  bribery.  Such  a 
provinon  as  this  is  no  doubt  necessary.  In 
the  trill  which  I  shall  propose,  there  i^re 
some  clauses  not  in  conformity  with  the 
usual  proceedings  before  courts  of  law.  I 
allude  especially  to  those  clauses  which 
give  indemnity  to  persons  who  give  evi- 
dence  before  any  or  these  tribunals  with 
respect  to  acts  of  bribery.  It  may  be  said 
that  diis  is  an  indemnity  given  beforehand 
—41  prospective  indemnity,  and,  therefore, 
caknlated  to  encourage  persons  to  commit 
the  crime  on  the  certainty  of  impunity ; 
and  that,  further,  it  is  giving  to  these 
committees  that  power  to  pardon  which 
BOW  behx^  to  the  Crowe.  I  admit  the 
ktter  part  of  this  dbjectioo ;  but  as  these 
are  inquiries  which  are  to  be  made  by  Par- 
liament by  a  joint  tribunal  of  this  and  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  the  power 
of  pardoning  or  ijidennifyiogj  if  giyen  at 


all,  must,  aa  it  seems  to  me,  be  given  to 
these  committees,  appointed  in  the  manner 
I  have  stated.  As  to  the  power  itself,  it, 
as  I  think,  must  be  admitted,  only  giving 
a  power  which  the  Crown  now  has  in  va- 
rious cases,  and  which  is  continually  exer- 
cised. In  great  crimes,  even  such  as  mur- 
der, the  advisers  of  the  Crown  are  in  the 
practice  of  offering  her  Majesty's  gracious 
pardon  to  those  who  may  have  been  acces- 
sory to  the  offence,  provided  they  were  not 
the  actual  persons  who  committed  it ;  but 
this  cannot  be  said  to  operate  as  an  induce- 
ment for  persons  to  commit  offences. 
There  may  be  another  objection-^that  the 
asking  persons  questions  tending  to  crimi- 
nate themselves,  is  not  in  conformity  with 
the  usual  proceedings  of  courts  of  law,  I 
hold,  however,  with  reference  to  all  these 
matters^  that  if  we  wish,  if  we  endeavour 
to  succeed  in  inquiries  into  bribery,  we 
shall  be  obliged  to  adopt  measures  going 
beyond  the  ordinary  rules  of  courts  of  law. 
In  this  respect,  I  consider  that  the  House 
of  Parliament  should  exercise  that  an- 
cient right  and  privilege,  which  have  been 
acknowledged  by  the  greatest  judges  and 
the  ablest  statesmen  of  this  country.  In 
the  report  which  Mr.  Burke  drew  up  by 
desire  of  the  committee,  in  respect  to  the 
impeachment  of  Warren  Hastings,  he 
pointed  out  with  great  ability  those  argu- 
ments which  tended  to  show  that  with  re- 
spect to  impeachments  by  the  House,  there 
was  in  Parliament  an  inherent  power  which 
is  not  to  be  bounded  by  the  usual  proceed- 
ings in  courts  of  law.  I  will  first  read  to 
the  House  two  quotations,  tbe  one  from 
CcJce,  as  given  in  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee appointed  to  inspect  the  Lords' jour- 
nals, ana  another  from  Mr.  Justice  Foster, 
a  modern  authority,  and  I  will  then  read 
to  you  the  words  of  Mr.  Burke.  Sir  Ed- 
ward Coke  says  :— 

*'  It  is  by  the  '  Lex  et  Canmttudo  Partiom 
menti '  that  all  mighty  matters  in  any  Parlia- 
ment moved,  concerning  the  Peers  of  the 
Realm,  or  Commons  in  Parliament  assembled, 
ought  to  be  determined,  adjudged,  and  din^ 
cussed  by  the  coorse  of  the  Parliament,  and 
not  by  tbe  writ  law,  nor  yet  by  tbe  commoo 
laws  of  this  realm,  used  in  more  in£erior 
courts. " 

Mr.  Justice  Foster's  opinioD  rons 
thus  :— 

'<  It  is  well  known  that  in  parliamentary 
proceedings  of  this  kind  it  is,  and  ever  was, 
sufficient  that  matters  appear  with  proper 
light  and  certainty  to  a  common  understandr 
iog,  withont  that  minttts  eiaetness  which  is 
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required  in  criminal  proceediDgs  in  Westmin- 
ster Hall." 

.  And  Mr.  Burke  says — 
**Your  committee  were  fully  assured,  and 
were  resoWed  strenuously  to  contend,  that  no 
doctrine  or  rule  of  law,  much  less  the  practice 
of  any  court,  ought  to  have  weight  or  autho- 
rity in  Parliament,  further  than  as  such  doc- 
trine, rule,  or  practice  is  agreeable  to  the  pro- 
ceedings  in  Parliament,  or  hath  received  the 
sanction  of  approved  precedent  there ;  or  is 
founded  on  the  immutable  principles  of  sub- 
stantial justice,  without  which  your  committee 
readily  agrees  no  practice  in  any  Court  high  or 
low,  is  proper  or  lit  to  be  maintained.'* 

If  any  of  the  provisioDS  which  I  shall 
propose  should  be  found  at  variance  with 
justice,  I  shall  be  ready  to  abandon  them  i 
but  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  sufficient  to 
any  such  provision  that  it  is  not  iu  con- 
formity with  the  usual  practice  of  the 
courts  of  law.  That  practice  ma^  be  most 
safe  and  admirable  in  cases  to  which  it  ap- 
plies,  but  I  conceive  that  we  are  bound 
more  by  the  great  rules  of  justice,  and  the 
great  precedents  of  Parliamentary  proceed, 
ings,  than  by  any  such  limited  and  con- 
fined practice.  I  will  conclude  with  say- 
ing that  though,  as  I  have  already  observed, 
I  think  that  our  legislation  in  this  matter 
will  not  be  fruitless,  and  that  by  the  ear- 
nest endeavour  of  all  parties  we  may  effect 
great  good,  yet  it  does  not  depend  on  par- 
ties, much  less  on  the  leaders  of  parties, 
to  effect  a  permanent  and  effectual  cure  for 
this  great  evil.  Setting  aside  the  leaders 
of  parties,  and  those  other  Gentlemen  who 
are  conspicuous  in  this  House,  there  are 
various  persons  of  whatever  party,  who 
feel  no  difficulty  and  no  scruple  in  spend, 
ing  large  sums  of  money  in  elections, 
which,  it  must  be  obvious,  are  employed 
in  bribery.  There  is,  beyond  these,  a  great 
body  of  electors,  to  whom  the  bribes  are 
ofiered.  We  must  hope  that  a  better  tone, 
that  better  feelings,  that  a  more  strict  re- 
gard to  the  principles  of  morality  on  this 
subject  will  spring  up  and  make  its  way^ 
if  we  hope  that  our  legislative  measures 
diould  take  effect.  It  is  not  by  legislation 
merely  that  we  can  hope  to  succeed,  but  it 
is  our  part,  at  all  events,  to  show  that,  as 
far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  will  adopt  any 
measures  which  can  be  shown  to  be  useful, 
and  not  inconsistent  with  the  principles  of 
justice.  I  am  far  from  despairing  that, 
with  the  increase  of  knowledge — with  the 
increase  of  religious  instruction — with  the 
increase  of  general  improvement  which  we 
nay  hope  to  take  place  in  the  morals  of 
the  oountry-iwe  may  make  some  progress 


in  remedying  and  removing  this  great  evil. 
The  noble  Lord  oonclud^  with  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  better 
discovery  of  bribery  in  the  election  of 
Members  of  Parliament. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said :  Sir,  I  shall  give  my 
cordial  support  to  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  pre- 
vent the  practice  of  bribery,  and  to  facili- 
tate the  exposure  of  that  offence  after  it 
has  been  committed.  It  appears  to  me 
that  there  are  three  defects  in  the  present 
law  with  respect  to  the  examination  of 
witnesses.  The  first  is  the  case  in  which 
an  election  committee  is  appointed  at  the 
instance  of  an  individual  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  an  individual  right.  In 
that  case  the  individual  having  no  other 
object  than  to  maintain  his  own  personal 
right,  when  the  enforcement  pf  that  right 
becomes  desperate,  or  the  expense  of 
maintaining  it  is  likely  to  be  so  consider* 
able  that  his  private  fortune  would  be  in- 
jured, he  has  every  motive  for  withdrawing 
from  the  contest.  Tiiat  consideration 
leads  to  compromises,  several  alleged  in- 
stances of  which  we  have  beard  of  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session.  Now  I  do 
think  there  ought  to  be  a  remedy  for  thif, 
and  that  a  committee  having  been  ap- 
pointed for  the  adjudication  of  an  indivi- 
dual right,  that  committee  ought  to  have 
the  power,  and  ought  to  be  compelled  as 
a  duty,  to  report  to  the  House  that  the 
inquiry  had  been  broken  off  on  account  of 
circumstances  which  the  committee  might 
set  forth,  and  that  it  considered  the  public 
interest  required  that  the  inquiry  should 
be  conducted  at  the  public  charge.  I  ap- 
prehend that  the  noble  Lord's  measure 
will  have  for  its  object  the  providing  an 
effective  remedy  for  this  defect.  There 
may  be  cases,  too,  in  which  electors, 
though  aware  of  bribery  and  corruption 
having  taken  place,  fear  to  call  for  a  Par- 
liamentary inquiry  into  the  matter,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  expense;  and  in  such 
cases  no  committee  would  be  appointed, 
whatever  the  state  of  the  case,  and  there 
would  be  consequently,  a  great  impedi* 
ment  in  the  way  of  justice.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  support  a  measure  which  should 
facilitate  inquiries  into  such  cases  as  these. 
I  do  not  wish  to  transfer  the  onus  of  trying 
questions  of  individual  right  from  indivi- 
duals to  the  public,  where  such  inquiries 
would  otherwise  be  made  in  the  same  way 
as  at  present ;  but  where,  from  some  such 
circumstances  as  those  which  I  ha?e 
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pointed  out,  the  inquiry  which  the  public 
interest  demands  would  not  otherwise  be 
made^  it  would  be  highly  desirable  that 
the  public  should  institute  the  inquiry, 
and  that  electors  should  have  due  protec- 
tion in  such  inquiries.  In  cases  where 
such  an  examination  should  be  instituted^ 
and  should  be  found  that  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers were  unduly  returned,  I  should  sug- 
gest that  where  the  opposing  candidates, 
by  the  determination  of  the  committee, 
were  shown  to  have  had  the  majority  of 
hondjide  votes,  that  the  seats  should  not 
be,  as  was  proposed,  declared  void  ;  but 
that  the  opposing  candidates,  so  placed  in 
a  majority,  should,  as  in  the  rule  already 
observed,  be  declared  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers. I  think  it  of  great  importance  that 
Members  in  affording  facilities  for  candi- 
dates, who  have  not  succeeded  to  peti- 
tion, should  take  care  not  to  transfer  the 
onus  of  prosecuting  an  individual  right 
from  the  individual  to  the  public.  When 
the  public  interest  is  involved  in  the  ques- 
tion—when, for  instance,  the  question 
arises,  whether  a  borough  should  be  dis- 
franchised, or  some  public  example  should 
be  made  on  account  of  bribery— in  a  case 
like  this,  it  is  quite  right  that  the  public 
should  take  charge  of  conducting  the  in- 
quiry, and  bear  the  expense  of  it ;  but, 
then,  you  must  be  careful,  that  by  being 
too  ready  to  transfer  the  expense  to  the 
public,  you  do  not  altogether  do  away 
with  the  inducement  to  the  individual  to 
prosecute  his  own  rights.  I  do  not  say 
the  public  have  no  concern  in  the  question 
as  to  who  shall  have  the  seat.  What  I 
say  is,  that  if,  without  due  precaution,  you 
promote  petitions  to  be  prosecuted  at  the 
public  expense,  the  effect  will  be  that  un- 
successful candidates  may  incite  electors 
in  their  interest  to  present  petitions  in 
cases  when  such  petitions  would  otherwise 
never  be  heard  of.  The  opportunities  or 
temptations  thus  presented  for  attempting 
to  get  a  seat  in  the  House  through  the 
means  of  election  petitions  would  be  a 
serious  evil,  and  1  hope  the  noble  Lord 
provides  for  it. 

Lord  /.  Russell  was  understx)od  to  say, 
that  when  the  petition  was  prosecuted  at 
the  public  expense,  and  the  sitting  Mem- 
ber unseated,  the  election  should  be  de- 
clared void. 

Sir  22.  Peel:  In  that  case  there  cer- 
tainly would  not  be  so  much  temptation. 
But  then,  if  it  appeared  clearly  by  the  re- 
sult of  this  inquiry  that  a  majority  of  the 


electors  was  in  favour  of  the  unsuccessful 
candidate,  would  you,  in  that  case,  make  a 
new  election  necessary?  Suppose  it  be 
proved  to  your  satisfaction  that  a  certain 
individual  ought  to  have  been  elected, 
would  it  be  just  to  make  the  election  void, 
and  have  recourse  to  a  new  election  ?  I  do 
not  understand  exactly  how  the  noble 
Lord  means  to  deal  with  such  a  case. 
With  the  principle  of  his  motion  I  cor- 
dially concur— and  I  trust  he  will  see  that 
it  is  in  no  unfriendly  spirit  I  throw  out 
this  remark.  It  is  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance that  you  should  not  lightly  promote 
petitions  at  the  public  expense,  relieving 
candidates  from  the  charge  attending  the 
prosecution  of  their  individual  right.  There 
is  one  other  consideration  with  respect  to 
this  branch  of  the  subject.  You  ought 
not  to  subject  Members  honestly  and  fairly 
returned  to  annoyance  and  vexation,  on 
account  of  the  facility  given  to  the  prose- 
cution of  petitions.  You  ought  not  to 
subject  a  Member,  who  has  firmly  refused 
to  participate  in  bribery,  and  who  has  ob- 
tained his  seat  through  perfectly  honest 
means — you  ought  not,  indeed  it  would 
be  manifestly  unjust,  to  subject  this  man 
to  the  annoyance  and  expense  of  defend- 
ing his  seat.  At  present  vou  subject  the 
party  prosecuting  ihe  petition  to  enter  into 
recognizances.  But  if  you  provide  that, 
on  a  petition  against  the  return  of  a  Mem- 
ber merely  signed  by  a  certain  number  of 
electors,  it  shall  be  proceeded  with  at  the 
public  expense;  that  no  doubt  will  be 
very  efficient  in  causing  petitions  to  be 
presented  when  corruption  has  taken 
place ;  but  take  care  that  you  do  not  sub- 
ject Members  honestly  returned  to  vexa- 
tions to  which  an  honest  man  will  not 
submit.  Now,  you  take  a  certain  number 
of  voters— you  say  six — as  the  number  by 
whom  the  petition  must  be  signed.  Take 
the  case  of  a  Member  who  has  said  he 
would  not  owe  his  election  to  bribery,  and 
whose  friends  have  done  all  in  their  power 
to  prevent  it.  Yet  we  all  know  what  a 
stimulus  to  the  getting  up  petitions  the 
heats  and  animosities  of  elections  are. 
[Lord  /.  Russell  would  require  recogni- 
zances from  the  petitioning  party.]  I 
wish  it  to  be  understood  that  I  speak  for 
honest  men,  who  are  honestly  returned; 
and  if  you  wish  Members  to  be  fairly 
returned  to  this  House,  you  should  not 
subject  honest  men  to  a  prosecution  which 
would  operate  as  so  great  a  discourage- 
ment against  coming  forward  as  candidates 
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ai  to  d«prWe  the  House  of  the  senrices  of 
manjf  who  are  most  uteful  as  Members. 
I  do  hope)  tberefore,  that,  in  faoilitating 
petitionsi  you  will  not  subjeot  honest  men 
to  these  discouragements.  The  other  de* 
feet  which  I  wish  to  allude  to,  is  the  diffi- 
culty, so  far  as  the  boroughs  are  concerned » 
of  obtainihg  results  satisfactory  to  Par- 
liament and  the  public.  We  appoint  a 
committee  of  inquiry  i  the  committee  re- 
ports the  existence  of  systematic  bribery  ; 
the  inquiry  goes  to  the  Lords,  and  is  not 
proceeded  with  during  that  Session*  In 
the  mean  timci  the  feelings  which  led  to 
the  presentation  of  the  petition  ha?e  died 
away.  The  electors  meet :  they  say,  why 
should  we  proceed  with  thisP  Shall  we 
not  be  charged  by  posterity  with  causing 
the  disfranchisement  of  the  borough  ?  and 
is  it  not  much  better  to  withdraw  the  evi- 
dence from  the  House  of  Lords  ?  Again, 
two  or  three  roost  important  witnesses 
examined  before  the  committee  of  this 
House  may  be  dead,  or  gone  over  sea, 
when  the  case  is  proceeded  with  by  the 
Lords,  so  that  that  House  may  have  a 
different  evidence  from  this.  I  apprehend 
therefore,  that  if  the  law  be  left  as  it  is, 
the  Lords  will  not  in  such  a  case  be  un* 
willing  to  ooDcor  in  positive  disfranchise- 
ment, except  upon  evidence  heard  at  their 
own  Bar.  I  understand  the  noble  Lord 
means  to  provide  a  joint  tribunal,  consist- 
ing  of  Members  of  both  Houses^  before 
which  these  Inouiries  should  be  entered  on  % 
and  if  the  law  be  framed  so  that  both  the 
Lords  and  Commonsi  in  a  clear  case,  would 
be  satisfied,  the  House  of  Lords,  whose 
legislative  power  I  understand  the  noble 
Lord  to  leave  in  full  forcei  would  consent 
to  the  step  of  dbfranchisement,  I  believe 
that  supposing  the  House  to  consent  to 
the  measure^  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
to  the  Grown  the  nomination  of  the  tribu- 
nal than  to  give  it  to  Parliament,  as  it 
appears  more  likely  thut  the  Crown,  acting 
under  the  advice  of  responsible  adviserst 
would  make  an  appropriate  selection; 
espeoially  when  it  is  considered  that  there 
may  be  differences  in  Parliament  from 
election  reasonsi  and  a  committee  consti- 
tuted under  such  influences  could  hardly 
produce  a  good  result.  Though  the  course 
is  somewhat  novel,  there  is,  I  think,  some- 
thing anilogous  iu  Eest^Indian  jurisdic- 
tion, atid  on  the  whole,  I  think  it  would  be 
better  to  Ipave  to  the  Crown  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  certain  number  of  Members. 
The  noUe  Lord'a  proposition  1  am  per- 


fectly satisfied  With,  and  I  believe  it  to  be 
a  great  improvement  on  the  bill  of  1834, 
which  was  sent  down  from  the  Lords*  It 
is  much  less  cumbrous,  and  we  have  seen. 
Sir,  by  recent  experience,  the  good  effect 
of  leaving  nominations  in  certain  cases  to 
rest  with  the  Chair,  under  the  guarantee  of 
the  character  of  the  individual  who  ocou- 
pies  it,  instead  of  referring  them  to  majori- 
ties of  the  House.  For  these  reasons.  Sir, 
I  approve  of  the  Noble  Lord's  bill  more 
than  that  of  the  House  of  Lords.  With 
respect  to  the  observations  of  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite^  (the  MemlMr  for  Mont- 
rose) as  to  the  see-»aw  decisions  of  com* 
mittees,  though,  by  adopting  a  definite 
rule,  you  might  avoid  these  see-saw  de- 
cisions, I  doubt  much  whether  this  is  a 
principle  by  which  questions  of  this  kind 
ought  to  be  decided.  To  the  retrospective 
provisions  of  the  noble  Lord's  bill  1  shall 
give  my  cordial  support.  With  respect  to 
Newcastle,  for  instanoe,  I  hope  that  it  will 
be  carried  into  effect,  and  that  a  clause 
will  be  contained  in  the  bill,  by  which, 
though  the  Noble  Lord's  bill  may  not 
receive  the  Royal  assent  these  two  months, 
any  person  taking  money  at  the  approach- 
ing elections,  whether  it  be  taken  in  the 
shape  of  ''  market^money  "  or  in  any  other 
way«shall  be  liable  to  punishment.  The  law 
with  respect  to  bribery  and  treating  is  eer* 
tainly  in  an  unsatisfactory  state.  1  hardly 
know  what  the  law  relating  to  treating  is 
noW«  It  will  be  a  difficult  point  to  defiUe 
between  the  mere  itinoeent  oonviviality 
between  friends  and  actual  oorrupt  treat- 
ing, when  you  eonle  to  apply  penalties  and 
declare  what  practices  are  oorrupt.  If  you 
make  a  law  making  it  corruption  for  a 
candidate  to  give  a  dinner  to  an  elector 
either  before  or  after  the  election,  this 
would  prevent  treating  \  but  would  it  not, 
if  possible,  be  still  worse  to  trench  so  much 
on  the  liberty  of  the  Subject  as  to  interfere 
in  that  way  ?  Bribery,  in  the  way  of  treat., 
ing,  exists,  I  think,  to  a  very  great  extent. 
In  the  borough  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent,  as  I  believe  in  every  borough 
in  the  kingdom,  the  electors  are  in  the 
habit  of  having  a  dinner.  A  number  of 
weslthy  individuals  sit  down,  and  I  do 
think  it  hard  that  if  two  hundred  gentle- 
men  meet  for  this  purpose,  it  being  im** 
possible  that  all  the  electors  should  sit 
down  together,  the  rest  of  the  constituency 
should  be  prevented  meeting  if  they  please 
and  dining  together.  But  here  again,  I 
fear,  it  must  be  admitted  that  though  such 
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dinners  do  not  operate  as  bribery  on  the 
electors,  they  may  do  so  on  the  pubiiean. 
Therefore  it  will  be  difficult  in  boroughs 
of  a  limited  size  and  particular  description 
to  discriminate  between  hospitality  and 
corrupt  practices.    There  is  another  point 
to  which  attention  should  be  called,--! 
mean  the  payments  made  for  the  contey- 
ance  of  electors  to  the  poll.     It  is  ?ery 
doubtful,  at  this  moment,  what  is  the  law 
in  respect  to  that  point.  Some  committees 
of  this  House  will  say  that  it  is  legal  to 
give  reasonable  refreshments  to  the  eleo* 
tors,  and  I  believe  it  has  been  decided 
that  it  is  perfectly  allowable  on  the  part 
of    a    candidate    to    pay  the   expenses 
of  the  conveyance  of   electors    to    the 
polling  places.    [^Dissent.']  At  least  I  am 
under  the  impression  that  election  com- 
mittees of  this  House  have  determined 
that  a  candidate  might  legally  pay  for 
reasonable  refreshment  for  his  voters,  and 
for  their    conveyance    to    the  place  of 
polling.    [**Mr.  C.  Wynn:   No."]    My 
right  hon.  Friend  may  be  right.    But  J 
never  yet  passed  through  a  town  in  which 
there  was  a  contested  election,  that  I  did 
not  see  a  number  of  carriages  always  pro- 
vided at  the  expense  of  the  candidates  for 
the  conveyance  of  their  voters.    And  if  it 
be  the  case  that  electors  will  not  take  a 
sufficient  interest  in  the  exercise  of  the 
valuable  privilege  they  possess,  to  induce 
them  to  come  to  the  poll,  unless  they  have 
the  means  provided  them  of  doing  so,  I 
am  very  much  afraid  that  any  sudden  and 
violent  interference  with  the  existing  prac- 
tice in  that  respect,  will  very  materially 
diminish  the  number  of  voters.    To  say, 
therefore,  that  on  no  account  shall  the  ex- 
penses of  convevance  or  reasonable  re- 
freshment be  paid  on  the  part  of  the  can- 
didates, would  be,  in  my  opinion,  to  make 
the  number  of  electors  voting  at  each  elec- 
tion considerably   less— -thus  practically 
diminishing  the   amount  of  the  elective 
franchise.     On  the  other  hand,  I  am  sen- 
sible that  if  it  were  made  legal  to  pay 
such  charges,  the    permission  might  be 
made  a  cloak  to  cover  a  far  wone  degree 
of  corruption   than    now   prevails,    and 
which  ^carried  to  excess,  would  be  neither 
more  nor  less  than  the  grossest  bribery. 
Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  the  noble  Lord  is 
perfectly  right  in  proposing  that  every 
species  of  direct  payment*  as  between  the 
voter  and  the  candidate,  should  be  held  as 
bribery ;  whether  that  payment  be  made 
«nder  the  name  of  '*  market  money/'  of 


"  head  mon^y,"  or  of  treating  in  general ; 
be  the  amount  7s.  6d.,  to  one  class 
of  electors,  10s.  to  another  or  IL  to 
another.  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  support 
that  proposition*  But  after  this  shall 
have  been  done  I  am  afraid  that  we  will 
leave  the  law  on  other  points  connected 
with  the  question,  on  treating  for  instance, 
and  on  various  other  classes  of  expenses, 
the  same  as  we  found  it^  In  every  bo« 
rough  there  are  certain  individuals  who 
take  a  lead  in  all  political  matters,  and 
who  altogether  influence  the  electors  in 
their  respective  places.  Now,  I  believe 
that  if  these  influential  persons  of  both 
parties  in  boroughs  set  their  faces  against 
bribery,  and  came  to  an  understanding  to 
discourage  all  unnecessary  expenses,  they 
would  do  a  great  deal  more  towards  the 
suppression  of  the  evils  complained  of 
than  all  the  acts  of  the  legislature.  These 
practices  have  prevailed  so  long  that  I  do 
not  expect  a  great  deal  could  be  done 
towards  their  suppression  at  once ;  and  I 
consider  that  the  extinction  of  them  must 
be  the  efiect  of  time  and  better  habits.  I 
do  not  wish  to  underrate  the  advantage  of 
law  in  this  respect.  I  believe  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  strook  at  the  root  of 
bribery  in  his  bill ;  but,  though  the  com- 
mittees of  this  House  have  shown  hitherto 
an  almost  total  absence  of  party  feeling 
and  a  fixed  determination  to  put  down 
bribery,  I  think  at  the  same  time  that  the 
exposure  of  the  practices  made  necessary 
some  preliminary  proof.  I  do  not,  there- 
fore, underrate  the  law,  but  I  think  that 
good  example  and  improved  habits  will 
more  cffeotually  lead  to  the  diminution  of 
bribery*-«its  extinction  I  scarcely  look  for 
— 'than  any  legislative  enactment  whatever, 
and  I  do  hope  that  the  leading  men  of 
the  country  will  set  their  faces  so  efFectu* 
ally  against  lt|  that  after  the  next  general 
election,  come  when  it  may,  there  shall  be 
little  or  no  cause  to  coknplain  on  the  score 
of  bribery. 

Mr.  Htm^  regretted  the  law  did  not 
take  the  question  out  of  the  hands  of  com- 
mittees*^ and  define  what  it  was  coosti-' 
tuted  bribery.  This  it  should  do  by  ex^ 
press  words.  And  it  should  also  define 
what  treating  meant  He  did  not  agree 
in  the  view  of  the  right  hon«  Baronet  re- 
specting the  value  of  the  interference  of 
leading  men  at  elections,  since  he  con-* 
sidered  them  very  generally  the  most 
active  in  promoting  the  corruption  of  the 
constituency.    The  takers  of  bribes  were 
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not  the  only  persons  who  ought  to  suffer 
a  peoalty — the  givers  were  equally  culpa- 
ble and  deserving  of  punishment.  Ought 
not  the  Southampton  people,  who  had 
collected  money  for  this  purpose,  to  be 
rendered  subject  to  the  penalty  for  bribery, 
which  was  sought  to  be  visited  upon  the 
poor  man,  who  had  been  but  too  easily 
tempted  to  take  the  money  for  his  vote. 
What  he  wanted  to  get  at  was  the  briber 
in  these  cases,  but  it  was  vain  to  hope  for 
successfully  combating  bribery,  unless  they 
agreed  toenlarge  the  constituency.  [Cheers,] 
Aye,  he  was  even  for  going  further,  and 
giving  the  people  the  protection  of  the 
ballot,  to  assist  the  effects  of  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  constituency.  If  a  person 
even  lent  a  voter  a  sum  of  money  at  a  less 
rate  of  interest  than  legal  interest,  in  order 
to  secure  his  vote,  it  ought  to  be  reported 
to  be  bribery  in  both  the  giver's  and  re- 
ceiver's cases. 

Mr.  Roebuck  would  not  attempt  to  de- 
bate the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord, 
though  he  would  throw  out  a  suggestion 
which  he  thoughtmight  materially  check  the 
practice  of  corruption  by  means  of  the 
person  who  might  be  declared  duly  elected. 
He  should  recommend  that  that  person 
upon  appearing  at  the  Table  of  the  House 
to  depose  to  his  having  neither  bribed  his 
constituents,  nor  being  a  party  to  the 
bribery,  should  also  put  in  a  statement, 
and  verify  it,  of  the  amount  of  the  ex- 
penses he  had  incurred  at  such  election. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  that  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  not  go  for  much  in  dealing 
with  the  question ;  inasmuch  as  no  ac- 
count of  the  expenses  of  a  candidate  could 
indicate  the  real  amount  of  money  ex- 
pended. It  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
on  an  election  in  a  great  town,  such  as 
Liverpool,  without  the  expenses  of  print- 
ing, music,  and  other  such  necessary 
excitement.  His  first  election  did  not 
cost  him  a  shilling.  His  other  elections 
did  not  cost  him  more  than  200/.  or  300/. 
The  question  as  regarded  the  conveyance 
of  voters  was  beset  with  difficulties.  It 
was  scarcely  possible  to  expect  that 
poor  electors  would  come  a  distance  of 
twenty  miles  in  some  cases,  to  vote  at 
their  own  expence,  besides  leaving  their 
daily  business.  He  was,  therefore,  of 
opinion,  that  the  House  would  do  better 
to  legalise  a  certain  amount  of  expenses  in 
respect  of  maintenance  and  conveyance 
than  to  attempt  to  abolish  them  alto- 


gether. He  was  of  opinion  that  Bs.  tickets 
to  pay  for  the  use  of  the  horse  and  the 
dinner  of  the  voter,  would  be  more  likely 
to  prevent  illegal  practices  than  the 
most  stringent  legislation  on  the  subject. 
There  was  also  much  difficulty  in  regard 
to  boroughs,  because  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  to  prevent  the  franchise  from 
being  affected  by  extraneous  influence. 
With  respect  to  the  particular  proposition 
before  the  House,  he  (Lord  Sandon)  was 
of  opinion  that  the  subject  should  be 
treated  more  as  a  moral  than  as  a  political 
crime.  He  should,  therefore,  prefer  that 
in  place  of  the  tribunal  suggested,  a 
power  should  be  given  to  the  House,  on  a 
primd  facie  case  of  bribery  being  estab- 
lished against  a  borough  to  address  the 
Crown  to  send  down  a  commission  of  in- 
quiry to  the  spot,  and  that  the  report  of 
that  commission  should  be  taken  as  the 
basis  of  any  proceedings  on  the  part  of 
the  Legislature.  If  upon  the  report  bri- 
bery was  found  to  prevail  to  that  extent 
in  the  borough,  that  there  were  not  300 
electors  untainted  by  it,  he  should  then 
suggest,  as  that  was  the  number  fixed  by 
the  Reform  Act  as  entitling  a  place  to 
retain  the  franchise,  that  the  privilege  of 
returning  to  Parliament  should  be  taken 
away  from  it ;  and  if  the  number,  on  the 
contrary,  was  above  300,  then  he  should 
suggest  that  the  delinquent  electors  be 
disfranchised,  and  left  in  the  middle  of 
their  neighbours  as  a  mark  for  observa- 
tion. That  would  have  a  better  effect,  in 
his  opinion,  by  promoting  a  good  mond 
feeling,  than  all  the  laws  that  could  be 
passed  on  the  subject. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  bill. 

Customs  Acts-=-The  Tariff.]  The 
House  resolved  itself  into  committee  on  the 
Custom's  Act.  The  followings  heads  of 
schedule  10  were  then  read  by  the 
chairman. 

On  the  question  that 

'^  On  timber  or  wood,  not  being  deals,  bat- 
tens, boards,  staves,  handspikes,  oars,  lath- 
wood,  ufer3»  or  other  timber  or  wood,  sawed, 
split,  or  otherwise  dressed,  except  hewed,  and 
not  being  timber  or  wood  otherwise  charged 
with  duty  the  load  of  fifty  cubic  feet,  the  duty 
be  1/.  10*." 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose,  to  bring  forward  his 
motion  for  equalising  the  duties  on  fore^ 
and  colonial  timber.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  contended  that  the  effect  of  the 
discriminating  duty  was  to  compel  this 
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country  to  pay  a  higher  pricd  for  the  in- 
ferior timber  of  North  America  than  the 
superior  timber  of  the  north  of  Europe 
might  be  obtained  for,  were  no  such  dif- 
ferential duty  in  existence.  The  loss 
sustained  by  this  country  on  the  article 
timber  by  the  operation  of  the  present 
law  was  not  less  than  2,000,000/.  a-year, 
and  this  without  any  advantage  to  the 
revenue  of  this  country,  or  to  the  Canadas, 
which  it  was  designed  to  protect.  By  the 
adoption  of  a  uniform  duty  of  20s.,  the 
revenue  would  be  benefitted  to  a  large 
amount.  It  was  generally  supposed,  that 
the  Canadas  derived  a  great  advantage 
from  this  trade  in  timber,  and  that  it  ena- 
bled the  colonists  to  clear  their  estates, 
and  so  aided  in  the  cultivation  and  im- 
provement of  the  colony ;  but  it  was  not 
so,  for  the  timber  exported  from  Canada 
to  this  country  came  not  from  the  in- 
habited parts  of  the  colony,  but  from  the 
interior  and  distant  wilds,  and  the  trade 
in  it  was  carried  on  by  a  class  of  persons, 
few  in  numbers,  and  who  formed  a  race 
almost  as  distinct  from  the  rest  of  the 
population  as  did  the  gipsies  from  the 
people  of  England ;  or  perhaps,  more  like 
the  navigators  here.  The  timber  hewn  by 
these  persons  was  floated  down  the  nvers 
to  the  places  of  export,  and  it  frequently 
happened  that  the  greater  part  of  it  would 
be  lost ;  in  fact,  it  was  mere  lottery  whe- 
ther it  arrived  or  not.  The  only  parties 
who  were  at  all  benefitted  by  this  trade 
were  the  merchants  and  importers.  Much 
stress  had  been  laid  upon  the  importance 
of  the  carrying  trade  of  timber  between  the 
Canadas  and  this  country,  as  fostering  the 
navy  of  Great  Britain ;  and  it  had  been 
said,  that  as  many  as  40,000  seamen  were 
engaged  in  the  trade.  That  calculation, 
however,  had  been  made  upon  the  whole 
number  of  ships  employed  in  the  trade, 
supposing  that  they  made  but  one  voyage 
in  the  year;  but  those  ships  frequently 
made  three  voyages  in  the  year.  The 
average  number  of  voyages  was  at  least 
two  in  the  year ;  the  number  of  seamen, 
therefore,  would  be  under  20,000  instead 
of  40,000.  In  the  event  of  the  cessation 
of  the  Canadian  timber  trade  two- thirds  of 
the  vessels  now  engaged  in  that  traffic 
would  go  into  the  Baltic  trade,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  alterations  now  in 
progress  in  the  tariff  would  find  employ- 
ment for  the  remaining  two-thirds;  so 
that  the  loss  to  the  shipping  interest  was 
utterly  unworthy  of  consideration.  The 
V0L.LX1IL    {JSi} 


surest  way  to  promote  the  naval  efficiency 
of  this  country  was  to  make  it  a  thriving 
mercantile  community.  It  must  also  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  capital  employed 
in  the  Canadian  timber  trade  was  all 
floating  capita],  with  the  exceptioa,  per- 
haps, of  that  invested  in  saw  mills,  which 
alone  came  under  the  denomination  of 
fixed  capital.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  begged  leave  to  move, 

''That  the  duties  oq  colonial  and  foreign 
timber  be  rendered  eoual,  and  that  the  duty  on 
both  be  20«.  per  load. 

Sir  H,  Douglas  said :  Passing  over  the 
minor  points,  if  there  be  any  minor  points, 
in  the  very  clever  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  I  proceed 
at  once  to  the  national  points  of  the  ques- 
tion^ and  which  is  nothing  less  than  to 
attack  the  very  principle  of  the  colonial 
system,  and  •  reply  in  terms  of  manufac- 
tures consumed,  shipping  employed,  emi- 
gration encouraged,  commercial  and  ma- 
ritime power,  and  all  the  other  fruits  of 
the  colonial  system.  I  shall  apply  myself 
first  to  the  British  North  American  trade, 
and  then  request  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  few  brief  statements  on  the 
value  and  importance  the  increase  and  the 
certainty,  of  the  colonial  trade,  compared 
with  the  foreign  trade,  and  which  contrast 
cannot  but  be  useful  when  we  see  attempts 
made  to  depress,  if  not  ruin,  the  former. 
In  1821  the  British  North  American  pro- 
vinces, with  a  limited  population,  took  of 
British  manufactures  and  productions 
1,141,0002.;  in  1831,  2,089,0002.;  ia 
1840,  2,847,0002.;  and  in  1841,  about 
3,000,000/.  The  population  of  British 
North  America  is  about  1,300,000;  they 
consume,  consequently,  per  head,  about 
46s.  The  shipping  employed  in  the  Bri- 
tish North  American  trade  amounts  to 
2,461  ships,  841,348  tons,  manned  by 
32,950  men ;  of  this,  about  600,000  tons 
are  employed  in  the  timber  trade.  The 
outward  tonnage,  in  ballast  chiefly,  makes 
freight  so  cheap  as  to  affi)rd  great  facili- 
ties for  emigration;  but  emigration  de- 
pends upon  the  demand  for  labour  in  the 
provinces.  That  demand  depends  greatly 
upon  the  timber  trade,  and  upon  the  im- 
pulse to  agriculture  and  other  industry, 
which  the  timber  trade  occasions.  The 
well-being  of  the  emigrants  themselves 
requires  that  they  be  absorbed  into  the 
mass  of  employed  labour ;  and,  if  any 
distress  prevail,  such  as  must  attend  that 
ruin  to  Uje  timber  tr^d.^,wfl'c(»J^(3gfe 
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shall  DOW  only  read  an  extract  of  a  letter 
from  a  well*known  aod  experieooed  per- 
son, Mr.  Charles  Shirreff,  whose  evidenee 
upon  the  subject  is  quite  ooodusive : — 

"  Upon  the  strength  of  this  trade  being  pro- 
tected and  continued  as  a  aiarket  for  produce, 
settlements  have  extended  250  miles  «p  tlie 
Ottawa  on  its  bankSi  and  for  a  considerable 
dbtance  into  the  districts. 

**  But  extensive  and  important  as  that  sec- 
tion of  the  country  is,  it  is  still  in  its  in- 
fancTt  and  not  yet  within  reach  of  any  general 
mawet,  so  that  if  deprived  of  this  prop,  it 
must  sink,  and  its  prospects  of  ftitnro  pros- 
perity must  vanish,  for  without  the  imuMdiate 
market  produced  by  the  timber  trade,  it  won  Id 
be  no  longer  a  field  so  inviting  for  emigrants." 

The  hoQ.  Menber  opposite  propoeee  to 
equalize  the  duty  on  foreign  and  oolooitl 
timber— that  is,  to  release  the  British 
consumer  of  the  colonial  production,  from 
buying  from  him,  and,  in  short,  allowing 
the  British  consumer  to  buy  cheap,  wher- 
ever he  can  find  the  article  cheapest, 
without  regard  to  the  ooontry  of  origin, 
growth,  or  production.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber applies  this,  by  the  present  and  bis 
late  motion,  to  timber  and  sogmr.  Other 
hon.  Members  apply  this  maxim  of  free- 
trade  to  other  articles ;  and  the  firee 
traders  in  general  assert  it  with  respeet  to 
all.  Now,  if,  as  a  concession  to  price, 
the  British  consumer  of  colonial  prodnc- 
tioos  be  released  from  the  necessity  of 
dealing  with  the  colonial  producer,  then 
the  colonists  must  be  released  from  the 
reciprocal  obligation  of  buying  British 
manufactures  and  productions;  but  this 
is  the  essential  principle  of  the  colonial 
system.  Adam  Smith,  who  has  been 
badly  read  upon  this  subject,  states  that : 

'^  In  compensation  for  the  restrictions  laid 
by  the  British  Parliament  on  the  colonial  trade 
it  gives,  in  letuni,  preference  and  protection 
to  colonial  production  in  the  home  market,  by 
imposing  higher  duties  upon  analogous  pro- 
ductions from  foreign  conntries/' 

We  cannot  withdmw  any  part  of  that 
protection,  without  depriving  the  colonies 
of  the  compensation  which  is,  in  &et,  the 
essential  principle  of  the  colonial  system, 
and  subvert  atid  destroy  the  colonial  em- 
pire. Adam  Smith  says,  that  the  colonial 
trade  opens  fresh  markets  for  manufac- 
tured productions.  Abounding  in  the 
rude  produce  of  land,  and  having  few 


lization  of  the  timber  dnties  would  occa- 
sion, there  would  not  be  immigration  into 
the  colonies  from  hence,  but  emigration 
from  the  colonies  to  the  United  Sutes. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  stated 
that  the  timber  trade  is  prejudicial  to 
agriculture— that  it  is  a  curse  to  the  conn, 
try.  In  reply  to  this,  I  would  first  beg  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  following 
extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Buchanan, 
agent  for  emigrants  in  Canada,  dated  the 
31st  December,  1841,  and  which  hon. 
Members  will  find  in  the  printed  papers 
lately  laid  before  this  House  :— 

**  Unless  there  is  great  demand  for  labour, 
by  extensive  public  works,  or  by  ready  markets 
for  lumber,  there  is  great  distress." 

-  He  then  states  the  favourable  and  pros- 
perous condition  of  those  who  settle  in  the 
Ottawa  country,  than  which  no  portion  of 
the  province  offers  greater  facilities  or 
enconragement  to  the  industrious  emi- 
grant:— 

**  This  being  the  great  lumbering  d^p6t  of 
the  country,  the  farmer  is  certain  to  nnd  a 
ready  sale  and  a  good  market  at  his  door  for 
all  his  surplus  produce.  To  the  poor  but 
industrious  labourer  it  presents  a  sure  and  cer- 
tain field  for  employment  at  all  seasons-^ 
most  important  consideration,  of  which  thou- 
sands of  settlers  throughout  that  section  of  the 
country  are  proofs." 

I  shall  next  read  a  few  extracts  from  a 
memorial  of  the  lumberers  and  agricultu- 
rists residing  in  the  central  section  of 
Canada : — 

"  That  your  memorialists  viewing  this  as 
practical  men,  beg  leave  humblv  to  represent 
the  results  which  would  inevitably  follow  such 
a  measure,  viz. : — 

**  The  present  prosperous  state  of  agricul- 
ture would  receive  an  immediate  check ;  for 
the  only  purchases  of  farm  produce  in  these 
distant  parts  are  the  lumberers. 

"  Emigration,  which  is  now  so  much  re- 
quired, would  receive  an  immediate  check; 
tor  the  lumberers,  as  it  is  well  known,  both  on 
the  rivers  St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa,  have  been 
the  pioneers  of  the  agriculturists,  and  the  ships 
which  carry  home  the  timber  form,  as  it  were, 
a  bridge  for  the  surplus  and  destitute  popula* 
tion  of  England  migrating  to  her  colonies,  and 
forming  an  arm  of  streugth  in  her  transatlantic 
dominions.^ 

The  addresses  and  petitions  lately  made 
and  presented  from  all  parts  of  British 
North  America  state  that  the  wood  trade, 
the  staple  of  the  country,  encourages  set- 
tlement and  cultivation,  by  affording  to 
the  agriculturist  a  ready  and  convenient 
market  for  the  produce  of  his  labour.    I 


hands  to  spare  for  the  necessary,  and 
none  for  the  ornamental  manufactores,  the 
colonies  find  it  cheaper  to  puicbase,  than 
to  make  them.g.^Eg^ouraging  the  mana- 
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fiactiiret  of  Great  Britain  by  theie  demands, 
the  colootal  trade  encourages  indirectly 
the  agricnltare  of  Great  Britain  likewise, 
since  the  manufacturers  to  whom  that 
trade  gives  employment,  constitute  new 
markets  for  the  productions  of  the  land  ; 
and  those  are  the  most  advantageous  of 
all  markets  in  which  the  home  demand 
for  com,  and  cattle,  bread,  and  butchers' 
meat,  are  thus  greatly  extended  by  means 
of  the  colonial  trade.  The  East  Indies 
took,  of  British  manufactures  and  pro- 
ductions, in  1821,  4,151,000/.  In  1831, 
it  fell  to  3,377,000/.  This  was  the  result 
of  throwing  open  the  China  trade,  which, 
in  1836,  was  1.326,000/.,  and  in  1840, 
only  525,000/.;  but  our  exports  to  India 
rose,  hi  1840,  to  6,023.000/.  The  Brit 
ish  shipping  now  employed  in  the  East 
India  trade,  is  288  ships,  137,883  tons. 
7,583  men.  And  why  this  increase  in 
our  exports  ?  Why,  because  we  take 
more  of  their  prodoctioos.  In  1834,  we 
took  50,522  bales  of  their  cottons;  in 
1841,  we  took  150,000 :  in  1836,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  equalization  of  the  duties, 
we  took  171,758  cwt  of  their  sagar;  in 
1841, 1,223,079  cwt  Rice  and  paddy, 
too,  have  greatly  increased.  In  1821, 
the  West  Indies  took  4,320,000/.  of  Brit- 
isb  manu&ctnfea  and  prodoctions.  In 
1631,  it  fell  off  to  2,581,000/.— this  was 
the  eonseqaence  of  the  emancipatwn.  I 
speak  of  that  measure  with  all  respect, 
Imt  we  certainly  have  indolged  our  hu- 
manity at  the  cost  of  the  West  India 
ioteresu,  and,  for  this  reason,  we  are 
bound  to  protect  those  interests,  until  we 
carry  out  to  snccess  the  great  experiment 
of  not  only  eroaodpatiog  the  negro,  but 
also  of  civilizing  htm,  mi  awking  free 
oegiD  laboir  prodoctive.  The  shipping 
employed  in  the  West  India  Uade  is  697 
ships,  181,731  tons,  9,880  men.  Aus- 
tralia took  of  British  goods,  in  1821, 
126,114/.;  in  1831,  2,581,949/.;  and  in 
1840,  3,574.970/.  The  toul  value  of 
British  manufactures  and  prodoctions  ex- 
ported to  all  the  colonies,  in  1831,  was 
9,773,412/.;  in  ]840,itrose  to  17,499,824/. 
employing  6,742  ships,  1,443,000  tons, 
72,000  men.  Now,  prooeeding  to  the 
foreign  trade.  The  United  Sutes  took  of 
British  manufactures  and  prodoctions,  in 
1881, 9,053,583/. ;  in  1836, 12,425,605/. ; 
in  1640,  our  exporu  fell  off  to  5,283,020/. 
The  population  of  the  United  States  is 
17,000,009,  they  consumed,  m  1836, 14f. 
6rf.  per  hea4  Of  British  goods^  and  in 


1840,  about  6«.  per  head.  Taking  the 
United  States  official  tables,  it  appears, 
that  their  imports  from  the  United  King- 
dom and  exports  to  the  United  Kingdom 
were  in — 

Imports  from  the         Exports  (o  the 
United  Riagdoin.       United  Kingdom. 
Dollars.  Dollars. 

1837  44,886,000  54,583,000  » 

1838  44,867,000  52,179,000 

1839  65,964,000  47/)69,000 

1840  33,737,000  59,317,000 

Of  which  54,000,000  was  domestic 
produce.  The  shipping  employed  in  the 
trade  between  the  United  Kingdom  and 
the  United  States,  in  1840,  was,  of  Brit, 
ish  ships,  360,  180,000  tons,  7,329  men ; 
whilst  of  United  States  ships,  there  were 
839  ships,  409,000  tons,  14,791  men  ! 
Contrast  this  with  the  British  North  Ame- 
rican trade,  2,461  British  ships,  three, 
fourths  of  which  the  hon«  and  learned 
Member's  motion  would  throw  out  of 
employment.  Thus,  there  is  a  great  de- 
crease of  commercial  intercourse,  so  far  as 
this  depends  upon  them  with  the  United 
States.  Let  us  see  whether  this  diminu- 
tion in  our  exports  to  that  country  is 
likely  further  to  diminish  or  otherwise.  I 
ventured  to  state  to  the  House,  some  time 
ago,  my  conrietion  that  whaterer  we 
might  bare  done,  or  may  yet  do,  the 
United  States  would  not  relax,  fiir  less 
abolish,  their  protective  system.  1  showed 
bv  extracts  from  the  speeches  of  all  the 
Presidents,  from  Washington  to  Van 
Buren,  that  the  protective  system  would 
be  steadily  adhered  to.  I  beg  now  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  present  President  upon 
this  subject  :— 

''The  diminution  in  the  revenue,  arising 
from  the  great  diminution  of  duties,  under 
what  it  called  the  Compromise  Act,  neces- 
sarily iofolves  the  Treasury  in  embarrass- 
ments, wbicb  have  been  for  some  years  pal- 
liated by  the  temporary  expedient  of  issuing 
Treasury  notes — an  expedient  which,  affording 
no  permanent  relief,  has  imposed  upon  Con- 
gress, from  time  to  time,  the  necessity  of  re- 
placing the  old  hy  a  new  issue. 

**The  contemplated  revision  of  the  tariff 
duties  may,  and  doubtless  will  lead»  in  the 
end,  to  a  relief  of  the  Treasury  from  these  con- 
stantly recurring  embtfrassments." 

In  compliance  with  this  recommenda- 
tion, certain  resolutions  were  moved  by 
Mr.  Clay,  of  which  I  shall  only  mention 
the  3rd  and  4th : — 

"3rd,  Resolved, therefore, that  the  rates  of  da^ 
2T2 
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and  abandon  its  practice.  The  following 
18  an  extract  of  the  reply  of  Mr.  Clay  to 
an  address  presented  to  him,  conveying 
the  strongest  expression  of  their  thanks  for 
hit  advocacy  of  the  American  system  and 
for  having  proposed  the  resolutions : — 

''Those  nations  which  make  the  nearest 
approach  to  free-trade  are  in  the  least  pros- 
perous state.  Duriog  the  last  nine  yean, 
about  half  of  our  importations  have  been  duty 
free ;  and  the  other  half,  a  descending  scale 
has  been  progressive.  If  there  were  anj  troth 
in  free-trade,  our  country  ought  at  this  time  to 
be  in  the  enjoyment  of  vast  prosperity  !  But 
directly  the  reverse  is  our  melancholy  condi- 
tion. Never  were  the  productions  of  agricul- 
ture selling  at  more  discouraging  prices  ;  and 
our  great  southern  staple,  cotton,  which  was  to 
have  been  so  highly  benefitted  by  a  reduction 
of  duties,  is  now  selling  at  ruinous  prices.  We 
shall  not  rise  from  our  present  embarrassed 
position  until  we  produce,  within  our  own 
country,  more  of  the  supplies  necessary  to 
consumption,  and  depend  less  on  foreign 
countries,  by  a  tariff  properly  adjusted  to  sti« 
mulate  production  at  home,  and  to  diminish 
importations  from  abroad  ^ 

Now,  with  respect  to  France.  In  1839, 
France  took  from  the  United  Kingdom,  of 
raw  materials  necessary  for  her  arts  and 
manufactures,  2,168,513/.;  of  articles  in 
a  manufactured  state  1,565,757 ;  of  Bri- 
tish manufactures  for  consumption,  only 
670,357 ;  whilst  we,  in  that  year,  took 
from  France  raw  produce  of  the  Talae  of 
2,173,147Z.,  and  of  her  manufactures  we 
took  2,002,847/.,  and  we  actually  re^ 
mitted  in  specie  3,055^838/.  sterling! 
Then  the  trade  in  linen  yams  and  linen 
manufactures,  of  which  we  exported,  in 
1840,  to  the  amount  of  13.137,3671bs. 
weight,  of  the  value  of  629,533/,  sterling, 
or  more  than  one-fourth  of  our  exports  to 
France.  Let  me  appeal  to  a  late  mea- 
sure of  the  French  government,  increasing 
vastly  the  duties  on  this,  to  show  what 
prospects  there  are  of  our  trade  with 
France  becoming  more  valuable.  Ex- 
amining the  commercial  intercoune  be- 
tween France  and  the  United  States,  it 
appears  that  France  inclines  most  to  in- 
crease her  commercial  intercourse  with 
that  country.  The  trade  with  the  United 
States  is  more  valuable  to  France  than 
ours  is^  upon  the  footing  which  she,  not 
we.  have  placed  it,  and  that  of  France  is 
very  valuable  to  the  United  States — and 
both  unquestionably  are  actuated  by  com- 
mercial rivalry  and  maritime  ambition  with 
respect  to  this  country.  We  see  on  the 
one  hand  an  enormous  increase  of  their 


ties  on  foreign  imports  ought  to  be  augmented 
beyond  the  rate  of  20  per  cent,  so  as  to  produce 
a  net  revenue  of  26,000,000  dollars,  22,000,000 
dollars,  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  Govern- 
ment, 2,000,000  dollars  for  the  payment  of  the 
existing  debt,  and  2,000,000  dollars  as  a  re- 
served fund  for  contingencies. 

*^  4th,  Resolved,  that  in  the  adjustment  of  a 
tariff,  to  raise  an  amount  of  60,000,000  dollars 
of  revenue,  the  principles  of  the  Compromise 
Act  generally  should  be  adhered  to,  and  that 
especially  a  maximum  rate  of  ad  valorem  duties 
should  be  established,  from  which  there  ought 
to  be  as  little  departure  as  possible." 

These  having  been  adopted,  a  tariff  bill 
has  been  reported,  increasing  enormously 
the  duties  upon  all  importations,  and  which 
will  certainly  act  very  restrictively,  if  not 
prohibitively,  on  those  of  the  United  King- 
dom.  I  wish  the  House  would  permit  me 
to  read  an  extract  from  Mr.  Clay's  speech 
in  moving  these  resolutions,  it  will  show 
how  little  we  have  to  rely  on  the  assertions 
that  have  been  made,  and  expectations  en- 
tertained here,  as  to  the  Americans  aban- 
doning their  protective  system  : — 

''I  contend,  with  entire  confidence,  that  it 
is  perfectly  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Compromise  Act  to  impose  duties  to  any 
amount  whatever,  30,  40,  or  more  per  cent  on 
imports,  subject  only  to  the  condition  of  an 
economical  administration  of  the  Government. 
We  have  tried  free-trade—we  have  listened  to 
its  advocates — ^that  it  would  remedy  the  sad 
picture  of  fields  abandoned,  houses  dilapi- 
dated, overseers  turning  masters,  and  masters 
overseers,  general  stagnations,  and  approach- 
ing ruins.  Those  gentlemen  cried  out  to  us, 
alK»Iish  your  tariff  of  duties  on  importations, 
reduce  your  revenue  to  the  standard  of  an  eco- 
nomical Government,  and  all  those  evils  will 
disappear;  you  will  have  augmented  prices 
for  your  staples,  contentment  and  happiness 
will  be  restored  to  a  distressed  people.  Well, 
we  did  reduce  the  tariff.  After  nine  years  of 
protection,  we  have  had  nine  years  of  descend- 
ing tariff  and  free-trade.  I  am  not  going  into 
abstractions  and  metaphysics,  but  two  leading 
facts  have  been  established — namely,  that  a 
high  tariff  did  not  put  down  the  prices  of  staple 
commodities,  and  a  low  tariff  and  free-trade 
have  not  been  able  to  save  them  from  depres- 
sion. 

*'  These  are  facts  that  casuists  and  the  ad- 
vocates of  a  one-sided  paralytica!  free-trade 
cannot  controvert,  say  what  they  like  in  favour 
of  free-trade,  by  which  we  turn  our  sound  side 
to  the  world,  and  our  blighted  and  paralytic 
side  towards  our  own  people." 

Now,  this  is  just  what  free-trade  would 
do  here.  It  would  blight  our  home  market, 
destroy  our  colonial  markets,  and  play  into 
the  hands  of  rivals  who  abjure  the  theory, 
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tariff,   which  will  roost   seriously  affect 
this  country,  and  on   the  other  part  a 
late  increase  ^of  the  prohibitory  system, 
which  will  most  seriously  affect  us  likewise. 
Then,  in  the  midst  of  these  e? idences, 
we  ought  to  note  the  very  portentous  vote 
of  the  CJbamber  of  Deputies  forcing  upon 
the  Government,    and  the  Government 
adopting  it,  a  vote  for  keeping  ready  in 
the  roads  eight  sail  of  the  line  more  than 
the  Government  demanded.     Now,  the 
value  of  British  manufactures  and  produc- 
tions exported  to  all  the  world,  in  1831, 
was    37,164,372/.;    in     1840     it    was 
51,406,430/.;    of  which  there  was  Ex- 
ported to  the  colonies, in  1831,9,773,412/.; 
and  in  1840, 17,499,824/. ;  the  increase  in 
the  colonial  trade  being  7,726,412/.    The 
total  of  British    shipping   employed    in 
trade  with  all  the   world  was,  in  1841, 
17,883  ships,  3,197,501    tons,   172,100 
men,  of  which  more  than  one-third  was 
employed  in  the  colonial  trade.     Now,  it 
appears  from  these  statements  that  the 
economic  maxim  of  free-trade — that  for 
every  increase  in  our  reception  of  the  pro- 
duction of  other  countries  there  is  a  co- 
extensive and  contemporaneous  demand 
for  British  manufactures— is  true  with  re- 
spect to  the  colonial  trade  in  this  Tespect, 
and  likewise  in  the  employment  of  British 
shipping ;  but  it  is  not  true  with  respect 
to  France  and   the  United  States,  and 
other  countries,  and  then    the  colonial 
trade  is  increasing  in  a  much  higher  ratio 
than  the  foreign  trade.     Now,  what  our 
manufacturers  want  and  what  all  our  in- 
terests require  is  not  increased  production, 
but  increased  consumption.    This  we  can 
command  in  the  colonies —it  is  steadily  in. 
creasing ;  and,  if  we  will  but  cultivate  the 
boundless  spaces  which  we  possess  there, 
and  the  abundant  elements  of  every  kind 
which  we  require,  there  we  shall  find  our 
best  certainty,  profit,  and  power ;  but  if 
we  neglect  those  sources,  withdraw  pro- 
tection from  their  productions,  disregard 
and  depress  the  colonial  trade,  frame  all 
our  measures  and  regulations  with  a  view 
to  seek  to  extend  foreign  trade  at  the  sa- 
crifice of  the  colonial  trade,  and  in  the 
vain  hope  of  stopping  other  nations  in  the 
prosecution  of  the  protective  system,  we 
shall  exchange  substance  for  shadow.  The 
hon.  Members  opposite  congratulate  them- 
selves that  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
have  gone  over  to  the  adoption  of  the 
theory  of  free-trade.  1,  for  one,  have  made 
W  attchforrendar.    I  maintain  firmly  the 


protective  principle  applied  to  all  national 
interests  severally,  giving  to  each  a  just 
and  reasonable  degree  of  protection,  which 
may  produce  the  greatest  possible  ad- 
vantage to  all  interests.  The  protective 
principle  is  affirmed  in  this  tariff,  and  we 
are  now  discussing  its  details.  The  hon. 
Members  opposite  receive  it  with  great 
satisfaction.  They,  therefore,  rather  come 
over  to  a  modification  of  the  protective 
principle,  than  that  we  surrender  to  the 
doctrines  of  free-trade.  My  convict  ionis 
that  the  colonial  system  is  in  danger, 
from  the  progress  which  that  specious,  but 
fraudulent,  philosophy  is  making  here, 
whilst  other  nations  abjure  it.  1  speak 
with  great  respect,  personally,  of  its  very 
able  and  learned  disciples  opposite.  Not 
intentionally,  nor  advisedly,  but  eSiectu- 
ally,  nevertheless,  is  that  theory  used  to 
subvert,  in  fact,  the  colonial  empire. 
Perhaps  the  House  would  permit  me  to 
advert  to  the  opinion  of  a  few  eminent 
statesmen  of  the  vastness,  the  power,  the 
supremacy,  the  invincibility  of  this  great 
empire.  A  celebrated  French  statesman 
and  savan  (M.  Charles  Duping  who  came 
to  this  country  to  examine  practically  into 
the  means  and  system  by  means  of  which 
this  empire  was  raised,  and  how  far,  by 
such  means,  the  commerce  and  manufac- 
tures, and  navigation  and  maritime  power 
of  France  might  be  restored  (and  she  has 
made  vast  progress  towards  this),  writes— 

'^  Thus,  from  a  common  centre,  by  the  vi- 
gour of  her  institutions,  and  the  advanced 
state  of  her  civil  and  military  arts,  an  island, 
by  itself  a  spot  in  the  Archipelago  of  Ocean, 
and  which  may  scarcely  be  reckoned  a  state  of 
the  third  order,  causes  the  force  of  its  industry, 
and  the  weight  of  its  power,  to  be  felt  in  the 
remotest  extremities  of  the  four  quarters  of  the 
globe ;  rules,  peoples,  and  civilizes  about  one- 
fifth  of  the  universe,  with  races  who  receive  her 
laws,^peak  her  tongue,  adopt  her  manners  and 
customs,  deal  exclusively  with  her  subjects  on 
her  own  terms,  and  prosper  by  her  enlightenment 
aud  arts.  It  is  because  the  external  provinces 
of  her  empire  are  separated  from  her  by  im- 
mense distances,  that  she  is  not  vulnerable 
through  any  or  either.  It  is  because  they  are 
distant  from  each  other,  that  they  cannot  be 
reduced  under  the  yoke  of  a  single  adversary. 
To  attack  them  is  difficult— to  blockade  them 
impossible.  The  supply  of  so  many  home 
markets  ensures  encouragement  to  the  metro- 
politan, and  conveys  the  productions  of  her 
mdustry  to  possessions  on  toe  shores  of  every 
sea;  enables  her  to  employ,  in  peace,  in 
voyages  which  she  reserves  to  herself,  a  vast 
number  of  vessels;  and  to  train  prodigious 
numbers  of  seameui  wbichi  in  war,  enable  her 
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that  has  withstood  a  world  in  anos*  and 
may  be  maintainad  io  its  nupreinacy  by 
obsenring  the  priociplet  that  made  it 
great*  But  if  we  do  otherwise*  if  we 
abandon  those  principleSf  Samson*h1ce 
shall  we  pull  down  on  our  own  heads  a 
mighty  ruin,  and  tumulate  to  owrself es  a 
terrible  monument  of  our  folly* 

"  Living,  shall  we  forfeit  fair  reoown. 
And  doubly  dying  shall  go  down 
To  the  vile  dust^  from  whenee  «se  sprung^ 
Unwept,  unhonoursd  and  nnsung." 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  did  not  feel  quite  cer- 
tain that  he  should  be  perfectly  hi  order 
wetehenowtomakethe  proposition  of  which 
he  had  given  notice.  It  was  in  these  words, 

**  That  the  duty  on  colonial  timber  be  re« 
duced  to  5s.  per  losd»  and  the  duty  on  foreign 
timber  to  35t.,  and  that  the  measurement  of 
deals  for  the  purpose  of  charging  duty  be 
taken  in  conformity  with  the  reoondnendation 
of  the  committee  of  1835*" 

In  JQstice  to  the  spirit  which  appeared 
to  actuate  her  Majesty's  Goveroraenty  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  many  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  hailed  the  tariflF  as 
bringing  with  it  much  good  at  present^ 
and  likely  to  produce  more  hereafier^  and 
he  therefore  wished  to  thank  the  Govern* 
meat  for  it,  though  he  took  upon  hiSMelf 
to  say  that  some  portion  of  the  merit  of 
that  measure  was  doe  to  those  in  thai 
House  upon  whose  suggestions  it  had,  io 
some  degree,  been  founded*  Without 
slopping  to  discuss  the  questieo  as  to  who 
was  really  entitled  to  the  oopyright  of  the 
tariff,  he  fek  bound  at  least  to  thank  the 
Government  for  the  present  edition. 
Bearing  his  testimony,  then,  to  the  gene* 
ral  merits  of  the  measure,  he  still  showM 
say  that  the  timber  duties  formed  its 
weakest  portion.  In  the  tariff  there  were 
sins  of  GommissioB  as  well  as  those  of 
oaaission,  but  the  limber  duties  formed  its 
cardinal  and  crying  fault.  Influenced  by 
that  convM!tion,  1m  gave  oottce  of  the 
motion  which  he  was  now  abo«t  to  sub^ 
mitysnd  he  felt  strongly  persmded  that 
the  duties  which  he  proposed  were  thoee 
which,  under  the  circumstances,  the  H^uee 
ought  to  adopt.  He  begged  to  say,  thai 
he  was  one  of  those  who  now  and  at  aU 
times  maintained  the  great  vahie  of  our 
colonies  to  the  mother  country. 

Viscount  Sandon  rose  to  order.  He 
wished  to  know  which  of  the  tww  propoet* 
lions  they  were  disctt8SH»g,-«the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Renfrewshire  or  that 
of  the  hoD.  and  Uarted  Meaaber  foe  Batl^? 


naval  force  to  fly,  at  the  first  sigoal  of  alarm, 
10  carry  succour,  and  reinforcement  to  any 
menaced  point,  by  which  thev  become  iropreg- 
nable  by  iorce^  and  irreducible  by  famine." 

Hear  what  Mr.  Gambrelang,  an  eminent 
statesman  of  the  United  States,  says  :— 

**  Through  all  the  past  changes  of  her  regu- 
lations of  trade.  Great  Britain  has  never  per- 
mitted any  conflicting  interest  to  interfere 
with  the  steady  growth  of  her  commercial  ma* 
rine;  she  has  been  consistent  in  omitting  no 
occasion  to  check  the  progress  of  her  rivaU  for 
naval  power.  Change  her  ministers  as  she 
may,  this  has  been  her  permanent  policy.*' 

Listen  to  Huskissoo : — 

^  It  is  the  first  and  paramount  law  of  every 
state  to  provide  for  its  own  safety  and  defence ; 
we  will  never  listen  to  a  theory  which,  by 
withdrawing  protection  from  the  colonial 
trade,-would  render  insecure  those  possessions 
on  which  essentially  depends  the  power  of 
Great  Britain  to  retain  that  high  station  in  the 
rank  of  nations  which  she  owes  to  her  com- 
mercial and  colonial  ascendancy ;  and,  least 
of  all,  shall  we  listen  to  the  representations  of 
states  which  evince  lx>undless  jealousy  of  our 
navigation  in  peace,  and  of  our  maritime  as- 
cendancy in  case  of  war ;  and  who  tell  us  dis* 
tinctly  that  they  are  steadily  looking  to  the  eU 
terior  object  of  one  day  disputing  with  us  the 
dominion  of  the  seas." 

Thus  spoke  Huskisson,  the  advocate  of 
reciprocity,  but  the  wise  and  steady  pro* 
lector  of  the  colonial  system^  But  that 
empire  is  in  danger  from  the  progrese 
which,  I  repeat,  thia  specious  but  fraudo^ 
lent  philosophy  is  making,  and,  if  carried 
out,  it  must  blight  our  own  prospects.  If 
it  could  hi  shown  that  it  were  true,  and 
that  other  nations  would  reciprocate  with 
us  on  its  principles,  why  let  us  play  the 
whole  game*  Let  us  go  all  the  length  <A 
the  theory.  Let  us  convert  our  hardy  tars 
into  effeminate  spinners — our  fiibricators 
of  **  Britain's  best  bulwarks''  into  the 
builders  of  spinning  jennies !  Let  us  con« 
vert  lar^  masses  of  our  robust  agricultu- 
rists into  increased  numbers  of  maaofao* 
turers — throw  land  out  of  cultivation! 
Let  us  discard  our  colonies— resolve  them 
into  foreign  states — and,  on  the  principles 
of  free-trade,  being  divested  of  those 
"  burdens,"  make  ourselves  dependent  on 
foreign  powers  for  the  materials  of  our  in- 
dustry, the  means  of  subsistence,  and  the 
elements  of  our  power !  But  I,  for  one, 
will  be  no  party  to  this ;  I  will  attack  such 
folly  wherever  1  find  it ;  and  if  this  House 
should  ever  become  the  instrument  of  such 
a  visionary  and  dangerous  course,  we 
9baU  ittioi  hen  from  witbiai  aa  empire 
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[It  was  after  some  conversation  settled 
thAt  the  question  shoald  be  pat  on  Mr. 
Roebnek's  amendtnent,  but  that  Mr. 
Stewart  should  state  his  Tiews.] 

Mr.  P.  M,  Stewart  when  interrupted 
had  been  about  to  say  that  he  considered 
the  colonies  inestimable.  We  had  our 
colonies  extending  over  half  the  globe,  and 
in  those  colonies  we  could  command  a 
inarket,  even  though  all  other  markets 
failed  us.  In  addition  to  the  authorities 
quoted  bv  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  nad  just  sat  down,  in  respect  to 
the  value  of  colonies,  he  might  repeat  the 
often  repeated  saying  of  Napoleon  Bona- 
parte, and  the  speech  of  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  who  seemed  to  feel 
the  force  of  the  opinions  of  the  great  men 
who  bad  preceded  him  upon  that  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  in  introducing  the 
measure  had  declared,  that  although  he 
expected  to  derive  an  additional  revenue 
of  600,000/.  a  year  from  this  measure, 
nevertheless,  it  would  be  productive  of 
most  substantial  benefits  to  the  manufac- 
tures and  commerce  of  the  country,  and 
that  without  detriment  to  the  colonies* 
He  believed,  however,  that  the  differential 
duties  upon  timber  which  the  committee 
were  now  debating  had  been  fixed  upon 
in  error  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  through 
a  miscalculation  which  had  been  made  in 
taking  an  average  by  throwing  woods  of 
various  kinds,  which  ought  not  to  have 
been  included,  into  one  heterogeneous 
combination,  which  led  to  a  false  average 
being  taken,  namely,  41s.  as  the  average 
dvly  upon  foreign  timber,  instead  of 
46«.  \\d.  It  was  admitted  by  all  that 
the  preaent  duties  on  timber  required  al- 
teration. With  regard  to  Baltic  firs,  and 
the  deals  of  Norway  and  Sweden,  the  pro- 
htbitioo  was  too  absdnte,  and  the  trade 
was  hampered  by  it.  Bdt  in  taking  off 
the  screw  from  the  Baltic  department, 
they  did  not  draw  it  away  from,  but  fixed 
it  on,  the  colonial  department,  and  there- 
fore  they  crippled  the  colonial  trade.  The 
last  committee  which  sat  upon  this  sub- 
ject was  that  of  which  the  late  Lord  Sy- 
denham was  an  important  member,  and 
that  committee  resolved  upon  the  evidence 
before  it  that  there  shoald  not  be  a  greater 
Fsdoction  in  the  differential  duties  than 
7t.  6d.  or  8s. ;  and  Lord  Sydenham,  in 
letters  whteh  he  sent  home  fWNn  Canada, 
advised  that  if  Government  made  any  al- 
terations in  the  timber  duties  they  should 
Ml  o{MM  tlie  raoooMMBdatiMs  of  that 


committee;  and  what  he  complained  of 
was,  that  those  recommendations  were  not 
regarded.  The  advantages  to  be  derived 
by  the  consumer  from  the  present  duties 
would  be  felt,  it  had  been  argued,  in  the 
respective  articles  of  houses,  ships,  and 
fishing-boats.  Now,  he  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  get  a  calculation  of  the  l^eneflt 
to  be  (derived  from  the  proposed  reduction 
in  regard  to  the  building  of  houses ;  and 
he  proved  that  in  the  building  of  a  house 
which  cost  150/.,  and  which  consumed 
seven  loads  of  colonial  timber,  the  saving 
would  be  only  3/.  10s.  In  a  house  cost- 
ing 250/.  there  would  be  a  saving  of  5/. 
In  a  house  costing  500/.,  a  saving  of  11/. 
In  a  house  costing  1,000/.,  half  the  timber 
consumed  being  foreign  and  half  colonial, 
a  saving  of  40/.  might  be  effected.  .In  a 
house  costing  2,000/.,  in  which  eighty- 
eight  loads  of  timber,  two-thirds  foreign 
and  one-third  colonial,  were  used,  there 
would  be  a  saving  of  93/.  What  he  meant 
to  propose  was,  that  the  duty  on  colonial 
timber  should  be  5s. ,  and  on  foreign  355., 
so  that,  taking  the  present  proportion  of 
the  trade  as  three-fifths  colonial  and  two- 
fifths  foreign,  he  thought  that  his  propo- 
sition  would  come  to  about  the  same  result 
as  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath.  It  had  been  argued  by  some 
that  the  Government  ought  to  derive  no 
revenue  from  wood;  but  Mr.  Deacon 
Hume  said,  that  he  knew  no  article  better 
calculated  to  yield  revenue  than  wood. 
He  observed,  that  it  was  an  article  more 
extensively  used  throughout  the  country 
than  any  other,  and  moreover  it  was  one 
wholly  out  of  the  range  of  the  smuggler. 
Mr.  Deacon  Hume  maintained  that  it  was 
possible  to  raise  1,000,000/.  from  wood 
without  affecting  in  the  slightest  degree 
the  consumer.  He  objected  to  the  loss  of 
revenue  which  would  be  produced,  whilst 
at  the  same  time  there  would  arise  no 
compensating  benefit.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  that  the  duty  be  35«. 

Mr.  Greene  read  the  motion  formally 
from  the  Chair. 

Mr.^  Gladstone  said,  that  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  committee  was  now 
advanced  considerably  in  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff.  It  would  he  well  to  remind 
the  1  loose  with  respect  to  the  question 
which  had  been  raiseid  as  to  a  better  mea- 
surement of  timber,  that  it  was  one  the 
diecuBsion  of  which  must  be  suspended,  as 
it  was  not  legitimately  embraced  within 
tke  motion  then  under  the  consideratioa  of 
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the  committee.     He  would  come  to  the 
'^  proposition  actually  made  to  the  committee. 
There  was  first  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  and  there  was 
also  an  im  ortant    motion   by  the   hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Sir  H.  Douglas) 
whichf  however,  the  forms  of  the  House 
would  not  allow  him  to  bring  before  the 
House  at  that  time.     He  would  first  direct 
their  attention  to  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  entered  at  some 
len^h  into  a  general  discussion  of  the  ex- 
pediency of  creating  a  colonial  interest  in 
timber  by  means   of  differential  duties. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  com- 
puted the  loss  which  the  people  of  this 
country  sustained  by  the  article  of  Cana- 
dian timber.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber referred   particularly    to  the  lumber 
trade,  and  he  asserted  that  there  was  a 
loss  of  258.  a  load  on  that  article.    The  hon. 
and  learned   Member    argued,  that  the 
lumber  trade  was  of  no  benefit  to  any  but 
the  merchants,   whilst  it  operated  inju- 
riously to  Canadian  interests.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  maintained,  that  the 
government  was  creating  atrade  which  could 
only  be  fostered  by  law,  whilst  it  would 
be  in  direct  opposition  to  the  regular  rules 
and  principles  of  commerce.    If  the  propo- 
sitions of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
were  true,  then  they  formed  a  conclusive 
argument    against    the    adoption    of  his 
motion  at  the  present  moment.    With  re- 
spect to  the  argument  of  forcing  trade,  if 
it  were  unnatural,  if  it  counteracted  the 
force  of  nature,  it  was  a  conclusive  argu- 
ment why  we  ought  to  resort,  using  the 
words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath,  to  a  "  natural  system."     He  meant 
no  disrespect  to  the    hon.  and  learned 
Member  when  he  asserted  that  the  House 
could  not  consistently  entertain  his  propo- 
sition.    They  were  not  then  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  tariff,  but  in  the  midst 
of  it.     Several  schedules  had  already  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  House.     Up  to 
that  time  the  House  had  been  enforcing 
protective  duties.    Even  as  late   as  last 
Friday  evening,  when  the  motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House,  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection  had  been  maintained. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
by  asking   the   House  to  assent  to  his 
motion,  wished  the  committee  to  undo  all 
it  had  hitherto  done.     On  that  ground  he 
hoped  that  the  committee^ would  refuse  its 
sanction  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and 


learned  Member.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  was  out  of  time  now  in 
refusing  all  protection  to  the  colonial  ex- 
ports; if  the  House  were  to  do  so  now, 
surely  they  must  retrace  their  steps  and 
throw  open  the  colonial  markets  to  a  com- 
plete free  foreign  trade.    Within  a  week 
they  had  imposed  differential  duties  varying 
from  4  to  20  per  cent,  in  &vour  of  the 
trade  of  this  country — they  had  imposed 
those  duties  upon  the  colonial  markets; 
surely  then  they  would  not  be  so  unjust 
as  to  take  another  course  with  respect  to 
timber,  which  constituted  three-fourths  of 
the  exports  from  our  American  colonies. 
He  now  came  to  the  proposition  of  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite.    His  non.  Friend  (Mr. 
P.  Stewart)  said,  the  measures  proposed 
by  her  Majesty's  Ministers  woula  tend  to 
the  ruin  of  the  colony,  while  the  home 
consumer  would  receive,   if  any,  a  very 
trifling  benefit,  and  that  he  viewed  them 
with  great  alarm  and  distress.    When  he 
heard  his  hon.  Friend  complaining  in  such 
a  manner,  he  was  reminded  of  what  had 
fallen  from  the  same  hon.  Gentleman  a 
few  nights  ago.     His  hon.   Friend  said, 
that  he  being  a  sincei^  free  trader,  and 
being  dso  a  colonial  proprietor,  he  found 
it  rather   nice  steering^    and   very   nice 
steering  it  was  on  that  occasion.     His  hon. 
Friend  inquired  what  great  interest  would 
be  benefitted  by  the  cheapening  of  wood- 
he  challenged  any  one  to  point  out  any  in- 
terest in  the  country  which  would  be  ma- 
terially benefitted,  and  yet  at  the  same  time 
be  admitted,  that  upon  the  building  of  a 
house  which  would  cost  1,000/.,  the  saving 
would  be  40L,  and  on  one  costing  2,000/. 
it  would  amount  to  93/. ;  be  it  remembered 
that  saving  was  to  be  made  upon  the  wood 
alone ;  and  yet  hia  hon.  Friend  called  it  a 
paltry  reduction.    Why,    in   return,  he 
would  auk,  what  interest  in  the  country 
was  not  deeply  interested  in  having  good 
and  cheap  wood  ?     The   present  duties 
besides  laying  a  heavy  tax  upon  industry 
of  every  kind,  had  another  reralt— that  ot 
forcing  the  trade  into  channels  contrary 
to  nature.    All  of  that  would  be  obviated, 
and  that  was  as  much  a  matter  to  be  de- 
sired as  the  lowering  of  prices.    Then  with 
respect  to  the  motion  or  his  hon.  and  gal* 
lant  Friend  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  un- 
doubtedly considerable  loss  would  be  occa- 
sioned by  the  proposition  of  the  Govern*^ 
ment,  but  when  any  sacrifice  of  revenue 
was  to  be  made,  surely  it  was  most  de- 
sirable that  it  should  go  to  the  removal  of 
duties  which  pressed  upon  the  zaw  ma* 
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terialB  of  industry.  The  shipping  engaged 
in  the  American  trade  amounted  to  nearly 
one-fourth  of  the  tonnage  of  the  whole 
country^  and  therefore  that  was  an  ingre- 
dient in  the  question  which  rendered  it 
one  of  much  importance.  On  the  subject 
opened  by  his  hon.  Friend,  that  the  Go- 
Yemment  had  not  abided  by  the  reports  of 
the  former  committees  on  wood  duties,  he 
would  merely  say  that  those  committees, 
especially  that  of  1835,  contemplated  a 
change  in  the  timber  duties  as  an  isolated 
measure — it  was  not  to  be  connected  with 
many  reductions  and  numerous  changes— 
that  was  why  a  greater  reduction  on  colo- 
nial wood  was  now  justified.  Another 
reason  was,  that  when  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  R.  Peel)  removed  the  duties 
from  colonial  wood,  he  set  that  trade  free 
from  many  restrictions,  all  of  which  were 
expensiye.  For  instance,  under  the  present 
duties  much  wood  is  bonded,  and  that  adds 
considerably  to  the  cost,  but  on  that  mea- 
sure coming  into  operation,  the  duty  being 
nominal,  that  practice  would  be  done  away 
with,  and  that  source  of  expense  dried  up. 
That  would  prore  a  sreat  relief  to  the  co- 
lonial trade.  Now  let  him  contrast  the 
conduct  of  the  British  wood-grower  with 
that  of  the  colonial,  or  rather,  he  should 
have  said,  with  the  conduct  of  some 
who  were  connected  with  the  colonies. 
The  former  made  no  complaint  while 
the  latter  did  nothing  else.  What  was 
the  actual  amount  of  reduction  they 
were  going  to  make  ?  On  deals,  for  in- 
stance, taking  it  in  money,  it  was  but 
small,  but  with  reference  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  consumer  ^t  was  large  and 
wholesome.  There  was  not  always  a  per- 
fect correspondence  in  figures  and  calcula- 
tions on  this  subject,  but  he  would  take  a 
calculation  with  which  he  had  been  fur* 
nished  by  an  eminent  merchant  engaged 
in  the  colonial  timber  trade,  and  who  was 
opposed  to  the  Government  proposition. 
It  appeared  that  the  average  duty  upon 
foreign  doUs  had  been  43s,  9eL,  wad  upon 
colonial  deals  7s.,  leaving  a  difference  of 
36f.  9d.  against  foreign  deals.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed,  that  for  a  single 
year  the  duty  on  foreign  deals  should  be 
38s.,  and  that  subsequently  it  should  be 
32r.  On  the  average,  with  respect  to 
deals,  the  ultimate  amount  of  protection  to. 
colonial  produce  would  be  Sis.  6d.,  while 
at  present  it  was  36s.  9tL  This  was  the 
amount  of  reduction  proposed  to  be  ef- 
fected, and  he  did  not  tliink  it  could  be 
iMsonaUy  objected  to.    The  reduction  of 


Srotection  on  various  kinds  of  deals  might . 
e  considerable,  but  so  anomalous  a  rate  of 
duties  as  prevailed  at  present — which  was 
most  disadvantageous  to  the  consumer- 
could  not  be  continued  when  Parliament 
was  engaged  in  revising  the  commercial 
system.  The  reduction  with  regard  to 
timber  was  considerable.  The  present  duty 
on  colonial  timber  averaged  lis.,  on  Baltic 
timber  it  was  56s.  6d.,  so  that  the  protec- 
tion to  colonial  timber  was  455.  6d»  As  to 
the  timber  trade,  one  portion  of  the  Bri- 
tish market,  connected  with  the  mines, 
was  entirely  free,  and  colonial  timber,  with 
regard  to  this  branch,  enjoyed  no  protec- 
tion. It  was  felt  that  it  would  be  impo6-> 
sible  to  expect  that  Parliament  would 
sanction  the  permanent  continuance  of  this 
system.  It  was,  therefore,  proposed  that 
those  parties  who  required  timber  for 
mines  in  Cornwall  should  purchase  it  in 
the  same  manner  as  other  persons.  It 
was  true  that  those  parties  were  thus  de- 
prived of  a  valuable  privilege,  but  he  con-: 
ceived  they  would  be  compensated  by  the 
advantage  which  would  be  afforded  them 
by  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  com- 
modity. The  amount  of  duty  on  timber, 
in  consequence  of  drawbacks  obtained  on 
that  required  for  mines,  had  been,  in  fact, 
37s.  instead  of  45s.  6 J.  It  was  proposed, 
to  reduce  the  duty  at  once  to  305. 6d.,  and 
ultimately  to  25s.  3d. ;  and  this  was  the 
amount  of  protection  which  it  was  proposed 
to  extend  to  colonial  timber.  The  colonial 
importers  ought,  he  conceived,  to  be  satis- 
fied with  this  amount  of  protection,  especi- 
ally when  it  was  considered  that  they 
might  be  fiurly  called  upon  to  bear  their 
share  in  any  burdens  consequent  on  en- 
deavours to  fecilitate  the  revival  of  trade. 
It  was  contended  by  some  persons  who  ar- 
gued in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  a 
high  rate  of  protective  duty,  that,  under 
the  present  rate  of  duty,  eoual  and  hxr, 
competition  had  existed,  ana  they  main- 
tained that  this  was  an  increasing  trade. 
If  that  were  the  case,  he  presumed  the 
colonial  and  foreign  branches  oi  the  trade 
would  have  increieised  in  the  same  ratio. 
What,  then,  had  been  the  relative  increase 
in  the  colonial  and  Baltic  trades  with 
respect  to  the  principal  articles  of  trade  in. 
wood?  In  1821  this  country  imported 
from  the  Baltic  98,000  loads  of  wood  ;  in 
1841  the  quantity  was  114,000  loads.  In 
1821  the  quantity  of  colonial  timber  im- 
ported was  317,000  loads;  in  1841  the 
Santity  imported  was  632,000  loads, 
owiog  a  diffirence  of  nearly  100  per. 
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with  tegBUi  to  haltens  and  biitten  ettdd» 
firom  1821  to  1841  th^  importntions  of  fo^ 
reign  goOd#  into  this  oolinlrjr  had  inereased 
144  iier  oeot,  in  conseqdenoe  of  the  ad- 
vrtneiBg  demand ;  but  horn  the  coloniea 
the  iuportation  had  increaaed  479  per 
oettti  In  1891  the  quantity  of  foreign 
deab  and  deal-^nda  imported  waa  27,000 
great  hundredA^  while  in  1841  the  qolin. 
Sty  was  the  ntme*  The  Importation  firom 
the  C(4oiiea,  hower^^  was  In  1821  8^000 
great  hundreda,  while  in  1841  it  waa 
4(6,000  great  htindreda.  With  respeot  to 
atttrea,  there  had  bees  att  Inoreaae  on  f  ho 
impofttitiona  from  the  eelottiea  doHog  the 
laat  twenty  yeiira  of  71  per  cant.^  while 
there  had  been  a  deofOaae  ob  the  idiporta*i 
tiena  firom  the  Baltio  of  16  per  Oent»  He 
did  not  think  any  reasonable  argument 
bad  been  addticed  to  show  that  the  pro- 
posed alteration  of  the  duties  would  operato 
detrimentally  to  the  colonial  interest; 
and  there  eouhl  not  be  a  doubt  that  it 
woald  proTi^  moat  beneficial  to  the  oon- 
sumer  m  this  country.  It  was  unques- 
tionable that  the  change  might  b^  produo- 
tive  of  temporary  inconvenience,  and  that 
a  momentary  ^odt  might  be  giren  to  the 
trate.  Not  only  was  a  reduction  of  the 
duty  proposed,  bat  his  right  hmi.  Friend 
proposed  to  aft>rd  facilities  for  the  intro- 
duction of  dl  kinds  of  wood,  instead  of  ex- 
dudin^  obtain  desc^ptioos;  and  it  was 
impossible  to  substitute  a  system  of  eoua- 
lity  for  ono  of  inequality,  with  legim  to 
an  article  of  this  nature,  without  causing 
serious  inconfefeienoe.  He  understood  that 
a  motion  was  to  be  made  for  a  return  of 
the  number  of  ships  which  had  sailed  from 
Oi«at  Britdn  fer  Quebec  in  the  course  of 
the  laat  sprinff  as  compared  with  the  nunn 
her  whieh  had  sailed  m  the  course  of  the 
present  qninff.  He  had  Ao  doubt  the 
return  woidd  £ow  a  eonsiderablo  decrease ; 
but  he  dKmght  it  would  not  be  fiiir  to 
grsnd  any  argumNit  en  that  decrease. 
The  parties  who  had  come  befiwe  Govern- 
ment to  protest  against  the  change  in  the 
daty  on  wood  had  complained  that  under 
the  opstation  of  the  present  system  at  t^is 
timeK-eveii  with  the  protection  they  en« 
joyed*— tber  scarcely  cleared  the  cost  of 
fineight«  It  appeared  from  a  resolution 
adopted  at  a  meeting  at  Liverpool  in  April, 
that  North  American  timber  was  sold  at 
an  extremely  low  price.  It  appeared  by 
€halloBer's  Liverpool  Circular  lor  1841, 
that  Ameridtfi  timber  sdd  here  at  Is.  per 
tend  ttoder  iht  fiftt  OBSti  taking  Mf^t 


Doab  were  also  in  th«  satM 
predicament;  the  calculation  in  1841 
being,  that  the  cost  on  import  was  l8d. 
the  fi)Ot.  whilst  they  sold  here  at  \Bd., 
being  a  loss  of  20  per  cent.  These  filMa 
shomd»  that  notwithstanding  the  diss^- 
vantage^  thrown  in  the  way  of  the  fialtie 
trade,  and  the  unnatural  stimulus  givetf  to 
the  colonial,  still  the  ktter  did  not  pay. 
It  was  obrious^  then^  that  those  OftgagOd 
in  the  timber  trade  ^ould  have  a  bonimOn 
interest,  and  make  aoite  sacrifice  finr  the 
general  revival  of  trade.  It  should  be  aliv 
remembered^  that  the  increased  stimulus 
which  would  b^  giv^  to  trade  by  the  re« 
duction  of  other  duties  would  compebsMe 
for  anr  supposed  loss  whfch  the  ptopdsed 
altetation  might  be  calulated  to  oeDcasion. 
Sir  C.  Napier  admitted,  that  the  Cana- 
dian  timber  was  nOt  as  good  ils  that  of 
Riga,  but  the  inferiority  was  not  as  great 
as  the  hoo.  Member  for  Bath  would  have 
it  appear.  Every  power  in  the  Baltic 
could  build,  tnan,  arid  work  their  ships 
cheaper  than  we,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  n^ver  consent  to  any  proposition 
which  would  have  the  efiect  of  weakening 
our  navy. 

Mr«  Hume  said,  if  timber,  com^  and 
other  articles  were  freed  from  doty  we 
could  build  and  man  our  ships  cheaper 
than  any  other  nation.  The  question  now 
before  the  House  was  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  to  do  away  altogether 
with  differential  duties,  and  he  had  heard 
no  argument  urged  against  it*  His  hon» 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Bath 
had  said,  that  bytbe  repeal  of  the  differ- 
ential duties  England  woukl  get  timber 
both  better  and  cheaper,  and  he  had  proved 
that  the  colonists  would  lose  nothing.  His 
hen.  Friend's  Argument  on  this  bewl  had 
not  been  met  at  all.  The  change  Would 
have  the  effect  of  converting  a  nurabet  of 
persons  at  present  easployed  in  euttiiig 
timber,  who  were  a  very  lawless  and  un- 
ruly race,  into  agriculturists^  which  would 
unquestioimbly  be  a  gain  to  the  eolooy* 
The  only  question,  therefore^  was,  is  to 
the  carrying  trade,  in  which,  though  there 
might  be  some  small  bss  of  profit,  yei 
that  ought  not  to  be  put  in  competiUoa 
with  the  general  good.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  also  proved,  that  tb« 
revenue  would  be  benefitted  by  the  ehattge 
he  proposed.  The  proposition  then  WMid 
be  of  great  benefit  to  the  coloiiists  and  thu 
consumers  hers,  and  why  sbo«ld  It  nOt  b% 
adopted?  At a^y  mle, it WM n wmtritf 
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importance  to  decide  whether  they  ehoold 
ha?e  differentittl  duties  or  not  in  this  cese. 
That  point  had  hardly  been  adverted  to  in 
the  debate. 

Mr.  Sating  8aid»  that  on  a  former  oc- 
casion he  had  expressed  to  the  Honse  his 
opinion^  that  it  was  not  advisable  to  bring 
into  operation  any  new  differential  daties, 
or  to  increase  those  already  iA  existence ; 
but,  althottgh  he  Was  opposed  to  differ- 
ential duties  in  theory,  he  had  never  been 
of  opinion  that  it  was  expedient  to  get  rid 
at  once  of  the  existing  differential  dotiea 
without  reference  to  the  great  interests 
which  the  course  of  legislation,  whether 
right  or  wrong,  had  raised  up<  The  hon. 
Gentleman  here  proposed  30s.  H  toad  datv, 
while  the  Government  proposed  26^.  3a.a 
which  was  lower  than  the  duty  which  he 
had  proposed  last  year.  He  bad  in  fact 
himself  proposed  30s,,  and  the  reason  was 
this  i — ^the  eommittee  of  1821  stated,  that 
by  making  this  proposal,  they  left  a  bonus 
to  the  Canadian  grower  of  1 5s.  per  load. 
Lord  Spencer  had  proposed  the  same 
amount,  and  the  committee  of  1(B36  bad 
recommended  the  same.  He  had  there- 
fore thought  it  right  to  propose  that 
amount  of  differential  duty,  which  had 
the  sanetiofi  of  one  Government  tad  the 
authoritiea  be  had  mentioned,  but  the  pre- 
sent Government  having  shown  (hey  were 
favourable  to  the  principle  of  differential 
duties^  so  far  as  to  have  introduced  differw 
ential  duties  where  they  did  not  exist  be« 
fore,  when  he  found  that  they  proposed  a 
less  differential  duty  than  he  had  pro- 
posed, stating  that  it  would  be  beneficial 
to  trade,  he  thought  that  he  was  justified 
in  voting  with  them,  and  he  must  say,  that 
be  was  very  happy  to  find  that  the  amount 
of  differential  duty  which  he  bad  proposed 
with  the  coocorrence  of  the  late  Lord  Sy- 
denham  would  not  have  been  io  ruinous 
to  the  trade  as  he  was  told  when  he  ntro- 
daced  the  proposal  that  it  would  be  by 
bon.  Qentleoen  opposite.  With  regard 
to  the  proposition  of  the  Government,  al* 
thongk  there  were  some  grounds  on  which 
be  might  have  preferred  others,  he  should 
sttpport  it.  When  600,000/.  of  revenue 
was  to  be  saorificed,  he  might  be  of  opiti- 
ion,  that  a  more  satisfactory  arrangement 
might  be  made  than  to  spend  the  whole 
of  it  apon  the  reduction  of  the  timber 
dotiea.  Perhaps  he  might  think,  that  a 
OKide  of  disposing  of  that  amount  of  re* 
vottSM  roighl  be  fooad  which  would  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  prodsetive  !»• 


dustry  of  the  country.  P^bapUi  had  i 
measure  beeii  adopted  somewhat  like  that 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  by  reducing  the  differ- 
ential duty,  taking  off  155.9  aifd  leaving 
a  duty  of  30^.  on  Baltic  timber^  consider- 
able relief  might  have  been  afforded  to  the 
consumer  without  the  same  risk  Io  the  re* 
venue^  If  on  the  operation  of  the  Incone- 
tax  the  Ministers  could  afford  to  dispense 
with  a  sum  of  600,000/.,  he  thought  that, 
looking  at  the  article  of  cotton  wool,  dna 
at  the  articles  of  cheese  and  butter,  a  way 
of  spending  that  amount  might  have  been 
found  that  would  have  had  a  more  imme- 
diate effect  upon  the  production  and  iti- 
dustry  of  the  eotmlry,  and  upoti  the  ex- 
pense of  living.  But  still  he  could  not 
speak  lightly  of  so  great  a  reducdon  aft 
this  was  upon  an  article  of  this  kind ;  and, 
therefore,  althotigh  he  must  say  bon«  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  when  they  talked  of  the 
pressure  of  the  timber  duties,  seemed  t6 
forget  that  the  duty  on  coloAial  tiftiber 
was  raised  in  1821  from  2s.  6d,  (6  10s., 
by  Lord '  Ripon.  with  the  tJbnsetit  of  Mr. 
Huskissoti  and  Lord  Liverpool^  still,  ad- 
mitting«  as  he  did,  the  benefit  to  be  de- 
rived from  this  particular  measure^  and  re- 
serving hitf  opinion  as  to  whether  somd 
better  iftode  of  disposing  of  that  amount 
of  revenue  might  not  have  been  found,  he 
should  not  feel  justified  in  voting  against 
the  proposition  Of  the  Government. 

The  committee  divided  on  Mr.  Roe^ 
buck's  amendment :"— Ayes  16;  Noes  243 : 
—Majority  227. 

List  qf  ike  Ates. 


Bowring,  Dr. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford^  W.  S. 
Carrie,  R. 
DandaS)  hn.  J.  C. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Hollond,  R. 
Martin^  J. 
(TOonnetl,  J. 


PecheN,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 
Stausfield,  W.  R.C. 
Sirutt,  B. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wood,  B. 

IHLLBaS. 

Hume,  J. 
Roebuck,^.  A. 


Lisi  of  the  Noes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
A*Court,  Capt. 
Ackers,  J. 
Acton,  Cot. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
AntrobuSi  £. 
Arbuihnotf,  hon.  H. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bagot,  hob.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 


Bailey,  J.jun. 
Baird,W. 
Bankes,  6. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barriogton,  Visct. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bell,  Mr. 

Bentinck,  Lord  0«> 
DigitiBemafd,  Viseti    ^ 
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Blackburoe^  J.  I. 
Blackstooe,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bowes,  J. 
BramstOD,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bailer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bunbury,  T. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Campbell,  Sir  U. 
Campbell,  A. 
Chapman,  A. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Chebea,  ViscU 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Chute,  W.L.W. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G, 
Cockbum,rt.  hn.  Sir  G» 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cresswell,  B. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 

Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H . 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £• 
Douglas,  J«  D.  S. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
Eastnor,  Visct. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
£Uot,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
£scott,B. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Evans,  W. 
Famham,  E.  B, 
Fellowes,  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R«  A. 
Fielden,  J. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,SirW.W. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hn.G.C.W. 
Forster,  M. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
GaskeU,  J.  Milnes 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E, 
GlytiQ6|  Sir  S.  R. 


Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gordon,  Lord  F. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greenall,  P. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
Grogan,  E. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  J.  U. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardinge,rt.  hn.SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Hill,  Sir  R. 
Hinde,J.  H. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hope,  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P,  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,T. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingestrie,  Visct. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  S. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
James,  Sir  W.C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kelburne,  Visct. 
Kemble,  H. 
KnatchbulI,rthn.SirE. 
Knight,  H.G. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Labouchere,rt.  hon.H. 
Lascelles*  hon.  W.  S. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Layard,  Capt. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,.  E. 
Lookhart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Maclean,  D. 
M<Geachy,F.A. 


Mainwaring,  T. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Marton,  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Masterman,  J. 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Morison,  General 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Neville,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
Pakington,  J .  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R 
Peel,  J. 
Philpotts,  J. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Ponsonby,hn.C.F.A,C. 
Praed,W.T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pryse,  P. 
Rashleigh,W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 


Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Saodon,  Visct. 
ScholeEeld,  J. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Somerset  Lord  G. 
Somerville,SirW.M. 
Sotheron,  I.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  W.  Vi 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tuite,  H.  M. 
Turner,  E. 
Tumor,  C. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vemer,  CoU 
Vesey,hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walker,  R. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Williams,  W. 
Winnington,  SirT.E. 
Wood,  C. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T« 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  H. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 


Blank  611ed  up  with  30s.  as  the  Gofern- 
ment  proposed. 

On  the  motion  being  put  to  fill  id  the 
words  "  from  aod  after  the  10th  of  Octo- 
ber, 1843,  1/.  5s,'' 

Sir  H.  Douglas  mored,  that  the  Chair. 
man  report  progress,  and  ask  lea? e  to  tit 
again. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
press  the  discussion  of  important  matters 
at  so  late  an  hour;  bat  he  certainly  should 
wish  that  the  timber  table  might  be  gone 
through  that  night.  It  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  the  tariff  should  now  be 
got  through  as  soon  as  possible.  He  really 
believed,  that  at  present  long  discussions 
were  estimated  as  of  little  importance  com- 
pared with  the  settlement  of  commeroial 
arrangements.      Digitized  by  ^OOgle 
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Motion  to  report  progress  withdrawn. 

Original  question  put  from  the  Chair. 

Sir  H.  Douglas :  It  is  with  great  regret 
that  I  find  myself  under  the  necessity  of 
introducing  this  motion  to  the  House ;  but 
having  undertaken  this,  I  do  so,  not  as  a 
mere  ruse  de  guerre  to  keep  myself 
straight  with  my  constituents  and  others 
who  have  confided  their  representations  to 
to  me,  but  with  a  sincere  and  honest 
desire  to  succeed  in  my  motion,  or  if  not, 
to  prevail  upon  the  right  houg  Baronet  to 
accede  to  this — that  he  will  at  least  con- 
sent to  defer  the  application  of  the  ulterior 
duty  of  25s.  for  three  or  four  years.  Ap- 
proving  in  principle,  and  accordingly  sup. 
porting,  all  the  great  measures  brought  for- 
ward by  her  Majesty's  Government — find- 
ing embodied  in  this  tariff  the  protective 
principle,  and  being  engaged  in  discussing 
its  details  and  degrees,  I  may  state  to  the 
House  the  strong  objections  which  I  enter- 
tain  to  the  prospective  duty  of  25s.,  with- 
out evincing,  and  certainly  without  feeling, 
the  slightest  disposition  to  withdraw  any 
part  of  that  entire  and  full  confidence  which 
I  repose  in  the  ability,  integrity,  and  wis- 
dom of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemmenty  and  of  his  Colleagues,  m  their 
endeavours  to  eitricate  the  country  from 
those  difficulties  and  embarrassments  in 
which  it  is  now  involved.  I  approve  of  all 
the  principles  upon  which  this  tariff  has 
been  framed :  —  Prohibition  repealed — 
moderate  duties  substituted — the  differen- 
tial principle  extended,  and  the  degrees  of 
protection  revised  and  modified.  I  approve 
of  the  general  objects  of  this  tariff.  1st, 
Cheapness  to  the  consumer.  2nd,  To 
cheapen  all  raw  materials.  3rd,  To  re- 
duce the  cost  of  production.  4th,  To 
relieve  the  springs  of  industry  and  restore 
activity,  vigour,  and  energy,  to  the  trading, 
manufacturing,  commercial,  and  shipping 
interesu.  And  here  I  must  express  un- 
bounded admiration  at  the  industry,  ability, 
practical  knowledge,  and  enlightened 
views  with  which  this  important  measure 
if  framed.  I  admit  that  sacrifices  must  be 
made,  minor  evils  engendered,  perhaps,  to 
produce  the  general  good,  which  I  hope 
and  trust  will  be  the  result  of  this  great 
experiment.  But  the  apprehensions  so 
generally  entertained  with  respect  to  the 
application  of  the  ulterior  duty,  which  it  is 
the  object  of  my  motion  to  get  rid  of,  are 
not  of  fdinor  evils— but  of  major  evils, 
prejudicial  to  the  manufacturing,  shipping, 


and  cotonial  interests,  as  depending  upoa 
the  maintenanceof  the  British  North  Ame- 
rican trade ;  the  political  evils  which  may 
be  produced,  in  the  present  posture  of  our 
afiairs  in  British  North  America,  if  we  dp 
not  proceed  with  great  caution  in  dealing 
with  their  interests ;  and  then  the  stake 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself  has, 
and  to  which  I,  with  great  personal  regard 
and  respect,  attach  much  importance — 
namely,  that  this  measure  should  realise 
to  the  British  North  American  people  the 
strong  assurances  which  he  held  out  in 
bringing  forward  this  measure,  that  he  did 
not  propose,  either  at  present  or  perma- 
nently to  injure  their  interests,  but  to 
proceed  with  the  greatest  caution,  and  to 
do  nothing  that  can  suddenly  affect  their 
interests;  that  his  object  was  only  to 
cheapen  timber  to  the  British  consumer, 
without  interfering  with  the  proportions 
in  which  it  is  supplied,  severally  from  the 
colonies,  and  from  the  Baltic ;  but  which 
assurances,  I  very  seriously  apprehend, 
will  not  be  carried  out,  if  the  ulterior  duty 
should  take  effect,  as  proposed.  My  coiw 
stituents  are  deeply  concerned  in  this 
trade,  and  seriously  alarmed  as  to  the 
very  prejudicial  and  ruinous  effects  of  that 
extreme  part  of  the  measure.  They  are 
willing  and  prepared  to  make  sacrifices 
for  the  general  good ;  but  they  all  concur 
that  the  descent  of  protection  from  SOt* 
to  25s.  would  be  a  vast  and  ruinous  sacri<» 
fice.  Every  other  constituency  in  the 
United  Kingdom  concur  in  this,  and  have 
all  confided  to  my  noble  Colleague  and 
myself  petitions  to  this  effect.  From  every 
part  of  British  North  America,  I  have 
received  strong  petitions  against  the  pro* 
posed  measure,  and  which  representations 
I  deem  it  my  duty  to  make  ftiithfully  to 
this.  House,  whilst  discussing  and  dispos* 
ing  of  their  interests,  where  they  are  not 
represented.  The  Governor-general  of 
Canada  transmits  five  petitions,  represent* 
ing  in  very  strong  terms  the  very  great 
alarm  into  which  they  have  been  thrown 
by  the  proposed  measures,  and  submits 
the  expediency  of  a  delay  of  four  or  five 
years.  No  recent  representations  from 
Nova  Scotia  have  been  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, but  those  of  last  year  deprecate  in 
the  strongest  terms  the  then  proposed 
alterations  in  the  timber  duties  and  the 
inter-colonial  trade.  The  Lieutenant-Go- 
vernor of  New  Brunswick  transmits,  and 
strongly  recommends  to  the  favourable 
consideration  of  her  Majesty's  Government^ 
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twelve   petitions  agaiost   the   proposed 
measures.    He  remarks — 

**  That  aay  sudden  alteration  in  the  duties, 
and  without  afibiding  time  and  aid  in  develop- 
19^  new  resources,  will  seriously  aggravate  the 
dislrass  now  pcavaiiing." 

gain,  on  the  30th  of  Maroh  last — 
"  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  this  petition 
expresses  very  generally  the  sentiments  enter- 
lamed  at  this  time  by  the  inhabitants  of  the 
other  counties,  but  who,  from  the  informatioa 
of  the  prop<Mied  measures  ha?ing  only  been 
received  by  the  last  packet,  they  have  been 
unable  to  send  up  petitions  in  time  to  be 
transmitted  by  the  present  mail.'' 

And  ID  another  despatch  of  the  same 
date,  he  writes — 

^  I  have  just  received  die  endoied  address 
to  the  Queen  from  the  legislative  Council  and 
yissembly  of  this  province,  on  the  subject  of 
the  changes  which  are  understood  to  have  been 
proposed  in  Parliament,  affecting  the  regula- 
tion of  the  trade  of  the  British  colonial  posses- 
sions; and  having  already  explained  to  your 
Lordship  my  apprehensions  of  the  effect  of 
those  changes  at  this  time  on  the  inhabitants 
of  this  provinee,  I  have  only  to  reoommeod  the 
subject  to  the  consideration  of  your  Lordship 
and  her  Majesty's  Qovemment." 

Before  I  proceed  to  the  figures  of  this 
caae^  I  deem  it  right  to  maike  a  few  ob* 
•ervatioos  on  the  ratio  of  the  proposed 
reduction  in  the  scale  of  daties.  Taking 
ibose  on  cokmiel  timber  smgly,  it  appears 
to  be  a  vast  boon.  That  redaction  is 
wine^tentha.  The  reduction  on  the  foreign 
limber  is  infinitely  lees;  but  the  ratio  of 
protectWQ  is  not  always  that  in  which  the 
seale  may  be  altered,  where  the  difference 
of  duty  it  considerable,  as  in  this  case, 
and  the  proportions  of  the  article  of  tim- 
ber suppned  pretty  evenly  maintained.  In 
this  caae,  the  great  abtolnte  reduction  of 
the  higher  daty  destroys  the  balance,  al- 
though the  ratio  of  that  decrease  is  in* 
finitely  lesa  than  that  of  the  other  duty. 
I  hope  the  Hoase  will  not  be  abrmed 
at  ny  irofckliog  this  paper,  covered 
with  fignres;  I  shall  take  out  our  case 
and  present  it  in  very  simple  terms. 
In  the  year  1840  there  were  imported  from 
the  Baltic  woods  of  all  sorts  to  the 
aoMMint  of  607,533  loads,  the  average 
rate  of  daty  paid  on  which  was  43s.  6c<. ; 
bat  this  incbded  firewood,  sobjcct  to  a 
specific  dwty  by  fathom,  bat  which,  re- 
dnced  to  kmds,  amounted  to  40,963,  ave* 
rage  rate  of  doty  4s.  4^  Bot  this  sort 
•f  wood  stnff  oa^ht  not  to  have  been 
taken  inio  cakolatton  lor  the  pwrpoea  ef 


determining  the  average  rate  of  doty  per 
load.  Subtracting,  then,  40,963  from 
607,533,  we  have  566,570,  and  the  ave- 
rage duty  46s.  3^,  which  is  a  difference 
of  5f.  3<£.  over  the  41s.,  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  stated  to  be  the  average 
rate  of  duty  paid  upon  all  woods  imported 
from  the  Baltic ;  and  was,  in  fact,  the 
cardinal  number  upon  which  the  scale  of 
duties  00  foreign  timber  and  deals,  pro* 
posed  by  her  Majesty's  Govemmeat,  was 
framed.  Bot  my  constituents  think  they 
have  a  right  to  claim  a  higher  average 
rate  of  doty  than  this.  They  plead  that 
neither  oak-knees,  lathwood,  handspikes, 
nor  spars,  being  all  sabject  to  specific 
duties,  should  luve  been  taken  into  the 
calculation.  The  total  quantity  of  these 
imported,  end  reduced  to  k>ads,  amount 
to  35,740,which,  subtracted  from  566,570, 
leaves  530,830,  and  the  average  rate  of 
doty  rises  to  47s.  \\d.,  which  is  6s.  \\d. 
over  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  cardinal 
number  of  4ls.  But  I  do  not  intend  to 
claim  this,  and  confine  my  case  to  the 
5s.  3d.  diffisrence,  and  claim  to  apply  the 
5i.  to  get  rid  of  the  descent  of  5#.  from 
30s«  to  5^.,  and  so  eztiugnish  that  ul* 
terior  doty.  Now,  applving  here  what  I 
have  said  upon  the  snoject  of  rataoa  of 
protection,  I  shall  state,  first,  the  propor- 
tion in  which  timber  has  been  anppiiad 
from  the  B^tic  and  frooi  the  ccdoniea 
under  the  present  scheme.  The  OMntity 
of  red  pine  impmted  from  the  Baltic  was 
138,000.  From  the  colonies  it  was 
05,000,  being  43,000  in  favour  of  the 
Baltic.  The  oak  was  nearly  eqnal,  being 
29,100  from  the  Baltic  and  29^00  fixMn 
the  colonies.  Now,  the  protection  by 
which  this  proportion  waa  maiotained 
was  45s.  It  is  proposed  to  reduce  it  to 
25s. ;  if  this  be  done  it  must  be  quite 
clear  that  the  proportion  must  be  very 
materially  altered  and  the  coloniea  se» 
riously  injarsd.  Of  yellow  pine,  the  ios- 
portation  from  the  colonies  was  439,967, 
and  of  ash,  elm^  and  birch  60,8S5 ;  and 
\i  is  hoped  the  colonies  will  contunae  to 
supply  those  articles.  Now,  with  respect 
to  deals,  the  importation  into  Great  Bri* 
tain,  from  the  Baltic,  was  321,894,  and 
from  the  colonies  208,239,  whieh  shows 
that  the  protection  even  of  35s*  6d.  waa 
not  sufficient.  The  importation  of  deals 
from  the  Baltic  into  Ireland  waa  3,601, 
from  the  colonies  it  was  65,303,  wfakh  I 
am  bound,  in  all  faimeu,  to  admit  waa 
tco»Kh.    The  n»r«„^a»|^(l^^,^ 
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interfered  with ;  and  it  is  searcely  neces-> 
lary  to  trace  further  the  distress,  the  dis- 
appointment, the  loss  of  confidence,  that 
must  ensue.  I  shall  not  take  up  more  of 
the  time  of  the  House  at  this  late  hour, 
by  dwelling  further  upon  the  case  which  I 
represent,  and  upon  the  grounds  and 
under  the  circumstances  which  I  have 
endeavoured  to  state,  as  concisely  and 
distinctly  as  possible.  I  move  that  the 
duty  on  and  after  October  next  on  foreign 
timber  shall  be  30s.,  and  on  deals  38s., 
both  per  load ;  and  that  the  ulterior  duty 
of  25s.,  contenyiated  in  the  proposed 
measure,  shall  juM;  take  effect. 

Sir  A.  Peel  sukI,  of  all  the  calculations 
iie  had  heard  as  to  the  probable  effect  of 
the  plan  he  proposed  for  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  timber  duties,  the  most  strik- 
ing was  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Renfrewshire  (Mr.  P.  M. 
Stewart),  who  was  generally  opposed  to 
her  Majesty's  Government,  and  not  very 
favourable  to  his  financial  measures,  but 
who  calculated  that  on  a  sum  of  2,000/. 
employed  in  house  building  there  would 
be  a  savine  on  the  article  of  timber  alone 
of  93/.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman's  calcula- 
tion was  correct,  it  was  difficult  to  say 
what  the  extent  of  encouragement  would 
be  that  would  be  held  out  to  the  building 
trade.  If  this  was  the  effect  of  the  tariff, 
as  regarded  the  building  of  houses,  what 
must  be  its  effects  on  ship-building  f 
Would  not  the  demand  forCanadian  timber 
be  immensely  increased,  and  would  not  the 
general  prosperity  of  trade  amply  compen- 
sate the  Canadians  for  any  trifling  loss  to 
which  they  might  possibly  at  first  be  sub- 
jected 7  He  was  happy  to  inform  the 
House,  that  the  impression  already  made 
by  this  tariff  in  the  countries  on  the  shores 
of  the  Baltic  was  most  favourable.  The 
German  League  had  intended  to  make  a 
heavy  increase  in  the  duties  on  British 
iron,  but  the  proposal  had  been  aban- 
doned, when  the  tariff  became  known  on 
the  continent.  It  was  not  possible  to  con- 
ceive anything  like  the  general  acqui- 
escence with  which  his  Income-tax,  an 
impost  so  unusual  in  time  of  peace,  had 
been  received  by  the  country,  but  he  felt 
all  the  more  strongly  the  obligation  he  had 
incurred  to  adhere  to  his  original  plan  of 
holding  out  by  the  tariff  a  compensation 
to  the  payers  of  the  Income-tax.  Of  this 
the  article  of  timber  would  form  no  small 
element.  On  the  whole  he  hoped  the 
House  would  steadily  refuse  to  interfere 


with  the  proposition  of  Government,  as 
the  best  medium  between  the  two  extremes, 
seeing  that  regard  for  the  interest  of  the 
revenue  and  for  the  national  faith  would 
not  allow  them  to  carry  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  timber  any  further. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Schedule  concerning  timber  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

Divisions — Privilege.  On]  the  mo- 
tion that  the  House  do  adjourn, 

Mr.  Mackenzie  wishea  to  say  a  few 
words  on  a  matter  personal  to  himself. 
When  the  House  was  about  to  divide,  he 
and  an  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  near  him 
was  thrust  back  by  the  Serjeant-at-Arms. 
The  door  was  not  shut,  and  he  was  on  the 
step  when  he  was  violently  pushed  back 
by  the  Serjeant-at-Arms.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  a  proper  proceeding 
thus  to  exclude  Members  who  had  been 
anxiously  waiting  in  the  House  to  divide  ? 
It  would  be  utterly  useless  for  Members  to 
attend,  if  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  were  per- 
mitted to  exclude  them  in  the  mannerhe 
had  described. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  question  was, 
whether  the  hon.  Member  was  in  the. House 
when  the  motion  was  put  from  the  Chair? 
If  he  were  in  the  lobby  when  the  motion 
was  put,  he  had  no  right  to  enter  the 
House. 

Mr.  Mackenzie  asked,  how  a  Member 
was  to  know  when  a  motion  was  to  be 
put?  It  would  be  only  common  courtesy 
for  the  officer  of  the  House  to  inform 
Members  when  the  question  was  put,  and 
not  to  thrust  them  back  as  they  were'en- 
tering  the  House.  This  appeared  to  him 
to  be  perfectly  monstrous. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  7,  1842. 

Mnrvna.]    Buu.    PiiMfe^r-  Ctrfl  BUI  Dmmm  (te- 
Und). 

CoMwiftoL— Juriidktian  of  JosticM. 
3^  and  paiied :— Auitnlla  and  New  Zealand. 
PHmm;— !••  Wlcklow  Hartiourt  Melrapolitn  Wood 
Faviqg  Company ;  North  Amcrioan  ColoDial  AMociatfoB 
(Izeknd);  Ron  and  Cromarty  Court  Hooie;  Qty  at 
QiMagom  Life  Aituranee  Company ;  Forth  Marine  Aaur- 
anoe  Company  t  Oga^wwnd  Town  Plert  Lo««h  f^ofU 
Dxaini«e;  Imperial  Bank  of  Irelandi  Fleetwood  Im. 
provement;  Church  Stetton  and  hoogS^  Road;  Mod- 
boun  Inrioaure. 

H^  HawkePli  Dtronet  MiltoBli  Srtate  (CRwted*B)t  U. 
vapoaH  Borough  Court ;  Wariiwotth  Harbour. 
iZ<]porKd:— Drogfacda  Harbour  i  Indemnity  Mutual  A^ 
ninmee  Company)  Dundee  and  Aibratth   RaUiriyi 
Beaton  Harbour  (Na  5),^.^.^^,  .^  l^OOgle 
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5**  iod  i^BMd :— Rouma*k  Natunllflttkm  t  LetbueiDe^s 
Natunlintioo ;  ClerkenweU  Improvement. 
PsnnoifB  PRsaamrms.  I^rom  the  Deuiery  of  EAtoiit  for 
an  Altaration  of  the  Law  retpecHng  the  Repair  of  Par- 
sonage HouMt.— By  the  Earl  of  Enniakillen,  ftom  Kil- 
kmnit  fixr  the  Etteblifhment  of  Schools  in  connexion 
with  the  Church  EducaticD  Society  (Ireland).— By  the 
Earl  of  Radnor,  ftom  the  Eveiham  and  Broomwich  Li- 
teruy  and  Scientific  ImtitutioBS,  for  Exempting  them 
from  the  Payment  of  Kates  and  Taxes.— By  the  Earl  of 
Devon,  from  Plymouth,  i^ainst  the  Property  Tax  Bill.— 
From  Christopher  Lonsdale,  against  the  Copyright  BilL 
^-Fiom  Guardians  of  the  Teesdale  Union,  for  Alteration 
of  the  Poor-law  in  rdation  to  Bastardy. 

The  Queen's  Letter  —  Distress.] 
Lord  Kinnaird  rose  to  ask  the  qaestion  of 
the  noble  Duke  which  he  had  asked  yester- 
day. He  was  surprised  that  the  noble  Duke 
objected  to  answering  that  question  without 
notice,  because  it  was  continually  the  prac 
tice  whilst  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Mel- 
bourne) was  in  office  to  ask  these  ques- 
tions without  notice,  and  very  often  to 
make  remarks  in  so  doing.  He  would, 
however,  conform  strictly  to  the  rule  of 
the  House,  especially  as  he  was  aware 
that  the  Government  were  not  always  able 
to  answer  a  question  summarily,  and  he 
wonid  take  care  to  give  them  time  in 
future  to  become  aware  of  their  own  acts 
and  deeds.  His  question  was  to  whom 
would  be  entrusted  the  distribution  of  the 
funds  expected  to  be  collected  by  the 
Queen's  letter  ? 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  had  only  done 
what  was  quite  usual,  in  calling  the  noble 
Lord  to  order,  when  he  was  entering  into 
a  discussion  on  a  subject  upon  which  he 
was  about  to  put  a  question,  and  in  stating 
afterwards  to  the  noble  Lord  the  ad- 
vantage of  giving  notice  of  his  question. 
The  noble  Lord  was  pleased  to  state  that 
it  was  not  the  practice  heretofore  to  give 
notice,  but  at  any  rate  it  was  not  the 
practice  to  make  speeches  when  noble 
Lords  put  a  question  upon  an  hypothesis, 
and  he  had  frequently  supported  the  ob- 
jection of  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Melbourne),  to  making  speeches  on 
questions,  and  to  putting  questions  without 
notice.  He  had  always  done  everything 
in  his  power  to  prevent  questions  being 
pnt  in  an  irregular  manner.  Last  night, 
as  none  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  in 
the  House,  he  could  not  have  answered 
the  noble  Lord's  question.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  were  not  present, 
and  not  being  in  office,  he  was  not  able  to 
give  an  answer.  The  noble  Lord  had  not 
that  night  asked  the  same  question  as  he 
did  last  night.    The  former  question  had 
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reference  to  Burnley;  but. in  answer  to 
the  present  question,  he  had  to  state  that 
the  money  to  be  raised  by  the  Queen's 
letter  would  be  handed  over  to  be  distri- 
buted by  a  committee  which  had  been  in 
existence  since  1825,  called  the  Manu- 
facturers Distress  Relief  Committee.  All 
monies  subscribed  by  her  Majesty  and 
her  subjects  throughout  the  country  would 
be  given  to  them,  and  they  had  had  and 
would  have  the  distribution ;  and  in  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord  yester- 
day, it  was  this  committee  which  had  sent 
down  the  sums  of  money  to  the  town  of 
Burnley. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  had  originated  the 
discussion  as  to  advances  made  for  relief 
and  had  mentioned  the  donations  to  the 
Spitalfields  weavers,  thinking  that  the  ap- 
plication of  the  public  stores  was  an  ir- 
regular mode  of  proceeding,  and  so  it  had 
been  stated  to  be  by  all  who  spoke.  In 
the  course  of  the  debate  the  other  night 
a  noble  Lord  had  stated  that  this  was  a 
common  and  usual  practice,  and  his  noble 
Friend  near  him  (Lord  Monteagle)  had 
said  that  when  he  was  in  office  he  had, 
over  and  over  again,  done  the  same  thing. 
Now,  there  was  a  difference  between 
giving  money  to  relieve  distress  that  was 
local  and  applying  it  to  the  general  relief 
of  distress  in  manufacturing  districts, 
arising  from  a  want  of  trade*  The  latter 
appeared  to  him  to  be  very  irregular,  and 
he  would,  therefore,  move  for  a  return  of 
all  aid  afforded  by  the  Government, 
without  the  vote  of  Parliament,  from  1826 
to  the  present  time,  stating  whether  Par- 
liament was  sitting  or  not. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  given  notice,  and  al- 
though he  had  no  objection  to  the  return, 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  if  the  rule 
of  the  House  were  adhered  to.  He  had 
not  stated  that  it  was  the  practice  to  make 
these  advances  of  the  public  money ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
public  money  had  been  given ;  any  money 
that  had  been  advanced  was  from  the 
civil  list  contingencies  voted  to  the  Crown, 
and  he  had  spoken  of  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  granting  public  money  as  not 
being  desirable. 

Lord  Monteagle  had  not  intended  to 
say  that  it  was  the  general  principle  to 
make  these  advances ;  but  as  it  was  fre- 
quently the  case,  it  would  have  been  im- 
proper in  him  to  remain  silent  as  to  what 
had  been  done  when  he  was  responsible. 
2U 
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If  money  which  had  been  voted  by  Par- 
liament for  one  purpose  had  been  devoted 
to  another,  he  did  not  say  that  such  an 
act  ought  to  be  censured,  but  it  ought 
to  be  accounted  for  by  the  Minister.  But 
every  year  a  sum  of  money  which  was 
voted  under  the  head  of  civil  contingencies, 
and  not  appropriated,  was  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government,  and  there  was 
a  sufficient  Parliamentary  check,  because 
-what  was  in  the  estimate  one  year  must  be 
accounted  for  in  the  next,  and  an  account 
of  the  expenditure  must  be  laid  before  the 
House  of  Commons.  These  advances  were 
made  out  of  the  funds  voted  for  civil  con- 
tingencies, and  there  was  no  concealment 
and  no  misappropriation.  Unless  the  case 
were  one  of  extreme  urgency,  for  the  mi- 
nister to  come  forward  with  a  public  decla- 
ration in  order  to  take  a  vote  of  Parliament 
for  the  relief  of  distress  was  generally  in- 
expedient, inasmuch  as  it  excited  needless 
alarm  and  false  hopes,  as  well  as  paralysed 
local  exertions.  Therefore  in  the  cases  to 
which  he  had  referred,  although  no  reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  Commons  had  been 
first  required,  there  had  been  no  misappro- 
priation of  the  public  money,  and  no  con- 
cealment of  its  application.  On  one  or 
more  occasions.  Captain  Hill,  (an  officer 
well  known  to  the  noble  Duke  having  been 
employed  by  and  received  a  certificate  from 
him)  had  superintended  the  distribation  of 
the  money  so  granted,  and  he  had  made 
certain  reports  to  the  Treasury  which, 
perhaps,  it  might  be  as  well  to  annex  to 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Radnor),  as  they  contained  much  that 
would  explain  and  elucidate  the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  Ripan  could  confirm  what 
had  been  said  as  to  the  practice  of  the 
Treasury  in  relation  to  civil  contingencies. 
Parliament  always  granted  a  sum,  leaving 
the  application  of  it  to  Ministers,  under 
the  responsibility  of  having  to  account  for  it 
in  the  next  year.  The  fund  called  the  Royal 
Bounty  was  disposed  of  without  the  same 
control,  but  the  amount  was  comparatively 
small.  He  was  not  aware  of  the  precise 
nature  of  the  reports  of  Captain  Hill,  and 
therefore  could  not  undertake  to  produce 
them  without  previous  inquiry. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday f  June  7,  1842. 

Mnfims.J    Nbw  MMra««s.^The  Barl  of  Dcnrt,  ad 


BrLL&    PtMe^f'  WMt  and  Ooffierieit  Sogtt  Dnte. 
aeported,^lMm  of  Mcrohaoti. 

PrlvaU.'^f*'  ChartertioiMe  Hoipitil  Eitatei  Liverpool 
and  Manchester  Railway. 

S*-  and  pMMdt— Imperial  Bank  of  Ba^laad}  Medboum 
Indoture  (No.  f)t  Ro«  and  Cromarty  Cooit  Hooaet; 
Fleetwood  Improvement  and  Ufarliet  t  Oravaaend  Town 
Pler{  North  American  Colonia]  Aanciation  of  Ifdnd  i 
Imperial  Inniranee  Compnyt  Church  Stvetton  and 
Longden  Roadi. 

PcnnoirB  Prkbcntiik  From  the  Modorator  of  CaiChnat, 
for  the  Better  Obaenranoe  of  the  Sabbath.— From  tlie 
CaOolia  of  Maoelofleid,  for  BquaUty  of  ChrU  RlghH.— 
From  York,  Redoor,  Martley,  Liakeard,  Hadkm,  Lon- 
don, TenlHury,  Aberdeen,  Penshurrt,  GHugoiw,  Great 
Ayton»  Dunitriile,  and  other  plaoas,  for  the  Prevention 
of  RaUway  TraveUii^  on  Uie  Sabbaths— ftan  Raea  Prioa. 
for  Amendment  of  the  Railway  Act— From  tiie  Modera- 
tor of  Caithness,  for  declaring  Valid  all  Marriages  so- 
lemniaed  by  the  Presbyterian  Ministers  between  Membass 
of  the  EstaMlshwi  Chureh  and  Protestant  Diasenteis.^- 
From  OainsbcM-ough,  South  Crossland,  Wootstanton, 
Burslem,  and  NotUngfaam  Untons,  for  AHeration  of  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  Act— From  Truro,  YcA,  ILsioaa- 
ter,  St.  Leonard's  Shoredltch,  and  Christ  Church  Spital- 
fields,  against  the  Poor-law  Amendment  BilL— From  Sut- 
ton, and  CMehestcr.  against  the  Dlssohitkm  of  GUbast 
Unions.~From  the  Provisional  Chamber  of  Oommerosb 
London,  for  Measures  of  Relief  of  Distress  in  the  Manu- 
focturing  districts^— From  Shrewsbury  against  Further 
grant  to  Maynooth.— From  Greenwich,  and  other  piMas. 
against  Employment  of  Females  in  Mines  and  CpQieriea. 
—  From  NewcasUe-upon-Tyne,  against  the  Proposed 
Export  Dnty  on  Coals,  and  tot  Inquiry  into  the  Distress 
of  theShipptag  Interest.— From  Donoughmore.  for  Al- 
teration of  the  Present  System  of  Natkxial  F/JnffnHnn 
(Irdand).— From  the  President  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce (Dubttn  and  Carlow),  against  the  Fisheries  (Ira- 
buid)  BUL— From  Plymouth,  and  Eveaham;  for  the 
Exemption  of  Literary  and  Scientific  Institutions  from  the 
payment  of  Rates  and  Taxes.— From  Bexley,  oomplalnlqg 
of  the  Expenses  of  the  Metropolitan  PoUee^^Pram  St. 
HaleiA,  for  the  Raduotion  of  the  Duty  od  CoOto  and 
Sugar;  and  from  Holbaton,  Brixton  (Devon),  and  other 
plaeca,  aa  wall  as  from  a  number  of  Mortgagees  of  Tolls 
and  others,  agahist  the  Turnpike  Roada  Bill*— From  the 
Clergy  of  the  Diocese  of  Exeter,  for  Amendment  of  the 
Law  for  rating  of  Tlthea.— From  Denbigh,  for  Repeal  of 
Duty  on  Attomies  CwtMoalis.  lYom  Bristol  and  I 
RaHwny  Oompaoy,  for*  Direet Line  of  i 
between  England  and  Ireland^ — From  Duncannon,  for 
makhig  Bristol  and  Waterford  Post-office  Padcet  Sta^ 
tions.— From  Uie  West  Ridtaig  of  York,  and  Manchester, 
for  Limiting  tha  Hours  of  Labour  of  Young  Persona  In 
Factories. — From  Quarter  SessioaB  Grand  Juries  of  Dub- 
lin, for  better  Regulating  the  Bushwss  of  the  Court— 
From  operatives  of  Manehests  (natives  of  firkiad),  tor 
Amendment  oT  the  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Aot— From 
Henry  Turner,  for  substitution  ot  an  Affirmation  in  Iteu 
of  an  Oath.— From  Cork,  i^atant  plao!i«  tha  Medioal 
Charities  of  Ireland  under  Uie  Poor4aw  Crsnwlasl<wan. 
—From  Gainsborough,  fbr  Rating  Owners  of  Small  Te- 
nements in  lieu  of  Occupiers.— From  Worcester,  against 
War  hi  Chhn  and  AflkhaniBtan.  —  From  Woreealar. 
tha  CkMiagof  Publia  Houaaa. 


DivisiOKs. — ExcLusiov  OF  Mbm- 
BEB8  ]  Sir  R.  IngHs  had  to  aik  the  ib- 
dulgence  of  the  House  in  the  diseharge  of 
a  painful  duty.  Those  Members  who  were 
present  at  the  close  of  the  bosioess  last 
evening,  when  the  last  division  took  place, 
would  recollect  that  a  difiiculty  amieared 
on  the  part  of  Members  desm>as  of  going 
forth  to  divide,  in  oonseqaeoce  of  some 
obstacle  in  the  lobgt^^^o^^^^^^^w. 
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Dit^iitotu— • 


(JrvB  7}        £xelusion  of  Members. 


Ihen  understood  ia  the  House.  When  the 
division  was  closed,  and  when  the  com- 
mittee was  over  and  the  other  business  was 
proceeded  with,  an  hon.  friend  of  his,  the 
Member  for  Peebleshire,  made  a  statement 
to  the  House  which  he  would  further  call 
the  attention  of  the  house  to,  as  affecting; 
in  the  strongest  manner  an  officer  of  the 
Crown  appointed  to  attend  that  House  as 
Sergeant'Bt-Arms.  The  House  well  knew 
that  the  Serg6ant-at«-Arms  was  a  servant 
of  the  Crown,  and  that  he  had  no  other 
means  of  making  himself  heard  than  by 
makine  a  commnnication  to  some  Member 
of  the  House*  His  friend  Sir  W.  Gossett,  in 
consequence  of  what  took  place  last  night, 
bad  addressed  a  letter  to  him,  which,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
proceed  to  read.  It  was  dated,  the  House 
of  Commonly  June  7,  and  was  as  follows : 

'*  Sir — A  statement  having  been  made  last 
ntght  to  the  Hoase  by  Mr.  Mackenzie,  the 
Member  for  Peeblesshire,  that  I  had  forcibly 
thrust  him  back  from  the  door  of  the  House 
as  he  was  entering  for  a  division,  and  that  I 
^ad  adopted  a  rude  course  towards  him,  I  fear, 
if  I  were  to  allow  this  statement  to  remain 
uncontradicted,  I  should  suffer  in  (he  estima- 
tion of  the  House ;  and  I  feel  it  due  to  my 
character  and  to  the  situation  I  have  the  ho- 
nour of  holding,  to  clear  myself  from  an  im- 
putation which,  if  correct,  would  render  roe 
unworthy  of  the  confidence  of  the  House  for 
the  honest  discharge  of  a  most  delicate  and 
important  duty,  bv  which  decisions  of  the  ut- 
most moment  might  be  afTected. 

**  I  therefore  pray  the  House  will  be  pleased 
to  have  the  matter  fully  investigated,  when  I 
pledge  myself  to  prove  that  Mr.  Mackenzie 
was  not  entitled  to  vote;  that  I  did  not  thrust 
him  back ;  and,  after  the  door  of  the  House 
was  locked,  he  asked  me,  through  the  wicket, 
to  admit  him  and  the  other  Members  who  were 
shut  out ;  and  that  he  acted  contrai^  to  the 
rules  of  the  House  in  not  withdrawing  from 
the  lobby  when  ordered  to  be  cleared  for  a 
division. 

*^  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
'<  Your  most  obedient  humble  servant, 
•'William  Gossett. 

"  Sir  R.H.Inglis,  Bert.,  M.P." 

He  had  also  received  a  letter  from  an 
bon.  Member  of  that  House,  who  hap* 
peoed  to  be  one  of  the  Members  shut  out 
at  the  division  last  night ;  but  as  his  hon. 
Friend  was  now  in  his  place,  it  would  be 
better  that  be  should  state  what  he  saw, 
and  give  his  opinion  as  to  the  statement 
of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms.  He  had  to 
tbnnk  the  House,  on  his  own  part  and  on 
that  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  for  the  at- 
tcntioD  with  wbkb  il  bad  listened  to  him. 
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Mr.  Matthias  Atttoood  hoped  that  he 
might  be  allowed  to  make  a  short  state- 
ment on  this  subject,  as  he  was  one  of  the 
Members  shut  out  at  the  division  last 
night.  He  had  wished  to  be  present  when 
the  question  was  put,  as  he  wished  to  di- 
vide on  the  motion,  but  just  when  became 
to  the  door  it  was  locked,  and  the  infor- 
mation was  given  to  him  that  the  question 
was  already  put.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  was  aware  that  he  could  not 
enter  the  House  to  divide,  as  he  had  not 
heard  the  question  put.  Two  other  Mem- 
bers were  with  himself  at  the  door,  and 
they  requested  the  door-keeper  to  open  it, 
which  he  respectfully  but  firmly  declined. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Peeblesshire  then  re- 
quested to  see  the  Sergeant,  and  on  the 
Sergeant  appearing  at  the  wicket  the  hon. 
Member  renewed  his  request,  when  he  was 
refused  in  the  most  courteous  manner. 
The  Sergeant-at-Arms  acquainted  the  bon. 
Member  that  to  do  so  would  be  against 
the  rules  of  the  House.  And  here  be 
must  observe,  that  as  regarded  the  rules  of 
that  House,  an  individual  Member  should 
not  look  to  personal  considerations,  or 
wish,  in  consequence  of  some  inconveni- 
ence, that  these  rules  should  be  relaxed, 
which  were  wisely  framed  for  the  govern- 
ment of  all  the  Members  of  the  House. 
But  after  this  the  boo.  Member  refused  to 
retire  from  the  lobby,  although  requested 
to  do  so  by  the  officer  of  the  House.  In- 
deed, on  being  requested  to  retire  from  the 
lobby,  so  as  to  enable  Members  to  come 
forth  to  the  division,  in  terms  of  great 
civility,  he  refused  in  very  decisive  lan- 
guage. There  was  no  doubt  that  con- 
siderable inconvenience  might  arise  from 
such  a  practice,  as  Members  might  thus 
be  counted  in  a  division  improperly.  This 
hon.  Gentleman  and  another  bon.  Mem- 
ber were  at  length  removed  from  the  lob- 
by, and  he  would  state  that  he  was  satis- 
&ed  that  the  officers  of  that  House  did 
not  mean  to  exceed  their  duty  in  taking 
the  course  which  they  did. 

Mr.  Mackenzie  stated,  that  he  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  that  morning  from  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, stating,that  he  had  written 
to  the  Speaker  on  the  subject,  and  re- 
quested his  attendance  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  On  his  appearing  in  the  House, 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  informed  him  that  he  was  in  the 
possession  of  a  letter  from  Sir  William 
Gossett,  and  on  his  asking  to  see  it  the  hon* 
Member,  with  a  want  of  his 
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refused  to  shew  it  him.  He  now  wished  dis- 
tinctly to  state,that  he  retracted  nothing  of 
what  he  had  said  last  night,  and  he  bad 
no  doubt  that  all  that  he  then  stated 
would  be  confirmed  by  an  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  of  his,  who  was  with  him  at 
the  time.  He  was  inclined  to  believe,  that 
the  door  was  open  when  he  was  upon  the 
last  step,  and  when  he  was  just  in  the  en* 
trance  of  the  House ;  at  that  moment  the 
door  was  forcibly  shut  in  his  face.  As  for 
his  refusal  to  leave  the  lobby  when  re- 
quested to  do  so,  he  could  only  say,  that 
it  was  very  improper,  and  he  had  to  ex- 
press  bis  regret  at  having  done  so ;  he  had 
DO  doubt  that  his  doing  so  arose  from  his 
feeling  irritated  at  the  moment  at  being 
shut  out  in  the  manner  which  he  had  de- 
scribed, but  it  was  not  an  act  which  he 
was  likely  to  be  guilty  of  again.  He  had 
made  no  personal  charge  against  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms ;  he  had  only  asked  a 
question  of  the  Chair  as  to  what  was  the 
rule  of  the  House,  and  the  Speaker  stated 
that  the  rule  of  the  House  was,  that  if  a 
Member  was  in  the  lobby  when  the  ques- 
tion was  put  he  had  no  right  to  vote,  and 
he  could  only  do  so  when  within  the  four 
walls  of  the  House.  He  felt  as  much  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  or  the  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven the  importance  of  maintaining  the 
rules  of  that  House,  and  he  was  quite  as 
anxious  to  observe  them;  but  the  case 
was  one  of  extreme  peculiarity,  because  it 
could  be  scarcely  said  that  he  was  either 
within  the  walls  of  the  House  or  the 
lobby.  There  was  a  dull  debate  on  a  dull 
subject — everything  to  induce  Members 
to  retire,  and  they  drew  their  conclusions 
from  the  number  of  strangers  in  the  lobby. 
But  if  inconvenience  was  felt  in  coming 
from  the  refreshment-room  now,  how  much 
more  would  the  inconvenience  be  fell  in 
the  new  Houses,  where  long  passages  and 
galleries  would  have  to  be  traversed.  He 
had  expressed  his  regret  for  one  part  of  his 
conduct,  but  he  appealed  to  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  if  what  he  bad  stated  was 
not  true. 

Captain  Beresford  (Athlone)  said,  that 
he  was  present  with  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
he  thought  they  were  in  perfect  time  when 
they  came  to  the  door,  which  was  closed. 
He  thought  it  was  extremely  hard,  after 
having  remained  during  the  whole  of  the 
debate,  to  be  excluded.  He  could  only 
say  that,  in  his  opinion,  they  were  un- 
justly  excluded    from    the    House,  and| 


that  his  hou.  Friend  had  truly  stated  what 
passed. 

Sir  James  Graham  hoped  that  the  dis- 
cussion would  not  be  carried  further.  The 
two  hon.  Members  had  admitted  that 
when  they  heard  the  division  bell  they 
were  not  in  the  House,  and  that  they  at- 
tempted to  get  into  the  House  when  the 
door  was  closed,  and  refused  to  quit  the 
lobby  when  they  were  excluded  from  the 
House  by  the  division  taking  place.  On 
the  whole,  he  did  not  think  there  was  auy 
contradiction  in  the  statement  of  the  gal- 
lant Officer,  who  discharged  a  difficult 
duty,  according  to  the  orders  of  the  House^ 
with  great  courtesy;  and,  at  the  same 
time  that  he  performed  it  with  firmness, 
he  did  it  with  all  the  complaisance  due  to 
hon.  Members.  This,  he  believed,  was 
the  general  feeling  of  the  House.  The 
order  was,  that  the  door  should  be  locked 
at  the  very  moment  when  the  question  waa 
put,  and  when  there  was  a  press  of  Mem- 
bers this  was  very  difficult  to  do  with 
all  the  gentleness  that  might  be  desired. 
He  did  not  think  that  it  was  necessary  to 
carry  the  discussion  further,  but  he  hoped 
what  had  taken  place  would  lead  Mem- 
bers to  attend  more  strictly  to  the  orders 
of  the  House,  and  at  the  same  time  con- 
firm the  Sergeant-at-Arms  in  the  course 
he  had  usually  observed. 

Employment  of  Women  and  Chil- 
dren IN  Mines  and  Collieries.] 
Lord  Ashley  spoke  as  follows  :* — It  will 
not,  I  hope,  be  deemed  presumptuous  on 
my  part  when  I  rise  to  propound  mv  mo- 
tion to  the  House,  and  when  I  ask  for  its 
sympathy  and  patient  hearing,  if  I  add  at 
the  same  time  that  I  feel  quite  certain 
of  obtaining  their  indulgence.  The  no- 
velty  of  the  subject,  its  magnitude,  the 
jfsp  and  solfmn  inffrfgt  which  is  felt 
throughout  the  country,  the  consideration 
of f!8j55lI5b"<"^ft  onJhewSigrg^rso 
fa rgea  porUon  of  otir  fellow-su^eSts, wlllj. 
of  th^selVes,  be  sufficient  to  obtain  your 
indulgencTr  uoi  caii'TTorget,  'Sir,  fcow 
often  and  how  undeservedly  I  have  ex- 
perienced indulgence  at  the  bands  both  of 
yourself  and  of  the  House.  Perhaps,  Sir, 
i  may  be  allowed  just  so  far  to  speak  of 
myself  as  to  say,  that  there  is  some  little 
reason  why  I  should  be  thus  forward  \n 
bringing  this  matter  under  the  notice  of 
Pariiainent.    The  report  on  your  Table  is  ^ 
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the  first  report  of  a  coimniasion  for  which 
I  had  the  honour  to  move,  io  August,  1840» 
The  prayer  of  that  motiou  was  granted  by 
the  then  Administration ;  and  I  shall  avail 
myself  of  this  opportunity,  and  of  every 
other  fitting  opportunity,  to  express  my 
sincere  and  heartfelt  thanks  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  late  Government ;  and  more 
especially  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Perth,  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  at  that  time 
Under-Secretary  of  State,  and  to  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Norman  by)  in 
the  other  House,  then  at  the  head  of  the 
Home  Department,  not  only  for  the  com- 
mission which  they  gave,  but  for  the 
commissioners  whom  they  appointed,  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  discharged  the  duties 
assigned  to  them  with  unrivalled  skill, 
fidelity,  and  zeal.  Sir,  it  is  not  possible 
for  any  man,  whatever  be  his  station,  if  he 
have  but  a  heart  within  his  bosom,  to  read 
the  details  of  this  awful  document  without 
a  combined  feeling  of  shame,  terror,  and 
indignation.  But  1  will  endeavour  to  dwell 
upon  the  evil  itself,  rather  than  on  the 
parties  that  might  be  accused  as,  in  great 
jneasure  the  authors  of  it.  An  enormous 
mischief  is  discovered,  and  an  immediate 
remedy  is  proposed ;  and  sure  I  am  that  if 
those  who  have  the  power  will  be  as  ready 
to  abate  oppression  as  those  who  have 
suffered  will  be  to  forgive  the  sense  of  it, 
we  may  hope  to  see  the  revival  of  such  a 
good  understanding  between  master  and 
man,  between  wealth  and  poverty,  between 
ruler  and  ruled,  as  will,  under  God's  good 
providence,  conduce  to  the  restoration  of 
social  comfort,  and  to  the  permanent  se- 
curity of  the  empire.  Sir,  when  I  moved 
for  the  commission,  I  ventured  to  state 
the  manifold  and  important  information 
that  I  thought  would  be  obtained  by  the 
country  from  its  extended  investigations : 
that  expectation  has  been  fulfilled.  Other 
reports  will  develope  more  amply  the  whole 
length  and  breadth  of  our  perilous  position ; 
hnif  ex  pede  Hercukm,  it  has  shown  you 
the  ignorance  and  neglect Igf  many  (  ' 
who  h^^g  propertyT  and  lh6  coni 
viceand  suffering  ot  those  wno  have  none ; 
Bis'  shown  you  many  sag  caused  ot 


TjfttfeiT  worked 


paapenam;  it  has  shotrn  yoit  Ihe^byi 
^wordert  which  our  system  nas  engenae 
'~^    "^     meviiable    '       '"      ' 


[;8ical 
ered, 
and  ih"e  inevitaCTe'TlgteriorfttlOb  tff^e 
ontHh  racej  ii  has  sHbwB'yoil  in  ^art  our 


cpndifaoDnnwaT.  fioeUI^^Attfl'  relifciousT 


AVe  fcnow  not  ^ghalJBLday  may  bring  loHl 
t  know  it  will  be  saidT^Vice  is  n6t  new^ 
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fore,  and  will  occur  again.*'  That  is  true ; 
but  I  maintain  that  our  danger  is  absolute, 
not  comparative— our  forefathers  had  to 
deal  with  thousands,  we  with  millions. 
We  must  address  ourselves  to  the  evil 
boldly  and  faithfully,  or  it  will  soon  acquire  y/^ 
so  enormous  a  magnitude  as  to  be  insuper- 
able by  any  effort  either  of  genius  or  prin- 
ciple. I  shall  now  proceed  to  the  state- 
ment I  have  undertaken  respecting  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes  in  our 
mines  and  collieries,  and  the  measures 
requisite  to  ameliorate  that  condition. 
I  am  sorry  to  detain  the  House  by  read- 
ing documents;  I  shall  often  have  occasion 
to  solicit  their  indulgence ;  but  the  subject 
demands  it.  I  think  that  the  points  I  wish 
to  establish  should  be  made  out  by  state- 
ments and  evidence,  rather  than  by  any 
attempts  at  declamation.  In  the  first 
place,  I  shall  present  the  House  with  the  ^ 
result  of  the  evidence  respecting  the  age  ^ 
and  sex  of  persons  employed  in  the  mines 
and  collieries.  The  extent  to  which  the 
employment  of  females  prevails  varies 
very  much  in  different  districts :  in  some 
parts  of  the  country  none  but  males  are 
employed,  in  other  places  a  great  number 
of  females.  With  respect  to  the  age  at 
which  children  are  worked  in  mines  and 
collieries  in  South  Staffordshire,  it  is  com- 
mon to  begin  at  seven  years  old ;  in 
Shropshire  some  begin  as~early  as  six  years 
of  age ;  in  Warwickshire  the  same ;  in 
Leicestershire  nearly  the  same.  In  Derby- 
shire many  begin  at^fixe,  many  between 
five  and  six  years,  many  at  seven.  In  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  at  the  same 
early  ages:  it  is  not  uncommon  for 
infants  even  of  five  years  old  to  be  sent 
to  the  pit.  About  Halifax  and  the 
neighbourhood,  children  are  sometimes 
brought  to  the  pits  at  the  age  of  six 
years,  and  are  taken  out  of  their  beds  at 
four  o'clock.  Bradford  and  Leeds,  the 
same  ;  in  Lancashire  and  Cheshire,  from 
five  to  six.  Near  Oldham,  children  are 
as  low 


*'  As  four  years  old,  and  in  the  small  col- 
lieries towaids  the  hills  some  are  so  young 
they  are  brought  to  work  in  their  bed-gowns. 

In  Cumberland,  many  at  seven  ;  in 
South  Durham,  as  early  as  five  years  of 
age,  and  by  no  means  uncommonly  at  six. 
In  reference  to  this,  I  may  quote  a  remark 
of  Dr.  Mitchell,  one  of  the  commissioners ; 
he  says, 

*'  Though  the  very  young  children  are  not 
many  in  proportion,  there  are  still  such  a 
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custom  for  girli  and  women  to  be  em- 
ployed.  In  North  Lancashirei  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  district,  girls  and  women 
are  regularly  employed  underground.    In 
Cumberland,  there  are  none,  excepting  in 
one  old  colliery,  nor  in  Durham,  nor  in 
Northumberland.    In  the  east  of  Soot- 
land,  the  employment  of  females  is  gene- 
ral, but  in  the  west  of  Scotland  extremely 
rare.    In  North  Wales,  some  on  the  sur- 
face, none  underground.  In  South  Waks 
it  is  not  uncommon.    In  Gloucestershire 
and  Somersetshire  there  are  none.    In 
none  of  the  collieries  in  the  coal-fields  of 
Ireland  was  a  single  instance  found  of  a 
female  child,  nor  a  female  of  any  age, 
being  employed  in  any  kind  of  work.    I 
must  obserte  that,  with  respect  to  that 
country,  neither  children  of  tender  years, 
nor  females  are  employed  in       ' 
operations.    I   have  often, 
the  generosity  and  warm- 
the  Irish  people  ;  and  I  must  say,  that  if 
this  is  to  be  taken  as  a  specimen  of  their 
barbarism,  I  would  not  exchange  it  for  all 
the  refinement  and  polish  of  the  most 
civilised  nations  of  the  globe.    The  next 
point  to  which  1  desire  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  is  the  character  of  the 
localities  to  which  these  young  creatures 
are  consigned.    The  state  und  nature  of 
the  places  in  which  they  work,  form  » 
most  material  consideration  in  this  sub- 
ject, for  they  must  necessarily  afiect  the 
safety  and  salubrity  of  the  employment. 
If  the  ventilation  and  drainage  of  these 
places  be  good,  then  much  protection  is 
given  to  the  health  of  the  employed ;  if 
otherwise,  the  most  fearful  diseases  may 
be  engendered  ;  and  the  early  prostration 
inflicted  of  a  working  man's  capacity  to 
obtain   his  livelihood.    Now,  it  appears 
that  the  character  of  the  places  of  em- 
ployment differs  according  to  the  depth  of 
the  seams  of  coal,  which  vary  from  ten 
inches  in  some  districts,  to  ten  or  twenty 
yards  in  others.    In  S^uutL^Stafibrdshire, 
for  instance,  the  places  of  working  are  de- 
scribed at>  comparatively  speaking,  com- 
fortable to  those  who  are  habituated  to 
them.    Dr.  Mitchell  says  :^ 

**  Id  the  coal-mines  of  this  district,  the  state 
of  the  place  of  work,  to  persons  who  have  been 
accustomed  to  it,  is  very  comfortable.  The 
coal-beds  are  sufficiently  thick  to  allow  abund- 
ance of  room.  The  mines  are  ^arm  and 
dry;  There  is  a  supply  of  fresh  air  from 
ventilation,  though  less  than  there  might 
easily  be."  ^.^.^.^^^  ^^  ^OOglC 
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number  as  is  painful  to  contemplate,  and 
which  the  great  coal-owners  will,  perhaps, 
now  learn  for  the  first  time,  aod  I  feel  a  firm 
belief  that  they  will  do  so  with  sorrow  and  re- 
gret." 

Now,  in  justice  to  the  great  coal-owners 
of  the  North,  I  must  say,  that  if  they  had 
been  the  only  parties  with  whom  we  had 
to  deal,  the  necessity  for  this  bill  would 
perhaps  not  have  existed ;  they  have  ex- 
hibited, in  many  respects,  care  and  kind- 
ness towards  their  people.  Many  chil- 
dren, the  Report  goes  on  to  state,  are 
employed  in  North  Durham  and  North- 
umberland at  five,  and  between  five  and 
six: 

*'  The  instances  in  which  children  begin  to 
work  at  seven,  and  between  seven  and  eight, 
are  so  numerous,  that  it  would  be  tedious  to 
recite  them.*' 

In  the  east  Q£-£cotland,  it   is  more 
common  for  children  to  begin  work  at  five 
and  six  than  in  any  part  of  England.     In 
the  west  of  Scotland*  children  are  taken 
down  into  the  pits  at  a  very  early  age, 
often  when  eight  years  old,  and  even 
earlier.    In  North   Wales,  the  cases  are 
rare  of  children  being  employed  at  five  or 
six — they  are  very  common  at  seven.    In 
South  Wales,  more  cases  are  recorded  of 
the  employment  of  children  in  the  pits  at 
very  early  ages  than  in  any  other  district. 
It  is  not  unusual  to  take  them  into  the 
pits  at  four  years.     Many  are  absolutely 
carried  to  the  work.     In  South  Glouces- 
tershire, cases  are  recorded  of  children 
employed  at  six  years,  the  general  age  is 
about  nine.      In   North    Somersetshire, 
many   begin  to   work  between   six  and 
seven.    loJhs  South  of  Ireland,  no  chil- 
dren at  all  are  employed.     All  the  under- 
ground work,  which  in  the  coal- mines  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  is  done  by 
young  children,  appears  in  Ireland  to  be 
done  by  young  persons  between  the  ages 
of  thirteen  and  eighteen.    Now,  with  re- 
spect to  sex,  the  Report  states,  that  in 
South  Stafibrdshire  no  females  are  em- 
ployed in  underground  work,  nor  in  North 
Staffordshire.     In  Shropshire,  Warwick- 
shire, Leicestershire,  and  Derbyshire,  the 
same.     In  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire^ 
the  practice  of  employing  feooales^ under- 
ground is  universal.    About  Halifax  and 
the  neighbourhood,  girls  from  five  years 
old  and   upwards  regularly  perform  the 
same  work  as  boys.    At  Bradford  and 
Leeds,  far  from  uncommon.     In  Lan- 
cashire aod  Cheshire  it  is  the  general 
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In  I^icettarsbire  and  Warwickshire, 
ibay  are  described  as  being  the  same; 
bat'  in  Derbyshire  the  state  of  things  in 
this  respect  is  described  as  being  very  dif* 
farent  :— 
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<*Bl^dt^amp  very  much  abounds  —  the 
ventilation* in  general  it  exceedingly  imper- 
feot«  ....  Hence  fatal  e]^^o8ions  fre- 
quently take  place  ;  the  work-people  are  dis- 
tressed by  the  quaotitv  of  carbonic  acid  gas 
which  almost  everywhere  abounds,  and  of 
which  they  make  great  complaint,  and  that  the 
pits  are  so  hot  as  to  add  greatly  to  the  fatigue 
ofthelabourT* 

"While  eflBcient  ventilation,"  the  Report 
addsy  *'  is  negleoied,  less  attention  is  paid  to 
dcaioage.  •  •  •  Some  pits'  are  dry  and 
comfortable.  .  .  .  Many  are  so  wet,  that 
the  people  have  to  work  all  day  over  their 
shoes  in  water,  at  the  save  time  that  the  water 
is  constantly  dripping  fVom  the  roof;  in  other 
pits,  instead  of  dripping,  it  constantlyjaimi,  as 
they  term  it,  so  that  in  a  short  time  after  they 
oommence  the  labour  of  the  day,  their  clothes 
are  drenched;  and  in  this  state^  their  feet  also 
in  water,  they  work  all  day.  The  children 
especially  (and  in  general  the  younger  the 
age,  the  more  painfully  this  unfavourable  state 
of  the  place  of  work  is  fblt)  complain  bitterly 
ofthis.'^ 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  that  it  is  In 
this  district  that  the  regular  hours  of  a  full 
day's  labour  are  fourteen,  and  occasionally 
sixteen  s  and  the  children  have  to  walk  a 

*^^ile  or  two  at  night  without  changing 
their  clothes.  In  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  it  appears,  that  there  are  very 
few  collieries  with  thin  seams  where  the 
main  roadways  exceed  a  yard  in  height, 
and  in  some  they  do  not  exceeu  twenty- 
^ix  or  twenty-eight  inches ;  nay,  in  some 
the  height  is  as  little  even  as  twenty-two 
inches ;  so  that  in  such  places  the  youngest 
child  cannot  work  without  the  most  con- 
st^jned  posture.  The  ventilation,  besides, 
ingenerai  is ^ery  bad,  and  the  drainage 
worse.  In  Oldham,  the  mountain-seams 
are  wrought  in  a  very  rude  manner.  There 

^]s  very  insufficient  drainage.  The  ways 
'  are  so  low,  that  only  little  boys  can  work 
in  them,  which  they  do  naked,  and  often 
in  mud  and  water,  dragging  sledge-tubs 
by  the  girdle  and  chain.  In  North  Lan- 
cashire, 

'*The  drainage  is  often  extremely  bad ;  a 
pit  of  not  above  twenty  inches  seam,"  (says  a 
witness,)  "  had  a  foot  of  water  in  it,  so  that  he 
could  hardly  keep  his  head  out  of  water.*' 

Iq  Cumberland,  it  appears  the  mioea 
aie  tolerably  dry  and  well  ventilated,  and 
in  South  Dnrhatt  tba  aane^  with  some  ex. 


captions.  In  North  Durham,  there  are 
some  thin  seams,  and  in  Northumberland 
many  not  exceeding  two  feet,  or  two  feet 
two  mches.  Great  complaints  are  made 
by  children  of  pains  and  wounds  from  the 
lowness  of  the  roof;  but  the  ventilation 
is  excelleni— -as  good,  perhaps,  as  it  can 
be  in  the  present  state  of^that  scienco 
Yet,  1  regret  to  add,  the 

'^Drainage,  not  being  so  essential  to  the 
safety  of  the  coaUmine  as  ventilation,  has 
been  much  less  attended  to  in  this  district.'' 

In  East  Scotland,  where  the  side- 
roads  do  not  exceed  from  twenty-two 
to  twenty-eight  inches  in  height,  the 
working- places  are  sometimes  100  and 
200  yards  distant  from  the  main  road,  so 
ttTaTfemaleg  have  to  iiiawl  backwards  and 
forwards  with  their  small  carts  in  seams, 
in  many  cases  not  exceeding  twenty-two 
to  twenty-eight  inches  in  height.  The 
whole  of  these  places,  it  appears,  are  in  a 
most  deplorable  state  as  to  ventilation, 
and  the  drainage  is  quite  as  bad  as  the 
ventilation.  The  evidence,  as  given  by 
the  young  people  and  the  old  colliers 
themselves,  of  their  sufferings,  is  absolutely 
piteous.  In  North  Wales,  in  many  of  the 
mines,  the  roads  are  low  and  narrow,  the 
air  foul,  the  places  of  work  dusty,  dark, 
and  damp,  and  the  ventilation  most  im- 
perfect. In^  South  Wales,  in  many  pits, 
the  ventilation  is  grossly  neglected,  and 
the  report  complains  of  the  quatitityof 
carbonic  acid  gas,  which  produces  the 
mdiil  fnjimeus  effects  though  not  actually 
bad  enough  to  prevent  the  people  from 
working,  So  Jong  as  a  candle  will  burn, 
the  labour  is  continued.  With  respect  to 
the  mines  in  Glamorganshire  and  Pem- 
brokeshire, the  sob-commissioner  states 
the  ventilation  to  be  inost  imperfect,  and 
productive  of  diseases  which  have  a  mani- 
fest tendency  to  shorten  life,  as  well  as  to 
abridge  the  number  of  ye^^f  Q^  uaefu|  la- 
bour on  the  part  of  the  work-people*  Sir, 
the  next  subject  to  which  I  shall  request 
your  attention,  is  the  nature  of  the  em-v. 
ployment  in  these  localities.  Now,  it 
appears  that  the  practice  prevails  to  a  la- 
mentable extent  of  making  young  persons 
and  children  of  a  tender  age  draw  loads  by 
means  of  the ,  girdle  and/;bain.  This  prac- 
tice prevails  generally  mphropshire,  in  Der- 
byshire, in  the  West  Rtding  of  Yorkshire, 
in  Lancashire,  in  Cheshire,  in  the  east  of 
Scotland,  in  North  and  South  Wales,  and 
in  South  Gloucestershirer\  The  child,  it 


appoaiip  a  girdk^^^y^^ 


waistt 
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to  which  is  attached  a  chain,  which  passes 
under  the  legs,  and  is  attached  to  the 
cart.  The  child  is  obliged  to  pass  on  all 
fours,  and  the  chain  passes  under  what, 
therefore,  in  that  posture,  might  be  called 
the  hind  legs ;  and  thus  they  have  to  pass 
through  avenues  not  so  good  as  a  common 
sewer,  quite  as  wet,  and  oftentimes  more 
contracted.  This  kind  of  labour  they 
have  to  continue  during  several  hours,  in 
a  temperature  described  as  perfectly  in- 
tolerable. By  the  testimony  of  the  people 
themselves,  it  appears  that  the  labour  is 
exceedingly  severe ;  that  the  girdle  blisters 
their  sides  and  causes  great  pain. 

"  Sir/*  (says  an  old  miner)  "  I  can  only  say 
what  the  mothers  say,  it  is  barbarity— absolute 
barbarity." 

Robert  North  says, 

**  I  went  into  the  pit  at  seven  years  of  age. 
When  I  drew  by  the  girdle  and  chain,  the  skin 
was  broken,  and  the  blood  ran  down.  If  we 
said  anything,  they  would  beat  us.  I  have 
seen  many  draw  at  six.  They  must  do  it  or 
be  beat.  They  cannot  straighten  their  backs 
during  the  day.  I  have  sometimes  pulled  till 
my  hips  have  hurt  me  so  that  I  have  not 
known  what  to  do  with  myself." 

In  the  W^atjliding,  it  appears,  girls  are 
almost  universally  employed  as  trappers 
and  burners,  in  common  with  boys.  The 
girls  ar^  of  all  ages,  from  seven  to 
twenty-one.  They  commonly  work  quite 
naked  down  to  the  waist,  and  are  dressed 
— as  far  as  they  are  dressed  at  all— in  a 
loose  pair  of  trowsers.  These  are  seldom 
whole  on  either  sex.  In  many  of  the  col- 
lieries the  adult  coUierSy  whom  these  girls 
serve,  work  perfectly  naked.  Near  Hud- 
dersfield,  the  sub-commissioner  examined 
a  female  child.     He  says, 

**  1  could  not  have  believed  that  I  should 
have  found  human  nature  ^sodegraded.  Mr. 
Holroyd,  and  Mr.  Brook,  a  surgeon,  confessed, 
that  although  living  within  a  few  miles,  they 
could  not  have  believed  that  such  a  system  of 
unchristian  cruelty  could  have  existed." 

Speaking  of  one  of  the  girls,  he  says 

*'  She  stood  shivering  before  me  from  cold. 
The  rug  that  hung  about  her  waist  was  as 
black  as  coal,  and  saturated  with  water,  the 
drippings  of  the  roof."  **  In  a  pit  near  New 
Mills,'*  (says  the  sub-commissioner)  <*  the 
chain  passing  high  up  between  the  legs  of  two 
girls,  had  worn  large  holes  in  their  trowsers. 
Any  sight  more  disgustingly  indecent  or  re-^ 
volting  can  scarcely  be  imagined  than  these 
girls  at  work.    No  brothel  can  beat  it." 

Sir,  it  would  be  impossible  to  enlarge 
upon  all  these  poiDt8;*the  evideoce  is 


most  abundant,  and  the  selection  very 
difficult.  I  will,  however,  observe  that 
nothing  can  be  more  graphic,  nothing 
can  be  more  touching,  than  the  evideoce 
of  many  of  these  poor  girls  themselves. 
Insulted,  oppressed,  and  even  corrupted, 
they  exhibit,  not  unfrequently,  a  simplicity 
and  a  kindness  that  render  tenfold  more 
heart-rending  the  folly  and  cruelty  of  that 
system  that  has  forced  away  these  young 
persons,  destined,  in  God's  providence,  to 
holier  and  happier  duties,  to  occupations 
so  unsuited,  so  harsh,  and  so  degrading. 
Now,  Sir,  it  appears  that  they  drag  these 
heavy  weights  some  12,000  yards,  some 
14,000,  and  some  16,000  yards  daily. 

''  In  the  eastJ2LS<^o^l^nd,''  (says  the  com- 
missioner) 'Uhe  persons  employed  in  coal« 
bearing  are  almost  always  girls  and  women. 
They  carry  coal  on  their  backs  on  unrailed 
roads,  with  burdens  varying  from  j  cwt.  to  3 
cwt., — a  cruel  slaving,"  (says  the  sub-commis- 
sioner), '*  revolting  to  humanity.  I  found  a 
little  girl,"  (says  he)  **  only  six  years  old,  car- 
rying I  a  cwt.,  and  making  regularly  fourteen 
long  journeys  a-day.  With  a  burden  varying 
from  1  cwt.  to  1|  cwt.,  the  height  ascended 
and  the  distance  along  the  roads,  added  to- 
gether, exceeded  in  each  journey,  the  height  of 
St.  Paul's  Cathedral." 

Thus  we  find  a  child  of  six  years 
old,  with  a  burden  of  at  leasCSlcwt., 
making  fourteen  times  a-day  a  journey 
equal  in  distance  to  the  height  of  St 
Paul's  Cathedral.  The  commissioner  goes 
on : — 

**  And  it  not  unfrequently  happens  that  the 
tugs  break,  and  the  load  falls  upon  those 
females  who  are  following,"  (who  are,  of 
course,  struck  off  the  ladders  into  the  depths 
below.)  '*  However  incredible  it  may  be,  yet  I 
have  taken,"  (he  adds)  the  evidence  of  fathers 
who  have  rupturejjthfimSfiL^es  by  straining  to 
lift  coal  on  their  children's  backs.'^ 

But,  Sir,  if  this  is  bad  for  the  children 
and  young  persons^  the  case  is  far  worse 
for  pregnant  wgmen .  For  them  it  is  hor- 
rible. I  wilTquote  the  evidence  of  one 
woman  who  deposes  to  her  own  sufferings ; 
and  let  me  here  observe,  that  th^evidence 
of  the  workpeople  themselves  is  worth 
more  thTin  SH  the  rest;  for  they  know 
what  they  suffer,  and  what  the  conse- 
quences are.  I  can  say  for  them  that  I 
have  ever  found  their  statements  more 
accurate,  and  that  I  have  never  met  with 
attempts  to  mislead  in  the  evidence  given 
by  working  men  of  their  own  condition. 
To  return,  however,  to  the  situation  of  the 
wom«D  in  a  .tate  of  prf|»,^f7taOOgle 
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**  I  hftTe  a  belt  round  my  waist/'  (says  Betty 
Harris)] "  and  a  chain  passing  between  my  legs, 
and  I  go  on  my  hands  and  feet.  The  road  is 
Tery  steep,  and  we  have  to  hold  by  a  rope,  and 
where  there  is  no  rope,  by  anything  that  we 
can  catch  hold  of.  It  is  very  hard  work  for  a 
woman. .  •  ,  The  pit  is  very  wet.  I  have  seen 
water  up  to  my  thighs. . .  .  My  clothes  are  wet 
through  almost  all  day  long.  ...  I  have  drawn 
till  I  have  had  the  skin  off  me.  The  belt  and 
chain  is  worse  when  we  are  in  the  family 
way."  **  A  woman  has  gone  home,"  (says 
another)  «  taken  to  her  bed,  been  delivered  of 
a  child,  and  gone  to  work  again  under  the 
week."  <«  I  have  had,"  (says  a  witness)  "  three 
or  four  children  bom  the  same  day  that  I  have 
been  at  work,  and  have  gone  back  to  my  work 
nine  or  ten  days  after:  four  out  of  eight 
were  still-bom."  (There  is*  further  evidence 
to  the  same  effect :  —  '*  The  oppression  of 
ooal-bearing)  says  Ellspee  Thompson,  ^  is 
such  as  to  injure  women  in  after-life,  and 
few  exist  whose  legs  are  not  injured,  or 
haunches,  before  they  are  thirty  years  of 
age."  **  Jane  Watson  had  two  dead  children  ; 
thinks  it  was  so  from  the  oppressive  work.  A 
vast  number  of  women  have  dead  children,  and 
Alse  births,  which  is  worsen  they  are  not  able 
to  work  after  the  latter.  I  have  always  been 
obliged  to  work  below  till  forced  to  go  home 
to  bear  the  baim,  and  so  have  all  the  other 
women.  We  retum  as  soon  as  able — never 
longer  than  ten  or  twelve  days ;  many  less,  if 
they  are  mudi  needed.  It  is  only  hojnework, 
and  ruins  the  women ;  it  cmshes  their  haunches, 
bends  their  ankles,  and  makes  them  old  women 
at  forty."  (Another  poor  girl  says,)  "We  are 
worse  off  than  horses:  they  draw  on  iron  rails, 
and  we  on  flat  floors.'' 

Another  witness,  a  most  excellent  old 
Scotchwoman,  Isabell  Hogg,  says, 

'<  From  the  great  sore  labour,  false  births 
are  frequent,  and  very  dangerous. . .  Collier 
people  suffer  much  more  than  others.  You 
must  just  tell  the  Queen  Victoria  that  we  are 
quiet,  loyal  subjects ;  women-people  here  don't 
mind  work ;  but  they  object  to  horse-work ; 
and  that  she  would  have  the  blessings  of  all 
the  Scotch  coal-women  if  she  would  get  them 
out  of  the  pitSy  and  send  them  to  other  la- 
bour.'* 

Well,  Sir,  and  I  say  so  too.  And  she 
would  have  the  blessing  not  only  of  all  the 
Scotchwomen,  but  of  every  woman  who 
has  the  least  feeling  of  the  sex  within  her, 
and  of  every  man  too  who  has  ever  known 
what  it  is  to  have  a  wife  or  a  mother. 
The  next  point  to  which  I  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  is  as  to  the  hours 
of  work  and  the  physical  effects  on  the 
workpeople. 

''When  workpeople  are  in  full  employ- 
ment," (says  the  Report)  «'  the  regular  hours 
of  work  for  chUdreo  and  young  persons  arej 


rarely  less  than  elssSJX »  more  often  they  are 
t£ffiUe ;  in  some  districts  they  are^birteen.  In 
Derbyshire,  children,  kc,,  work  six(gen  hours 
out  otthe  twenty-four,  reckoning  from  the  time 
they  leave  their  home  in  the  morning  until 
they  return  to  it  in  the  evening."  As  regards 
the  east  of,  Scotland,  there  is  **  overwhelming 
evidence  that  the  labour  is  often  continued,  on 
alternate  days,  at  least,  fifteen,  sixteen,  seven-/ 
teen,  and  eighteen  hours  out  of  the  twenty- 
four." 

Anne  Hamilton,  seventeen  years  old, 
says :  — 

"  I  have  repeatedly  wrought  the  twenty-four 
hours,  and  after  two  hours  of  rest  and  my 
peas  (soup),  have  returned  to  the  pit  and 
worked  another  twelve  hours.*'  ''  Now,  in  the 
great  majority  of  these  mines  nightsyork  is  a 
part  of  the  ordinary  system  oF labour-— one 
which  the  whole  body  of  the  evidence  shows  to 
act  most  injuriously  both  on  the  physical  and 
moral  condition  of  the  work-people,  and  more 
especially  on  that  of  the  children  and  young 
persons."  '^  Though  the  labour,"  (says  the 
Report),  *' cannot  be  said  to  be  continuous, 
because  intervals  of  a  few  minutes  necessarily 
occur  ....  it  is,  nevertheless,  generally  unin- 
terrapted  by  any.regular  time  set  apart  for  rest 
and  refreshment,  wnat  food  is  taken  in  the  pit 
being  eaten  as  best  it  may  while  the  labour 
continues." 

But  in  the  coal  mines  of  Ireland  a  fixed 
time  is  allowed,  at  least  for  dinner.  Here, 
too,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  repeat  that  a 
different  system  prevails  in  the  sister 
island.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  physical 
effects  of  the  labour  on  the  workpeople,  it 
appears  that  in  some  parts  of  the  country  a 
curious  effect  is  produced  bj  the  results  of 
this  species  of  labour  not  IzfiUkgjliscemible, 
in  many  cases,  until  a  certain  period  of 
life.    On  this  head  the  Report  says : — 

**  With  the  exception  of  the  east  of  Scot- 
land (of  which  the  account  is  deplorable),  the 
physical  condition  of  persons  employed  (so 
long  as  they  can  pursue  their  labour)  derives 
a  favourable  character  from  the  advantages  of 
high  wages,  vet  the  testimony,"  (it  continues,) 
"  is  equally  full  that  the  nature  and  circum- 
stances entail  ultimately  grievous  diseases." 

This  is  confirmed  by  the  evidence  of  the 
children  themselves  as  to  the  effect  upon 
their  own  health ;  and  the  Sunday-school 
teachers  depose  to  the  extreme  fatigue 
which  the  few  who  do  attend'lE^chool 
exhibit  when  they  go  on  the  Sunday.  Mr. 
William  Sharpe,  F.R.S.,  a  surgeon  at 
Bradford,— 

«  Has  for  twenty  years  professionally  at- 
tended the  Low  Moor  Iron-works :  there  are 
cases  of  detoimity,  and  also  bad  cases  of  scro- 
fula apparent,  induced  by  boys  bsing  Nnt  too 
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early  iato  the  piUy  by  (beir  working  beyond 
ibeir  strengib.  by  the  constant  stoopingi  and 
by  occasionally  working  in  water." 

The  chief  employment  of  childreD  and 
young  persons  in  North  Durham  and 
Northumberland^  that  of  '*  putting,'^  is 
very  severe—  great  numbers  of  iKryounger 
children  are  often  completely  eioausted 
by  the  labour,  while  those  more  aidvanced 
in  years  say  that  it  deprives  them  of  appe- 
tite and  produces  a  constant  fieeling  of 
sickness, 

''  The  youngest  of  the  putters  are  greatly  to 
be  commiserated ;  many  of  them  declared," 
(says  the  sub-commissioner)i  **  that  the  severity 
of  their  labour  was  such  that  they  would  wil- 
linffly  suffer  a  diminution  of  wages  to  procure 
a  limit  to  the  hours  of  work." 

But  DOtwithstanding  all  this,  the  coal* 

6elds  of  the  North  stand  out  in  almost 

every  respect  in  a  very  favourable  contrast 

.^^^^  with  the  other  districts.    But  the  east  of 

^^Scotland  beats  all.    From  the  tender  ai 


and  sex  of  the  great  proportion  of  the 
workpeople,  the  long  hours  of  work,  the 
wretched  condition  of  the  pits,  the  meagre 
and  unsubstantial  food,  the  degree  of  fa- 
tigue produced  by  colliery-work,  the  labour 
in  this  district  is  extreme.  The  evidence 
of  the  children  is  intolerably  distressing. 
Agnes  Kewy  fifteen  years  old,  says  :-*- 

"  It  is  sore  crushing  work ;  many  lasses  cry 
as  they  bring  up  their  burdens/' 

Again,  another  says : — 

*'  It  is  sare  fatiguing  work  j  it  maims  the 
women.'' 

In  another  place,  Mr.  T.  Batten,  surgeon 
of  Coleford,  says : — 

**  Has  known  cases  of  nervous  relaxation  in 
young  boys.  Had  one  case  oT  epilepsy  in  a 
boy  id>ottt  thirteen,  brought  on  by  too  much^ 
exertion.  Another  boy  died  of  hvraorrfaagia 
purpiwea,  from  the  same  cause.  The  boy  was 
not  more  than  seven  years  of  age/' 

There  is  one  phenomenon  very  remark- 
able in  the  physical  condition  of  the 
minersi  which  ii  seen  in  their  extensive 
roui^ti|a£jlevelopment :  at  first  it  was  sup- 
posed that  an  employment,  which  pro« 
duced  such  a  result,  could  not  be  essenti- 
ally prejudicial ;  but  those  well  acquainted 
with  the  subject  pronounce  this  develop- 
ment to  be  unnatural,  and  therefore  inju- 
rious. Now,  Sir,  the  physical  effects  of 
this  system  of  labour  may  be  classed  under 
these  heads.  Stunted  growth,  crippled 
gait,  irritation  of  head,  back,  and  feet,  a 
variety  of  diseases,  premature  old  age, 
and  death.  I 


<<  Several,"  (says  Dr.  Scott  Allison),  ^  be- 
come  crooked .  Diseases  of  the  spine  are  very 
common  and  very  serious.     Several  of  the 

S'rls  and  women  so  employed  are  distorted  in 
e  spine  and  pelvis,  and  suffer  considerable 
difficulty  at  the  period  of  the  parturition." 
(Diseases  of  the  heart  are  very  frequent*  say  aU 
the  medical  witnesses):—*^  Many  are  r^ptiired, 
even  lads»  from  over  exertion  $  some  are  nap* 
tured  on  both  sides."  (But  the  most  destruo- 
tive  and  frequent  disease  is  ailhma.)  **  Some 
are  affected  at  seven  or  eight  years  of  age. 
Most  colliers  at  the  age  of  thirty  become 
asthmatic*" 

Dr.  Scott  Allison  adds— 

'*  Between  the  twentieth  and  thirtieth  year 
many  colliers  decline  in  bodily  vigour,  and 

become  more  and  more  spare. ;  At 

first,  and,  indeed,  for  several  years,  the  patient, 
for  the  most  part,  does  not  suffer  in  his  general 
health  i  but  the  disease  is  rarely,  if  ever,  cured. 

It  ultimately  deprives  him  of  life  by  a 

slow  and  lingering  process." 

*'  The  want  of  proper  ventilation."  (says 
an  old  miner),  **  is  the  chief  cause ;  the  men 
die  off  like  rotten  sheep." 

There  is  another  most  curious  disease, 
of  which  the  House  now  hears  perhaps  for 
the  first  time.  It  is  the  melanosis,  or  bUpk 
spittle.  From  the  state  of  the  atmospnera 
in  which  the  people  work,  there  is  often- 
times not  sufficient  oxygen  to  deoerbonixe 
the  blood,  and  Dr.  Thompson,  of  Edin- 
burgh^  says— 

^*  Workmen  in  eoal-^mines  occasionally  die 
of  an  affection  of  the  lungs,  aecompanied  with 
the  expectoration  of  a  large  quantity  of  matter 
of  a  deep  black  colour." 

Dr.  Makellar  calls  it 

**  The  most  serious  and  fatal  disease  which 
he  had  had  to  treat  among  coijiers^  carbona- 
ceous inftUration  in  the  substance  oftheluntB*" 

Dr.  Scott  Allison  says— * 

*^  The  symptoms  are  emaciation  of  the  whole 
body,  constant  shortness  and  quickness  of 
breath,  occasional  stitehes  in  the  sides,  quick 
pulse,  usually  upwards  of  100  in  the  minute, 
hacking  cough  day  and  night,  attended  by  a 
copJQyg  exp^toratioDy  for  the  most  part  per- 
fectly  blade.  The  disease  is  never  cured.  It 
invariably  ends  in  the  death  of  the  sufferer." 


Who,  then,  can  be  surprised  that  the 
conseouences  are  premature  old  age  and 
death  r  Not  only,  however,  is  the  death 
of  the  collier  premature^  but  so  is  the  ex- 
haustion of  his  strength  :  he  is  earlv  de- 
8 rived  of  the  power  ofearning  a  livelihood. 
Ir.  Massey,  clerk  15  the  Wellington 
Union,  says — 

^ Thai  when  about  fortf  jma  of  fuoiulhe 
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greater  pari  of  the  colliers  may  be  coofidered 
as  disabled  aod  regular  old  roeD." 

The  evidencei  io  this  respect,  is  uniTer- 
sal.  In  the  east  of  Scotland  the  system 
is  thus  spoken  of  by  the  sub-commis- 
sioner :— 

'<  Its  banefbl  efiect  on  the  health  cannot  well 
be  exaggerated.  I  bare  been  informed  by 
competent  authorities,  that  six  montlis'  labour 
in  the  mines  is  sufficient  to  effect  a  rery  visible 
change  in  the  physical  condition  of  the  chil- 
dren.** 

The  rev.  Richard  Bucklyi  rector  of 
Begelly,  says— 

<*  The  foul  air  of  the  mines  seriously  affects 
the  lungs  of  the  children  and  young  persons 
eniployM  therein,  aod  shortens  the  term  of 
lifej" 

Aod  here  is  a  summary  of  the  condition 
of  the  collier  by  the  commissiooers  i-^ 

^  By  the  same  causes  the  seeds  of  painful 
and  mortal  diseases  are  very  often  sown  in 
childhood  and  youth :  these  slowly  but  steadily 
developing  themselves,  assume  a  formidable 
character  between  the  ages  of  thirty  and  forty ; 
and  each  generation  of  this  class  of  the  popu- 
lation is  cgmmonly  extinct  soon  after  fifty.'' 

No  doubt  exceptions  might  be  quoted 
to  these  results,  but  I  am  only  speaking 
of  the  great  mass  of  persons  employed  io 
the  collieries.  Now,  Sir,  the  iQi>ral  effects 
of  the  state  of  things  which  the  collieries 
present  are  equally  prominent  and  equally 
alarming.  It  might  be  assumed  without 
.proof,  but  I  shall  state  a  few  cases  in 
order  to  exhibit  those  effects  to  the  House 
and  the  country,  and  to  show  how  neces- 
sary it  is,  immediately,  if  possible,  to  ad- 
dress ourselves  to  the  evil.  A  clergyman, 
the  rev.  W.  Parlane,  of  Tranent,  says : — 

'*  Children  of  amiable  temper  and  conduct, 
at  seven  years  of  age,  often  return  next  season 
from  the  collieries  greatly  corrupted,  and,  as 
an  old  teacher  says,  with  most  hellish  disposi- 
tions.'' 

See,  too,  here,  bow  the  system  super- 
indocea  habits  and  feelings  of  ferocity  that 
are  perfectly  alarmiog.  Hannah  Neale 
says,— 

**  My  boy,  ten  years  old,  was  at  work : 
about  half  a  year  since  hjstoe  was  cot  off  by 
the  bind  falling;  notwuEstanding  this,  the 
loader  mad^  him  work  until  the  end  of  the 
day,  although  in  the  greatest  pain." 

Isaac  Tipstooe  says  ;— 

^  I  was  bullied  by  a  man  to  do  what  was 
beyond  my  strength.  I  would  not,  becaose  I 
could  not.  The  man  threw  ma  down,  and 
kicked  oot  two  of  mjnhtJ* 


Jonathan  Watts  says : — 

**  A  butty  has  beatep  a  boy  with  a  stick  tiH 
he  fell.  He  then  stamped  on  him  till  the  boy 
could  scarcely  stand.  The  boy  never  told,  and 
said  he  would  not,  for  he  should  only  be 
served  worse.  Boys  are  pulled  up  and  clown 
by  the  eais.  I  have  seen  them  beaten  till  the 
blood  has  flowed  out  of  their  sides.  They  are 
often  punished  until  they  can  scarcely  stand.'* 

John  Bostock,  speaking  of  Derbyshire, 
says  :— 

"  The  corporals  used  to  take  the  burning 
oaodle-wicks  after  the  tallow  was  off,  light 
them,  and  bum  his  arms.  I  have  known  my 
uncle  take  a  boy  by  the  ears,  and  knock  his 
head  ay^ainst  the  wall,  becaose  his  eyesight  was 
bad,  and  ke  could  not  see  to  do  his  woik  as 
well  as  otliers." 

From  the  south  part  of  the  West  Rid- 
ing,  and  about  Bradford  and  Leeds,  the 
accounts  are  more  favourable ;  but  about 
Halifax  girls  are  beaten  as  severely  as 
boys.  They  strike  them  in  the  face  and 
knock  them  down. 

^  I  have  seen  this  many  timesy"  (says  a 
witness). 

Harriet  Craven,  aged  eleven,  says:— 

'*  A  man  flung  a  piece  of  coal  as  big  as  my 
bead  at  me,  aod  it  stmck  me  in  my  back." 
'*  I  met,"  (says  the  sub-commissioner^  **  the 
girl  crying  bitterly.  The  several  marks  on  her 
person  and  that  of  her  sister  were  sufficient 
proofi  of  ill-treatment"  ^  I  remember  meet- 
mg,"  (he  adds),  **  one  of  the  boys  crying  very 
bitterly,  and  bleeding  from  a  wound  in  the 
cheek.  I  found  his  master,  who  told  me,  in  a 
tone  of  savage  defiance,  that  the  child  was  one 
of  the  slow  ones,  who  would  onl^  move  when 
he  saw  blood,  and  that  by  throwmg  a  piece  of 
coal  at  him  he  had  accomplished  his  purpose, 
and  that  he  had  often  adopted  the  like  means." 

William  Holt  says :— 

**  I  have  seen  boys  get  an  eye  knocked  out 
by  a  stooe  fluog  at  them  by  the  master." 

No  doubt  there  are  many  exceptions  to 
this  state  of  thiogs;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  colliera  are  generally  spoken  of  and 
known  in  many  places  as  remarkably  un* 
'**rillffa*^i^  fl"d  P^-^JAT     Their  habits  be- 


sides beget  an  utter  recklessness  of  human 
life:  in  do  part  of  the  habitable  globe, 
perhaps,  is  there  such  otter  indifierenoa 
displayed  towards  the  life  and  limba  of 
human  beings  as  in  these  collieries.  The 
chief  constable  of  Oldham  says  :— 

**  There  are  so  many  killed,  that  it  becomes 
quite  customary  to  expect  such  things,  aod 
people  say,  ^Oh^it  is  only  a  collier?'  There 
would'"  Oie  said)|  ^  be»o»(edJi|«  otUhited 
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if  a  policeman  were  to  kill  a  dog  in  the  streets. 
Even  the  colliers  amongst  themselves  say  so ; 
so  that  when  they  learn  which  it  is  that  is 
killed,  that  is  all  they  think  about  it." 

fiut  now  mark  the  effect  of  the  syatem 
00  women :  it  causes  a  total  i^norapce  of 
all  domestic  duties;  they  know  nothing 
that  they  ought  to  know ;  they  are  ren- 
dered unfit  for  the  duties  of  women  by 
overwork,  and  become  utterly  demoralized. 
In  the  male  the  moral  effects  of  the 
system  are  very  sad^  but  in  the  female 
they  are  infinitely  worse,  not  alone  upon 
themselves,  but  upon  their  families,  upon 
*JOckiy,  and,  I  may  add,  upon  the  country 
itself.  It  is  bad  enough  if  you  corrupt 
the  man,  but  if  you  corrupt  the  woman, 
you  poison  the  waters  of  life  at  the  very 
fountain.  Sir,  it  appears  that  they  are 
wholly  disqualified  from  even  learning  how 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  wife  and  mother. 
Matthew  Lindley,  a  collier,  says  :— 

**  I  wish  the  Government  would  expel  all 
females  from  mines ;  they  are  very  immoral ; 
they  are  worse  than  the  men,  and  use  far 
more  indecent  language." 

Greorge  Armitage  says— 

^  Nothing  can  be  worse.*' 

At  a  meeting  of  350  working-colliers, 
in  Barnsley,  it  was  voted  with  only  five 
dissentients,  that — 

''The  employment  of  girls  in  pits  is  highly 
injurious  to  their  morals ;  tl      ' 
work  for  females;  and  that 
practice." 

Indeed,  it  universally  appears  that— 

''  Wherever  girls  are  employed,  the  im- 
moralities are  scandalous." 

The  rev.  Richard  Roberts  says — 
*^  The  practice  of  working  females  in  mines 
is  highly  objectionable,  physically,  intellectu- 
ally, morally,  and  spiritually." 

*'It  is  awfully  demoralizing,''  says  Mr. 
Thoroely,  a  justice  of  the  peace  for  the  county 
of  York :  ''  the  youth  of  both  sexes  work  often 
in  a  naked  state." 

The  Sub-commissioner  for  the  East  of 
Scotland  says— 

''The  employment  of  females  in  this  dis- 
trict is  universally  conceived  to  be   so  de- 
^  grading,  that  all  other  classes  of  operatives 
"^  refuse  intermarriage  with   the  daugnters  of 
colliers  who  work  in  the  pits.** 

Joseph  Frazer,  a  collier,  says— 

"  The  employment  unfits  them  for  the  duties 
of  a  mother ;  the  men  drink  hard,  the  poor 
bairns  are  neglected ;  in  fine,  the  women  fol- 
low the  men,  and  drink  hard  also." 

"Under  oo   conceivablt  circumstances,'' 
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(says  the  sub* commissioner),  **  is  any  one  sort 
of  employment  in  collieries  proper  for  females, 
the  practice  is  flagrantly  disgraceful  to  a 
Christian,  as  to  a  civilized  country.  I  have 
scarcely  an  exception  to  the  general  reproba> 
tion  of  this  revolting  abomination." 

"I  am  decidedly  of  opinion,"  says  Mr. 
Thornely,  '*  that  women  brought  up  in  this  vray 
lay  aside  all  modesty,  and  scarcely  know  what 
it  is  but  by  name.  1  sincerely  trust  that  before 
I  die  I  shall  have  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  it 
prevented,  and  entirely  done  away  with." 

Now,  Sir,  I  know  that  the  commissionera 
have  not,  by  any  means,  told  the  worst  of 
the  story.  They  could  not,  in  fact,  com- 
mit to  print  for  general  circulation  all  the 
facts  and  circumstances  that  had  come  to 
their  knowledge  in  connection  with  this 
system;  but  surely  it  does  not  require 
any  very  vigorous  imagination  on  the  part 
of  those  who  have  read  or  heard  these 
statements,  to  draw  from  them  conclu- 
sions which  will  show  a  state  of  ihingt 
which  is  not  only  disgraceful,  but  naost 
perilous  to  the  welfare  of  the  country. 
Now,  Sir,  to  remove  or  even  to  mitigate, 
these  sad  evils  requires  the  vigorous  and 
immediate  interposition  of  the  ^gislature. 
That  interposition  is  demanded  by  public 
reason,  by  public  virtue,  by  the  public 
honour,  by  the  public  character,  and  I  re- 
joice to  add  by  the  public  sympathy;  for 
never,  }  hfllipve^  since  the  first  jUiilfiuuc 


•  that  it V impro^^^  ^-tlheJorroiaJaLlhllSnfian^^ 
hat  it  is  a  scandalous    has,there  existed  w  universal  afeelingoft 
any  one  sqbiect  in  this  country,  as  t6it 


which  now  "'pgrrgflei^he  length  and 
bieadih  afTRe  land  in  abhorrence  and  dis^ 
gust  of  this  mObsti^tts  "Oppression.  It  ia 
deuiauded,  uuieuvur,  1  am  happy  to  saj, 
by  many  well-intentioned  and  honest  pro- 
prietors— men  who  are  anxious  to  see 
those  ameliorations  introduced  which, 
owing  to  long-established  prejudices,  they 
have  themselves  been  unable  to  effect. 
From  lettera  and  private  communicatioos 
which  I  have  received  on  the  subject,  I 
know  that  they  will  hail  with  the  greatest 
joy  such  a  bill  as  I  shall  presendy  ask 
leave  to  introduce.  In  that  bill  I  propose, 
in  the  first  place,  and  at  once,  to  cut  off 
the  princi|Mil  evils.  Much,  no  doubly 
may  be  left  for  future  legislation;  bat 
there  are  some  of  the  evils  of  so  hidenos  a 
nature,  that  they  will  not  admit  of  delay 
—they  must  be  instantly  removed— evils 
that  are  both  disgusting  and  intolerable 
— disgttstmg  they  would  be  in  a  heatbea 
country,  and  perfectly  intolerable  thej 
arc  in  ona  that  profanas  lo  call  itaaif 
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ChriitiBn.  The  first  provision,  then,  which 
I  shall  propose  will  be  the  tc^al^^yrlM;'"" 
ofj|ll  fAmaUa  fynm  thp  minpg  ftmrmllieipies 
of  this  coantry.  I  think  that  every  prin- 
ciple of  religion — I  think  that  every  law 
of  nature  calls  for  such  a  step;  and  I 
know  of  no  argument  that  can  be  raised 
against  it,  unless  one  of  a  most  unworthy 
and  of  a  completely  selfish  character.  I 
believe,  indeed,  there  are  but  a  very  few 
proprietors  who  have  any  real  interest  in 
keeping  women  so  employed;  but  there 
are  some  interested  parties  who  wish  to 
retain  females  in  the  pits,  and  I  am  anxious 
to  state  to  the  House  and  the  country 
what  the  motives  are  for  inducing  or  com- 
pelling those  wretched  females  to  undergo 
the  shameful  toil  and  degradation  to 
which  they  are  subjected.  I  will  take  the 
evidence  of  the  working  people  themselves 
one  of  whom  says — 

'< Girls  and  women  never  get  coal;  they 
always  remain  drawers,  aud  are  considered  to 
be  equal  to  half  a  man/' 

Another  collier  says— 

''They  prefer  women  to  boys,  as  they  are 
easier  to  manage,  and  they  never  get  to  be 
^oaUgetters,  which  is  another  good  thing:*^ 

Another  witness  says— 

"The  temptation  to  employ  women  arises 
from  their  wages,  being  lower  than  that  of 
males.'' 

The  underlooker  at  Mr.  Woodley's 
states — 

^  One  reason  why  women  are  used  so  fre- 
quently in  the  coal-pits  is,  that  a  girl  of  twenty 
will  work  for  2s.  a  day,  or  less,  and  a  man  of 
that  age  would  wanLJi:^'  It  makes  little 
difference  to  the  coal-master;  he  pays  the  same 
whoever  does  the  work.  Some  would  say  he 
got  his  coal  cheaper,  but  I  am  not  of  that 
opinion;  the  only  difference  is,  that  the 
collier  can  spend  U.  to  If.  6d.  more  at  the 
alehouse.'' 

Another  remarks : — 

"  When  a  lad  gets  to  be  half,  he  is  all  for 
getting  coal ;  but  a  lass  never  expects  to  be  a 
coal-getter,  and  that  keeps  her  steady  to  her 
work." 

Now,  Sir,  estimate  the  benefits  of  re- 
moval, by  merely  observing  the  efiect  of 
the  evil*  There  is  no  economy  in  the 
practice,  for  Ellspee  Thompson  says  :— 

*<  I  can  say,  to  my  own  cost,  that  the  b^iins 

are  much  neglected  when  both  parents  work 

*"Below7  and  if  neighbours  keep  the  children, 

they  require  as  much  as  women  sometimes 

earn,  and  yet  neglect  them.*' 
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Mr.  M.  T.  Sadler,  a  surgeon  at  Barns- 
ley,  says : — 

''  I  strongly  disapprove  of  females  being  in 
pits ;  the  female  character  is  totally  destroyed 
by  it ;  their  habits  and  feelings  are  altogether 
different ;  they  can  neither  discharge  the  duty 
of  wives  nor  mothers.  I  see  the  greatest  diu, 
ference  in  the  homes  of  those  colliers  whose 
wives  do  not  go  into  the  pits." 

Mr.  Wood,  the  sub-commissioner  says : 

^'  The  result  of  my  inquiries  is  in  every  case 
to  show,  that  the  employment  of  female  chil- 
dren and  young  persons  in  such  labour,  shuts 
them  out  entirely  from  all  useful  and  neces- 
sary knowledge ;  the  wives  are  so  little  capa^ 
ble  of  rendering  a  house  comfortable,  that  the 
husband  is  constantly  d  riven  to  the  alehouse, 
whence  arise  all  the  evils  of  drunkenness  to 
themselves  and  to  their  femilies.  From  this 
source,  a  fearful  deterioration  of  the  moral  and 
physical  condition  of  our  working  population 
is  rapidly  taking  place." 

Now,  I  rejoice  to  say,  that  in  this  mat- 
ter, we  are  not  left  to  mere  speculation, 
for  we  have  the  evidence  of  Mr.  James 
Wright,  manager  for  the  Duke  of  Buc- 
clench,  and  I  have  his  Grace's  authority 
for  adding,  a  most  intelligent  and  honest 
man.     Hj^says : — 

<<  Four  years  ago,  I  superintended  Mr.  Ram- 
say's mines ;  females  and  young  children  were 
excluded,  and  a  vast  change  was  observable 
in  the  comfort  and  condition  of  the  colliers, 
who  availed  themselves  of  the  new  regula- 
tions." 

He  goes  on  :-— 

*<  Some  families  left  at  the  period,  being  de« 
sirous  to  avail  themselves  of  the  labour  of 
their  female  children,  many  of  whom  have 
returned,  and  the  colliers  are  mucb  more  re« 
gular  than  heretofore." 

This  evidence  is  confirmed  by  Thomas 
Hynd,  coal-viewer  in  Mr.  Dnndas's  pits, 
who  says  :— 

<<  When  Mr.  Maxton  first  issued  the  order, 
many  men  and  fomilies  left,  but  many  have 
returned,  for  they  find,  now  the  roads  are  im- 
proved, and  the  out-put  not  limited,  they  can 
earn  as  much  money,  and  get  homes.  Many 
of  the  females  have  gone  to  service,  and  pre« 
fer  it." 

Again,  Mr.  James  Wright  says — and 
here  I  am  very  anxious  for  the  attention 
of  the  House,  becanse  I  would  entreat 
them  to  observe  how  the  mischief  is  first 
engendered,  and  then  perpetuated,  by  the 
toleration  of  these  practices.  Women 
are  allowed  to  work  below,  and  because 
they  are  so,  the  evils  here  stated,  continue 
wafcout  abatement^,  a  mn^o^g^ 
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pUio  and  resist,  but  a  woman  is  nibmis-    this  I  confess  may  be  looked  upon  as  my 
-  weak  point,  for  here    I    am   likeW  to 

find  the  greatest  opposition.  I  shall,  how- 
ever, briefly  state  to  the  House  the  reasons 
why  I  think  it  necessary  to  limit  the  ad- 
mission of  children  into  the  piu  to  those 
who  have  arrived  at  the  age  of  thirteen. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Ca^or^  Act  pro- 
hibits full  labour  under  thirteen^  years  of 
age :  in  the  next  place,  in  the  cotton  and 
wool  distrieU  frequent  complainta  kaTO 
been  made  of  a  deficiency  of  young  per- 
sons, who,  it  is  alleged,  are  called  off  to 
the  print-works ^and  coal-mines,  where 
labour  is  qoCxegsilafiHL^Tay*  U  is 
therefore  contended  that  an  updue^van- 
jageis  thus  given  to  these  departments  of 
Tnduilry,  to  the  prejudice  of  those  of  wool 
and  cotton.  Now,  I  am  extremely  anx- 
ious to  bring  them  all  to  this  one  level ; 
and  if  my  proposition  be  adopted,  a  due 
supply  of  children  under  thirteen  years  of 
age  will  be  obtained  from  the  coal-pits« 
and  the  proprietors  of  igooLand  cotton 
mills,  as  they  themselves  have  alleged^  will 
be  enabled  to  have  two  complete  sets  of 
workers,  the  demand  for  childreo  under 
thirteen  years  of  age  being  thus  supplied 
to  work  in  two  relays  of  six  hours  in  the 
day  each  (though  I  should  myself  prefer 
five),  according  to  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  »ntroduoed«  but  not  carried,  in  the 
last  Session.  Indeed,  almost  all  the  evi* 
denee  goes  to  show  that  fourteen  yeara  of 
age  would  be  the  proper  limit  required 
for  full  labour.  My  own  feelings,  I  must 
say,  lead  me  to  that  opinion ;  bin  asthir- 
teenJsAeagestatedi^^ 
I  anTnoTdisposed  to^eviate  from  it.  If 
a  child  once  goes  down  into  a  pit,  be 
must  remain  in  it.  All  who  go  down 
must  work  full  time,  and,  if  required, 
throughout  the  night.  As  for  subterraneao 
inspection,  It  ts  altogether  impossible; 
and,  indeed,  if  it  were  possible,  it  would 
not  be  safe.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
case  may  be  twenty*five  years  hencer  but 
certainly,  at  the  present  time,  I  for  one 
Aould  be  very  loth  to  go  down  the  shafu 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  some  act  that 
was  likely  to  be  distasteful  to  the  colliers 
below.  Nor  are  we  without  evklence  as 
to  the  hazard  of  such  proceedings.  Dr. 
Mitchell  says : — 

<<  Cases  have  occurred  where  diabolical 
characters  have  deranged  the  gear  during  the 
night ;. . .  .and  in  consequence,  the  first  party 
descending  has  been  dashed  to  pieces/' 

In  these  mines^  too,  the  Houae 


**  I  feel  confident  (he  says)  that  the  exclu- 
sion of  females  will  advantage  the  colliers  in  a 
physical  point  of  view,  inasmuch  as  the  jQales 
^^jJ^jiQt^jrsak.J5nbad   roads   (females  are 
wrought  only  where  no  man  can  be  Induced 
to  draw  or  work ;  they  are  mere  beasts  of  bur- 
den).    This  will  force  the  alteration  of  the 
economy  of  the  mines." 
Pray,  Sir,  observe  what  follows  :— 
"Owners  will  be  oompslled  to  alter  their 
system  ;  they  will  Tentilate  better,  and  make 
better  roads,  and  so  change  the  system,  as  to 
enable  men,  who  now  work  only  two  days 
a-week,  to  discover  their  own  interest  in  regu- 
larly employing  themselves.'' 

Mr,  Maxton,  of  Arniston,  and  Mr. 
Hunter,  the  mining  overman,  asserts  :— 

"  That  in  consequence  of  a  new  ventilation, 
and  an  improved  mode  of  railing  roads^  a  man 
Apdtwo  boys  take  nearly  as  magh  money  as 
when  the  whole  ramHyDwrhelow,  and  many 
of  the  daughters  of  miners  are  now  at  respect- 
able service." 

Mr.  Maxton,  of  Arniston,  again  con- 
Unds  that^ 

<<  Women  ought  to  he  entirely  disused  un- 
der.ground ;  and  no  boys  ought  to  be  permit- 
ted to  go  below  under  twelve  vearsof  age. 
These  have  been  the  rules  in  this  coUieiy  for 
some  time  past,  and  already  the  good  emcts 
are  being  felt ;  the  houses  of  the  workmen  are 
-  clean  and  comfortable,  the  children  are  well 
looked  after  by  their  mothers,  the  young  women 
are  going  out  to  service,  ami  the  whole  Work- 
people have  a  better  moral  aspect.  Colliers 
prior  to  oar  regulation  emigmted  in  the  pro- 
portion of  one  fourth  j  but  now  not  in  thai  of 
one-tenth.'^ 

This  is  very  important  testimony,  for 
the  colliers,  I  understand,  are  people  of 
very  migratory  habiu ;  and  now.  Sir, 
listen  to  this  as  a  crowning  point.  Mr* 
James  Wright  concludes :— 

''Since  young  children  and  females  have 
been  excluded  from  bis  Orace*s  mines,  we 
never  liad  occasion  to  increase  the  prioe  of 
coal." 

'  All  this  is  confirmed  hy  the  experience 
of  Mr.  Hulton,  of  Hulton,  who  has,  for 
twenty-five  years  been  in  occupation  of 
coal-pits.  That  gentleman  has  been 
kind  enough  to  write  to  me,  and  has 
exhibited  a  most  striking  contrast  in 
the  state  of  the  population  of  his  inines, 
with  that  of  the  surrounding  districts. 
The  neat  jsint  to  jrhich  I  wish  to 
caH  attgtitioii,    ia  tha^-exdusion 


boys  wader  thiHceo  yeara  ofjRfej  and 
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recolleet,  the  miners  have  a  moraUtyand 
a  policy  of  their  own. 

<<  It  is  well  known/'  (says  Dr.  Mitchell,) 
<'  that  persons  who  have  done  actions  not 
deemed  very  heinous  by  the  miners,  have 
lalcn  shelter  in  the  mines ;"  (and  he  adds,) 
"there  are  few  eohstables  who  would  willingly 
go  down  after  them." 

But  I  urge  most  strongly  that  children 
are,  in  many  cases,  left  altogether  in  these 
pits  to  the  butties  and  overlookers,  and 
that  it  is  in  their  power  to  treat  them  as 
they  please.  There  is  abunBaiil  evidence, 
too,  to  show  that  the  children  nevei:^dare 
complain  of  the  tll«usage  they  receive, 
'PmniEments  may  be  prohibited  by  the 
masters,  as  in  many  cases  they  are  ;  but. 
as  one  of  the  Commissioners  very  truly 
remarks,  these  people  work  alone,  in  ser* 
eluded  places,  at  great  distances  from 
each  other,  and  they  are  consequently 
enabled  to  inflict  any  punishment  they 
please  almost  without  notice:  Nor  is 
there,  I  contend,  any  necessity  for  em- 
ploying children  in  such  offices.  One 
witness  says ; — 

«<  Coal-work  is  at  best  of  an  o'er  sair  kind, 
and  few  lads  can  acquire  the  knowledge  of 
<  heaving,'  or  have  good  strength  to  *  put,*  till 
fourteen  years  of  age.  Colliers  frequentlv 
exhaust  themselves,  and  if  regular  they  would 
not  need  the  assistance  of  such  quantities  of 
infant  labour.'* 

Indeed,  the  very  custom  of  taking  those 
children  into  the  mines  had  its  origin  in 
vice.  The  habits  of  irregularity  and  in- 
toxication common  among  miners  are  the 
cause  of  it,  and  unhappily,  from  the  sys- 
tem which  prevails,  those  habits  are  trans- 
mitted from  father  to  son.  We  have  it 
in  evidence  that  manj  of  the  miners  work 
eigfhcjgr  P'"^  '^^Y*  "P^Y  ip  a  fortnight, 
earn  some  money,  and  then  s|>end  the  rest 
of  their  time,  until  those  earnings  are  ex- 
hausted, in  drinking,  cock-6ghting,  and 
gambling.  They  then  have  to  work  again  to 
make  ap  for  lost  time ;  and  thus  it  happens 
that  they  take  down  their  wives  and  chil- 
,  dren  into  the  pits  with  them,  and  make 
that  cmel  demand  on  female  and  inftintile 
labour,  which  would  be  wholly  unoeees- 
sary  wgrg_dtey  steady  to  their  work  and 
decently  frugal  in  their  habits.  Bat  take 
away  the  power  of  permitting  young  chil- 
dren  to  work  in  the  piu ;  put  an  end  at 
ooce  to  this  abuse— 4his  monstrous  and 
shameful  abuse — and,  depend  upon  it, 
they  will  soon  attain  their  legitimate  ends 
in  an  honest  way.    The  next  point  to 


which  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Honse  !« to  the  necessity  of  making  a 
provision,  that  no  person  shall  be  em- 
ployed tn  charge  of  an  engine  or  an  en- 
gine-house who  is  under  the  ageof  twsnly.-* 
onejgars.  The  whole  subject  of  accldenU 
m  coal-pits  has  been  under  the  investi* 
gatio'n  of  this  House,  and  has  been  re- 
ported on,  yet  nothing  has  been  done ; 
but  I  am  sure  that  we  must  speedily  direct 
our  attention  to  this  subject,  if  we  wish 
to  save  many  heads  of  families  for  the 
service  of  their  country,  and  many  families 
of  children  from  destitution  and  the  poor- 
house*  Now,  the  frequency  of  their  oc- 
currence is  fully  proved  and  their  cause 
is  also  elaborately  detailed  in  the  evidence. 
To  give  only  one  statement:  Dr.  Mit- 
chell says, — 

**  The  accidents  which  occur  in  the  mining 
districts  of  South  Staffordshire  are  numerous, 
and,  to  judge  from  the  conversation  which  one 
constantly  hears,  we  might  consider  the  whole 
population  as  engaged  in  a  campaign.'' 

But  my  proposition  will  be  limited  to  a 
single  point.  In  many  districts  it  is  com- 
mon to  draw  up  the  miners  and  let  them 
down  again  into  the  pits  In  baskets 
worked  by  engines.  The  engines  are  put 
up  in  small  bnlldings  near  the  mouth  of 
the  shaft ;  and  those  engines  are  fre- 
quently left  in  the  charge  of  children, 
twelve,  eleven,  and  even  nine  years  of 
age.  The  testimony  is  uniform  and  uni- 
versal as  to  this  shameful  neglect  in  the 
districts  where  it  prevails.  One  witness 
says,— 

*'  It  is  common  in  Derb^fshire,  as  elsewhere, 
to  employ  very  young  children  as  engineers 
to  let  down  and  draw  up  the  workpeople.  I 
have  met  with  children  only  ten  years  old 
having  the  lives  of^ colliers  left  to  their  mercy, 
and  have  seen  others  so  inattentive  to  their 
duty  as  to  let  the  corve  be  drawn  over  the 
pulley,  and  half  a  ton  of  coals  be  thrown 
down  the  shaft.'* 

These  children  draw  ap  or  let  down 
six  at  a  time.  The  accidents  resulting 
from  the  practice  are  innumerable.  One 
of  the  witnesses,  a  miner,  says, — 

"The  worst  thing  that  has  ever  been 
brought  about  against  the  colliers  is  in  the 
masters  employing  little  bite  of  lads  as  engt- 
neerv.  Until  a  man  has  oome  to  maturity  of 
age,  and  to  know  the  nljjeofa  roan^s  IHe,  be 
ia  not  to  be  trusted  with  tne  IBSingement  of 
an  engine." 

That  ii  a  very  jvsl  and  senaibie  remark. 
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ODe  to  which  I  hope  the  House  will  pay 
attention.  But  just  hear  what  is  said  by 
Mr.  Wilde,  the  chief  constable  of  Old- 
ham—and  I  call  more  particular  notice  to 
his  statements,  because  it  is  Mr.  Wilde's 
duty  to  collect  evidence  for  the  coroner's 
inquests. 

"  It  is,'*  (he  says,)  *'  a  general  system  here 
to  employ  mere  children  to  attend  these  en- 
gines and  to  stop  them  at  a  proper  moment ; 
and  if  they  be  not  stopped,  the  two,  or  three, 
or  four,  or  five  persons  wound  up  together  are 
thrown  over  the  beam  down  into  the  pit  again. 
There  have  been  people  wound  over  at  Old- 
ham-edge,  at  Wemertho,  at  Chamber-lane,  at 
Robin-hilly  at  Oldbottom,  and  on  Union- 
ground  here,  within  the  last  six  or  seven 
years." 

And  he  adds,-« 

^  I  do  not  know  a  case  in  which  children 
were  not  the  engineers.  Three  or  four  boys 
were  killed  in  this  way  at  the  Chamber-lane 
Colliery  by  the  momentary  neglect  of  a  little 
boy,  who,  I  think,  was  only  nine  years  of 
age ;  and  who  had  turned  away  from  the  en- 
gine when  it  was  winding  up,  on  his  attention 
being  attracted  by  a  mouse  on  the  hearth." 

But  the  witnesses  who  have  given  evi- 
dence on  this  point  also  hesitate  not  to 
state  the  motive  which  induces  the  em- 
ployment of  those  children.  They  say, 
and  with  great  truth, 

^  If  the  masters  can  get  such  a  duty  dis- 
charged by  a  boy,  to  whom  they  give  5s.  or 
7s.  a  week,  it  is  so  much  gained  to  them  upon 
the  wages  of  a  man,  whom  they  ought  to  em<i 
ploy.'* 

I  think  the  House  will  concur  with  me, 
therefore,  in  thinking  that  the  Legislature 
may  well  interfere  to  check  the  great 
cause  of  these  lamentable  results,  by  put- 
ting an  interdict  upon  the  practice  of  em- 
ploying young  children  in  such  responsible 
^  occupations.  And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
fonrth  and  last  point  to  which  I  would 
call  attention  is  one  on  which  I  trust 
every  Member  of  this  House  will  have  as 
strong  a  feeling  of  indignation  as  that 
which  animates  myself.  I  speak  now  at 
the  practice  of  assigning  boys  ^\  ^ppffip- 
^^ticestOLthe  butty  colliers ;  and  I  do  not 
hesitate^ to  say  that  anything  more  enorm- 
ous was  never  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Legislative  assembly  of  a  free  country. 
The  districts  in  which  this  system  of  ap*. 
.„^  prenticeships  is  most  common  are  South 
StaflTordshire,  Yorkshire,  Lancashire,  and 
the  west  of  Scotland. 

^^n  South  Suffordshire,"  (says  the  sub- 
commissioner,)  ^'the  number  of  children  or 


young  persons  as  apprentices  is  eieeedingiy 
numerous :  these  apprentices  are  4)auper8  or 
orphans,  and  are  wholly  in  the  powerbf  the 
butties;  Such  is  the  demand  for  this  class  of 
children,  that  there  are  scarcely  any  boys  in 
thjg^Unionjwefkhouses.  These  boys  are  sent 
on  trial  between  eight  and  nine ;  and  at  nine 
are  bound  for  twelve  years,  that  is,  to  the  age 
of  twenty-one  years  complete." 

Now,  Sir,  was  there  ever  such  a  thing? 

"  There  are  probably,"  (says  Mr.  William 
Grove,)  *<300  apprentices  belonging  to  tlie 
collieries  in  this  town  of  Bilston.  One  man 
has  now  ^ye  in  his  house." 

Just  see  what  an  abominable  system 
this  is.    Ask  yourselves  whether  any  state    J 
of  slavery  is  worse.    Take  what  I  am  now   u 
going  to  read  to  you  as  a  sample :—  / 

'*  Many  of  the  colliers,"  (says  the  sub-corn-/ 
missioner,)  <*  take  two  or  three  apprentices  a/ 
a  time,  supporting  themselves  and  tamilies  out 
of  their  labour." 

Mark  this :  he  is  idle  himself,  and  lives 
on  the  toil  of  these  wretched  creatures. 

^  As  soon  as  either  of  them  is  old  enough, 
he  is  made  a  getter,  and  is  then  worth  from 
lOci  to  15s.  a  week.  At  the  age  of  fourteen 
the  apprentice  works  side  by  side  with  other 
lads,  who  are  getting  14s.  a  week  (he  himsdf 
getting  nothing):  at  seventeen  or  eighteen, 
side  by  side  with  freemen,  who  may  go  where 
theyjplease,  and  are  earning  20s.  or  ^Ss." 

"  The  orphan,"  (says  the  sub-commissioners,) 
whom  necessity  has  driven  into  the  worii- 
house,  is  made  to  labour  in  the  mines  until 
the  age  of  twenty-one,  solely  for  the  benefit  of 
another." 

Not  a  penny  may  he  earn  for  himself, 
not  a  step  may  he  take  without  the  per 
mission  of  another.  And  is  this  system 
of  apprenticeship  necessary  ?  It  is  given 
in  evidence  that  there  is  nothing  to  be 
learned  that  mighLJQ0iJ2£Lecq.uired  in  ten 
days.     Dr.  Mitchell  says : —         ^  ^ 

**  Notwithstanding  this  long  apprenticeship, 
there  is  nothing  whatever  in  the  coal-mine  to 
learn  beyond  a  little  dexterity,  readily  ac- 
quired by  short  practice.  Even  in  the  mines 
of  Cornwall,  where  much  skill  and  judgment 
are  required,  there  are  no  apprentices." 

Then,  Sir,  see  the  treatment  to  which 
these  unfortunate  lads  are  subjected, 
placed  as  they  are  completely  in  the 
power  of  these  men,  in  seclusion  and 
darkness,  .afraid  to  appeal,  utterly  de- 
fenceless, without  friends  or  protectors  of 
any  sort.  Just  see  the  horrid  power  ex- 
ercised by  these  men.  I  will  read  to  yon 
some  excellent  testimony,  that  of  Mr. 
Bay  lis,  agent  to  Mr.  Lonsdale.  Mr. 
B.yli.say.:-    .^^.^^^^^^oOgle 
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"  The  men  will  send  a  boy  where  they  do 
not  go  themseWeSy  and  some  have  their  limbs 
broken  and  others  lose  their  lives '' 

Mark  the  cowardice  of  the  deed. 

«^Some  parishes  will  not  let  the  butties 
have  their  pauper  children.  Butties  get  ap- 
prenticesy  and  send  their  own  children  to  learn 
other  trades:  the  apprentices  have  not  a  holi- 
day,  if  there  be  one,  or  means  of  employing 
them ; — it  is  the  apprentices  who  are  sent  to 
mind  the  steam^ngine,  and  pump  up  water  on 
Sundays." 

They  are  not  even  allowed  the  rest  of 
the  Sunday. 

^'It  is  the  apprentices  who  on  that  day 
clean  the  boilers.'^ 

Mr.  Ellison,  a  master  manufacturer  in 
the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  gives  si- 
milar  testimony : — 

"  When  the  colliers,"  (says  he,)  "  are  in  need 
of  burners,  they  apply  to  the  Poor-law  guardi- 
ans  for  pauper  children.  I  have  been,"  (says 
he,)  ^  a  guardian  myself,  and  know  it  to  be  the 
fact.  They  cannot  get  them  elsewhere,  on  ac- 
count of  the  severity  of  the  labour  and  the 
treatment  harriers  experience.'' 

But  I  will  now  go  to  the  detail  of  cases 
of  individual  oppression,  and  will  quote, 
in  the  6rst  instance,  the  evidence  given  by 
two  boys,  Thomas  Moorhouie  and  Henry 
Gibson.    Thomas  Moorhouse  said, 
N^     «*  *  My  master  served  me  very  bad ;  he  stuck 
a  pick  into  me  twice.*    [Here  (says  the  Sub- 
Commissioner)  I  made  the  boy  strip,  and  found 
a  large  cicatrix,  likely  to  have  been  occasioned 
\       by  such  an    instrument,    which    must  have 
1        passed  through  the  glutei  muscles,  and  have 
stopped  only  short  of  the  hip  joint :  there  were 
twenty  other  wounds  occasioned  by  hurrying 
in  low  workings.]" 

Henry  Gibson  (Wigan)  said, 

<' There  is  a  lad  called  Jonathan  Dicks, 
from  St.  Helen's  workhouse ;  he  gets  thrashed 
very  ill.  I  saw  his  master  beat  him  with  a 
pifikaye  on  bis  legs  and  arms,  and  his  master 
cut  a  great  gash  in  his  head  with  a  blow  of  a 
pickaxe.', 

I  now  come  to  another  case,  to  which  I 
am  particularly  anxious  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  because  I  believe 
it  to  be  a  case  of  unparalleled  brutality, 
and  because  I  directed  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  the  circumstances  at 
the  time  they  occurred.  I  saw  this  case 
stated  in  the  newspapers  more  than  a 
year  ago,  and  it  appeared  to  me  that 
the  magistrates,  under  whose  atten- 
tion it  had  been  brought,  had  awarded  a 
very  small  punishment  for  a  very  great 
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misdemeanour.  I  immediately  went  to 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  expressed  my 
fears  that  it  was  too  late  to  take  any  steps 
upon  the  case,  adding  at  the  same  time, 
however,  that  it  was  a  matter  in  which, 
perhaps,  he  might  think  it  right  to  show 
that  official  vigilance  was  alive  to  such 
conduct.  My  noble  Friend,  with  that 
courtesy  and  kindness  which  I  ever  expe- 
rienced at  his  hands,  instantly  made  in- 
quiry ;  and  afterwards  informed  me  that 
the  facts,  as  I  had  represented  them,  were 
not  only  substantiated,  but  actually  cor^i 
rect.  I  now  find  the  case  detailed  at 
length  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Report; 
and  I  must  entreat  the  House  to  allow  me 
to  state  it  at  full  length.    It  is  the  case  of 

'^  Edmund  Kershaw,  who  (says  the  sub- 
commissioner)  was  apprenticed  by  the  over- 
seers of  Gastleton  to  abollier  near  Rooley- 
Moor.  Mr.  Milner  (the  surgeon)  examined 
this  boy,  and  found  on  his  body  from  twenty- 
fnur  to  twenty-six  wounds.  His  bacE^nd 
loins  were  beaten  to  a  jelly ;  his  head,  which 
was  almost  cleared  of  hair  on  the  scalp,  had 
the  marks  of  many  old  wounds. • . .  One  of 
the  bones  in  one  arm  was  broken  below  the 
elbow,  and  seemed  to  have  been  so  for  some 
time.  The  boy,  on  being  brought  before  the 
magistrate,  was  unable  to  sit  or  stand,  and  was 
placed  on  the  floor  in  the  office.  It  appeared 
that  the  boy's  arm  had  been  broken  by  a  blow 
with  an  iron  rail,  and  the  fracture  had  never 
been  set,  and  that  he  had  been  kept  at  work 
for  several  weeks  with  his  arm  in  that  con- 
dition. It  was  admitted  **  what  an  admission  i 
<'by  the  master,  that  he  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  beating  the  boy  with  a  flat  piece  of 
wood,  in  which  a  nail  was  driven,  and  projec- 
ted about  half  an  inch.  The  blows  had  been 
inflicted  with  such  violence  that  they  had  pene- 
trated the  skin,  and  caused  the  wounds  de- 
scribed by  Mr.  Milner. " 

Now  was  not  this  enough  for  one  poor 
child,  at  least  ?    Not  at  all  so ; 

'*The  boy  had  been  starved  for  want  of 
food,  and  his  body  presented  all  the  marks  of 
emaciation.  This  brutal  master  had  kept  him 
at  work  as  a  waggoner  until  he  was  no  longer 
of  any  use,  and  then  sent  him  home  in  a  cart 
to  his  mother,  who  was  a  poor  widow  residing 
in  Rochdale." 

Well  might  all  the  charter-masters  in 
Shropshire  speak  of  the  system  with  hor- 
ror, and  say  it  was  as  bad  as  the  African 
slave-trade.  For  my  part,  I  think  it  quite 
as  bad,  if  not  worse;  for,  at  any  rate, 
slaves  have  the  advantage  of  working  in 
the  night  of  the  open  day,  besides  that 
they  may  possess,  sometimes,  the  allevia- 
tions of  a  domestic,  if  not  a  happy  cpn- 
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dition.  But  now,  I  ask,  what  is  to  be  aaid 
of  such  a  syftiem  as  this  ?  These  wretched 
apprentices  have  committed  no  crime,  and 
even  if  they  bad  so,  they  wonid  not  de- 
serve to  meet  with  such  a  punishment. 
Only  a  few  days  ago  I  went  over  the  new 
pnson  at  PentOBville.     Never  have  I  seen 
such  preparations  as  are  there  made  for 
securing  a  proper  degree  of  comfort  to  the 
prisoner.     Such  care  for  light,  such  care 
for  Teottlation,  such  care  that  every  neces- 
sary requirement  of  the  prisoner  should  be 
furnished.     He  is  to  have  books,  tools,  in- 
struction—to hear  the  hnman  voice  at 
least  fourteen  times  a  day.     Sir,  I  Bnd  no 
fault  with  that;  but  bear  in  mind  that  all 
this  is  done  for  persons  who  have  forfeited 
their  liberty  by  the  laws  of  their  country  ; 
but  here  you  have  a  number  of  poor  chil- 
dren, whose  only  crime  is  that  they  are 
ooor,  and  who  are  sent  down  to  these  hor- 
TJctdieAS,  subjected  to  every  privation,  and 
every  variety  of  brutal  treatment,  and  on 
whom  you  inflict  even  a  worse  curse  than 
this— th«  curse  of  dark  and  perpetnaljg- 
norance.     Ignorant  such  people  must  l)e~; 
for,  from  the  time  you  take  them  down  the 
shaft  of  the  pit,  not  one  hour  have  they  of 
their  own  to  learn  their  duty  either  to  their 
fellow-man  or  to  their  Alaaighty  Maker. 
And  here  I  tell  yon  that  this  matter  nearly 
aflfects  yourselves.     It  affects  you  as  the 
makers  of  laws — laws  which  you  enact  in 
order  that  they  may  meet  with  obedience 
and  respect.     You  are  anxious  to  enforce 
these   laws — You  are  anxious  to  enforce, 
for  instance,  the  New  Poor-law.     I  aay 
nothing  now  as  to  the  wisdom,  or  other- 
wise, of  that  law,  but  surely  it  is  wise  to 
relax  the  rigour  of  your  laws  when  such 
relaxation  is  just  and  safe.     Where  is  the 
right  to  inflict  a  servitude  like  this  ?     Is 
_orphanism  a  crime  ?    To  maintain  such  a 
system  wonld  be  not  only  oppression,  but 
an  insult  (I  say  it  advisedly)  to  the  poorer 
classes :  but  they  need  not  fear,  for  they 
will  find,  I  can  see,  a  defonce  in  this 
House.    Here  is  a  case  made  out — ^meet 
that  case  fully  and  fairly.     Do  not  only 
make  laws  to  meet  such  cases  in  future, 
but  endeavour  to  meet  the  first  injustice 
also.     Let  jigprentic^ship  be  abolished  on 
the  spot ;  let  every  existing  indentnre  be 
cancelled. 

<<  Undo  the  heavy  burdens,  and  let  the  op- 
pressed go  free.  " 

And  Dow»  Sir,  I  will  detain  the  House 
only  a  short  time  longer  ;  for  I  know  that 
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I  have  already  trespassed  too  msKsh  upon 
your  attention.    You  will,  however,  1  am 
sure,  forgive  me  when  yon  remember  how 
long  I  have  laboured  in  thiscansUt  and  how 
deeply  1  have  it  at  heart.     And  now«  Sir, 
is  all  this  cruelty  necessary  ?    Cannot  we 
attain  our  ends  by  any  other  means?  Yo« 
have  seen  not  only  how  needless,  but  how 
wasteful  and  ruinous,  to  themselves  and 
their  families,  is  the  employment  of  fe- 
males in  these  severe  and  degrading  oc- 
cupations:  you  have  seen  how  wasteful 
and  ruinous  is  the  employment  of  chil- 
dren of  such  tender  years,  when  we  not 
only  deprive  them  of  all  means  of  educa- 
tion,  but  anticipate  the  efibrta  of  thai 
strength  which  should  be  reserved  for  the 
service  and  defence  of  a  future  genera- 
tion.    Sir,  I  am  sure  that  under  proper 
regulations  the  occupation  itself  may  be 
rendered  both  healthy  and  happy:   in- 
deed, all  the  evidence  goes  to  show  that  a 
little  expense  and  a  little  care  would  ob- 
viate a  large  proportion  of  the  mischiefs 
that  prevail.     No  employaients  that  ave 
necessary  to  mankind  mve  deadly  to  uuut 
but  by  man's  own  fault :  when  we  go  be- 
yond, and  enter  on  the  path  of  luxury  and 
sensual  gratiGcation,  then  begins  the  long 
and  grim  catalogue  of  pestilential  occupa- 
tions.    And  now.  Sir,  having  endeavoured 
to  state  the  case,  may  I  occupy  a  few  mi- 
nutes to  show  that  this  present  effort  is 
not  a  desultory  movement,  but  part  of  a 
large  plan,  wisely  or  unwisely  conceived, 
for  the  social  and  moral  improvement  of 
the  working  classes.     There  are  other  re- 
ports to  come,  which  will  show  a  greater, 
a  deeper,  and,  if  I  may  use  the  term,  a 
fiercer  necessity  for  change  of  some  kind. 
I  had  long  observed  the  enormous  toil  of 
a  large  proportion  of  the  community,  and 
the  total  disemploymeat  of  the  other — 
physically  injurious  to  the  one,  and  mo* 
rally  injurious  to  both.     I  thought  I  had  m 
riglit  to  interpose  in  behalf  of  the  childiea 
and  young  persons,  to  redress  the  balance, 
and  to  avert  the  mischief  by  ^oitening 
the  hours  of  latiour,  and  by  that  means  le 
call  into  action  those  who  were  unem- 
ployed, and  to  afford  some  relief  to  those 
who  were  already  overworked.    This  has 
been  the  limit  of  my  exertions :  i  have 
never  attempted  to  legislatefor  the  adults, 
or  interpose  between  maaier  ^nd  man  m 
the  matter  of  wages.     I  have  laboered  to 
bring  them  within  the  reach  of  VMral  and 
religioes  education,  knowing  full  welt  diat 
they  are  the  seeds  gC[f|j|ttfe  genentionseC 
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citizens;  and  that,  in  the  progress  of 
opinions  and  of  things,  there  can  be  nei- 
ther  safety  nor  hope  but  by  our  becoming, 
under  God's  blessing,  a  wise  and  an  un- 
derstanding  people.  Sir,  we  can  estimate 
our  loss  or  acquisition  of  territory  by  geo- 
graphical measurement;  and  so  we  can 
calculate  in  finance  by  increase  or  defi- 
ciency of  revenue ;  but  it  is  not  easy  to 
arrive  at  the  moral  statistics  of  a  country. 
Many  persons  love  to  estimate  the  condi- 
tion of  a  kingdom  by  its  criminal  tables; 
bat  surely  these,  Sir,  exhibit  very  scantily 
the  moral  state  of  a  people.  A  people 
may  be  in  a  frightful  condition  as  ci- 
tizens, and  yet  but  few  appear  before 
the  magistrate  or  infringe  the  laws  :-~why 
take  such  a  picture  as  this  ?  I  use  it  to 
Aow  that  crtmtnal  statistics  are  only  a 
symptom,  and  not  the  extent  of  the  in. 
ternal  disorder.  The  paper  which  f  bold 
in  my  hand  is  a  statement  taken  from  the 
Police  Returns  of  Manchester,  for  one 
year,  up  to  December  31,  1841,  and  in  it 
f  find  the  following: — 

Taken  into  custody 13,345 

Dtscbarged  by  the  magistrates  ..  10,208 

Of  these,  tbere  were  under  twenty 
yean  of  age     ..     ..     ••     ..     3»oa9 
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fittrely  It  would  be  unsound  for  the 
House  to  conclude  that  of  the  13,345 
taken  into  custody,  the  10,000  discharged 
were  perfectly  innocent,  immaculate  in  all 
the  duties  of  private  citizens.  I  do  not,  in 
general,  set  any  great  value  on  what  are 
now  called  educational  statistics;  yet  I 
cannot  but  observe,  as  a  matter  of  curio- 
sity, in  how  many  of  these  persons  one 
avenue  to  moral  and  intellectual  improve- 
ment was  absolutely  dosed  up.  Of  the 
whole  number.^ 6.971  could  neither  read 
nor  write ;  ^dS&  could  read  and  write  im. 
perfectly ; iraQLonly  had  superior  instruc- 
tion, which  was,  we  may  fairly  conclude, 
of  no  very  high  character.  Now,  Sir,  in 
the  column  which  follows  there  are  many 
sources  of  crime,  of  immorality,  of  utter 
degradation,  fatal  and  wide-spreading,  the 
results  of  which  may  never  be  seen  before 
a  commissioner  of  police  or  a  judge  of 
assize,  and  will  therefore  never  be  ascer- 
tained by  a  statistical  return.  I  find  within 
the  limits  of  the  borough  of  Manchester 
the  number  of 

Pawnbrokers  to  be 129 

Beer-houses      ..  769 

FuibHo-houses 498 

SPSthels a09 
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Brotheb  lately  suppressed  ..  ..Ill 
Brothels  where  prostitutes  are  kept  163 
Houses  of  ill-fame  where  prostitutes 

resort 223 

Street-walkers  in  the  borough..  ..  763 
Thieves  known  to  reside  in  the  bo- 
rough, who  do  nothing  but  steal . .  212 
Persons  following  some  legal  occupa- 
tion, but  who  are  known  to  have 
committed  felony,  and  augment 
their  gains  by  habitual  violation  of 

the  law 160 

Houses  for  receiving  stolen  goods  . .  63 
Houses  suppressed  lately  ..  ..  32 
Houses  for  the  resort  of  thieves  . .  103 
Houses  lately  suppressed  ..  ..  25 
Lodging-houses  where  the  sexes  in- 
discriminately sleep  together     ..  109 

Again,  in  the  year  ending  September, 
1840,  there  were  confined  in  Durham  gaol 
141  pitmen  ;  no  very  great  number  in  re- 
spect of  the  population.  Out  of  these, 
sixty-four  were  confined  for  breaking  some 
small  condition  of  their  bond.  No  perfect 
picture,  however,  of  the  state  of  society 
among  the  mining  people  can  be  arrived  at 
from  this  return.  It  will  be  much  bet* 
ter  collected  from  the  evidence  of  Mrs. 
Goodger,  the  mistress  of  an  infant-school 
in  that  district,  who  states,  that 

**  When  she  first  came,  oaths  were  tzosed- 
ingly  common  in  the  mouths  of  girls  of  five 
and  seven  years  old,'*  and  when  reprimanded 
for  their  conduct,  "  they  did  not  scruple  to  call 
her  the  most  opprobrious  names  that  could  be 
imagined.**  The  wKness  further  declares,  that 
**  she  thinks  the  bad  language  might  be  corrected 
by  the  parents,  who,  instead  of  doing  this, 
frequently  abuse  her  for  punishing  the  chil- 
dren." 

I  hope.  Sir,  that  the  House  wiU  d^^ 
consider  that  I  am  speaking  dogmaticalv 
on  these  subjects :  my  intercourse  with  tk^ 
worktng  classes,  both  by  correspondence 
and  personal  interview,  has  for  many  year^ 
been  so  extensive,  that  I  think  I  may 
venture  to  say,  that  I  am  conversant  witti 
their  feelings  and  habits,  and  can]|  state 
their  probable  movements.  1  do  not  fear 
any  violent  or  general  outbreaks  on  tbe 
part  of  ttie  popiTlatioB ;  there  may  be  a 
few,  but  not  more  than  will  t>e  easily  re- 
pressed by  the  ordinary  force  of  the  coun- 
try. But  I  do  fear  the  progress  of^a  can- 
cer,  a  perilous,  and  if  we  much  longer 
delay,  an  incurable  cancer,  which  has 
seized  upon  the  body,  social,  moral,  and 
political ;  and  then  in  some  day,  when 
there  shall  be  required  on  the  part  of  our 
people  an  unusual  energy,  an  unpreoe- 
dented  effort  of  virtue  and  patriotisms  the 
2X8 
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strength  of  the  empire  will  be  found  pros- 
trate, for  the  fatal  disorder  will  have 
reached  its  vitals.  There  are,  I  well  know, 
many  other  things  to  be  done ;  but  this,  I 
must  maintain,  is  an  indispensable  preli- 
minary; for  it  is  a  mockery  to  talk  of 
edacation  to  people  who  are  engaged,  as 
it  were,  in  unceasing  toil  from  their  cradle 
to  their  grave.  I  have  endeavoured  for 
many  years  to  attain  this  end  by  llgiiting 
the  hours  of  labour,  and  so  bringing^e 
children  and  young  persons  within  the 
reach  of  a  moral  and  religious  education. 
I  have  hitherto  been  disappointed,  and  I 
deeply  regret  it,  because  we  are  daily 
throwing  away  a  noble  material! — for, 
depend  upon  it,  the  British  people  are  the 
noblest  and  the  most  easily  governed  of 
any  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  Their  forti- 
tude and  obedience  under  the  severest 
privations  sufficiently  prove  it.  Sure  I 
am,  that  the  Minister  of  this  country,  who- 
ever he  be,  if  he  will  but  win  their  con- 
fidence by  appealing  to  their  hearts,  may 
bear  upon  his  little  finger  the  whole 
weight  of  the  reins  of  the  British  empire. 
And,  Sir,  the  sufferings  of  these  people,  so 
destructive  to  themselves,  are  altogether 
needless  to  the  prosperity  of  the  empire. 
Could  it  even  be  proved  that  they  were 
necessary,  this  House,  I  know,  would 
pause  before  it  undertook  to  affirm  the 
continuance  of  them.  What  could  induce 
you  to  tolerate  further  the  existence  of 
such  cruelties  ?  Just  hear,  Sir,  and  it  is 
the  last,  the  statement  of  William  Hunter, 
a  mining  overs-man  in  the  Arrinston  col- 
liery— 

"  I  have  been.twenty  years,"  (says  he),  "  io 
the  works  of  Mr.  Robert  Dandas.  Women 
and  lasses  were  wrought  below,  when  Mr. 
Alexander  Moxton,  oar  manager,  issued  an 
order  to  exclude  thero.  Women  always  did 
the  heavy  part  of  the  work;  and  neither  they 
nor  the  children  were  treated  like  human 
beings,  nor  are  they  where  they  are  employed. 
Females  submit  to  work  in  places  where  no 
inan,  or  evenlSd,  could  be  got  to  labour  in ; 
they  work  in  bad  roads,  up  to  their  knees  in 
water,  in  a  posture  nearly  double ;  they  are 
below  till  the  last  hour  of  pregnancy;  they  have 
swollen  haunches  and  ankles^  and  are  prema- 
turely brought  to  the  grave,  or  what  is  worse,  a 
lingering  existeuce." 

Well  might  that  good  man  Mr.  Bald 
exclaim — 

**  The  state  of  these  females,  after  pulling 
like  horses  through  these  holes,  is  more  easily 
conceived  than  explained ;  their  perspiration, 
their  exhaustion,  and  tears  very  frequently,  it 
is  painful  in  the  extreme  even  to  witness.'' 


Is  it  not  enough  to  announce  these 
things  to  an  assembly  of  Christian  men 
and  British  Gentlemen  ?  For  twenty  mil- 
lions of  money  you  purchased  the  libera- 
tion of  the  negro;  and  it  was  a  blessed 
deed.  You  may,  this  night,  by  a  cheap 
and  harmless  vote,  invigorate  the  hearts  of 
thousands  of  your  countrypeople,  enaUe 
them  to  walk  erect  in  newness  of  life,  to 
enter  on  the  enjoyment  of  their  inherited 
freedom,  and  avail  themselves  (if  they  will 
accept  them)  of  the  opportunities  of  virtue^ 
of  morality,  and  religion.  These,  Sir,  are  the 
ends  that  I  venture  to  propose :  this  is  the 
barbarism  that  I  seek  to  restore.  The 
House  will,  1  am  sure,  forgive  me  for  hav- 
ing detained  them  so  long ;  and  still  more 
will  they  forgive  me  for  venturing  to  con- 
clude, by  imploring  them,  in  the  words  of 
Holy  Writ,  *'  To  break  off  our  sins  by 
righteousness,  and  our  iniquities  by  show- 
ing mercy  to  the  poor,  if  it  may  be  a 
lengthening  of  our  tranquillity." 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  begged  to  second  the 
motion  ofHh  noble  Friend,  and  in  doing 
so  to  acknowledge  in  the  spirit  it  merited, 
the  manner  in  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
expressed  his  acknowledgements  to  the 
late  Government  for  granting  him  the 
commission.  The  details  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  laid  before  the  House  mnst» 
he  was  sure,  have  convinced  every  Gen- 
tleman who  heard  him  of  the  absolute 
necessity,  that  the  House  should  take 
some  vigorous  steps.  His  noble  Friend 
had  preferred  the  work  of  benevolence  to 
which  he  had  devoted  himself  to  that 
more  splendid  and  glittering  path  that 
ambition  might  have  opened  to  him,  and 
found  its  reward  in  the  enjoyment  of 
office,  and  the  employment  of  power. 
In  that  work  he  trusted  his  noble  Friend 
would  succeed,  and  with  the  assistance  of 
the  House  accomplish  the  object  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  in  view,  that  of  advanc- 
ing the  interests  of  humanity. 

Mr.  H,  Lambton  could  not  but  express 
his  gratitude  to  the  noble  Lord  for  pro- 
posing legislation  on  this  subject.  It  did 
him  infinite  credit.  It  was  one  of  many 
proofs  he  had  given  how  anxious  he  was 
to  protect  the  goorer  classes,  especially 
the  younger  portion  of  them.  He  had 
listened  to  the  whole  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  with  the  deepest  interest — the  pro- 
foundest  attention;  but  that  part  which 
excited  his  feelings  the  most  was,  where 
he  exposed  the  manner  in  which  figQudes 
were  employed  ii^|Ji|5^,^i|igo(^|^ 
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listened  to  that  part  with  feelings  of  dis- 
gust, indignation,  and  shame,  that  in  this 
enlightened  country,  in  the  middle  of  the 
nineteenth  century,  such  a  savage  state  of 
things  should  be  found  to  exist ;  and  it 
was  with  pleasure  and  satisfaction  he  was 
enabled  to  state,  that  in  the  counties  of 
Durham^^ldNprthumberland,  females 
were'^nereremployed  in  the  mines.  He 
wished  to  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
stating  this,  in  order  that  none  of  that 
blame,  which  so  justly  attached  to  those 
parts  of  the  country  where  such  a  practice 
occurred,  should  fall  on  these  two  coun- 
ties; and  he  would  assert,  without  hesita- 
tion, that  in  those  counties,  the  coal- 
owners  and  their  agents,  generally  speak- 
ing, treated  the  colliery  population  with 
kindness,  even  with  generosity.  The 
pitmen  were  in  receipt  of  excellent  wages 
— better  than  in  most  parts  of  the  king- 
dom; and  great  attention  and  consider- 
ation were  paid,  even  at  an  enormous 
expense,  to  the  welfare,  health,  and  safety 
of  them  all.  These  two  counties  were 
free  from  many  of  the  charges  brought 
forward  by  the  noble  Lord.  There  were 
no  **  girdle  and  chains"— no  "  beating  of 
boys" — no  "  escape  to  the  mines  of  men 
I  who  had  infringed  the  law,  and  where 
j4onstables  dared  not  follow/' — no  **  boys 
lof  nine  or  ten  years  old  in  charge  of  the 
engine" — no  '*  apprenticeship.**  There 
were  none  of  these ;  but  he  did  not  mean 
to  say,  there  was  nothing  to  correct.  Far 
from  it.  He  at  once  admitted,  that  the 
boys  went  down  into  the  mines  too  young. 
But  here  he  must  say,  the  noble  Lord 
had  exaggerated  the  case,  in  stating  that, 
in  North  Durham,  ''there  were  several 
of  the  age  of  five.*'  In  the  collieries  with 
which  he  was  connected,  there  were  forty- 
seven  trappers.  Of  this  number,  five  only 
were  the  aige  of  eight ;  the  rest  were  about 
nine  and  ten.  But  that  was  too  young ;  and 
he  admitted,  that  a  law  was  necessary  to 
protect  the  child — ^but  to  protect  the  child, 
not  against  the  coal-owner  and  his  agent, 
but  against  thej!ypidity  of  hi^  pwn  parent. 
There  was  the  great  difficulty  to  contend 
with.  It  mattered  little  to  the  coal-owner, 
as  far  as  his  self-interest  was  concerned, 
whether  the  boy  went  down  to  work  in  the 
mine  at  the  age  of  nine  or  ten,  or  eleven 
and  twelve.  It  mattered  little  whether 
that  boy  worked  three  days,  or  five  or  six 
days  in  the  week ;  but  it  did  matter  to  the 
cupidity  of  the  parent.  It  was  the  parent 
who,  but  ilLeducated  and  blinded  as  to 


what  was  his  real  and  true  interest, 
thought  of  nothing  but  how,  at  the  very 
earliest  age  of  his  child,  he  might  earn  a 
few  shillings.  He  saw  a  remarkable  illus- 
tration of  this  last  year,  in  the  county  of 
Durham.  In  the  Lambton  collieries  there 
is  established,  and  is  establishing,  at  the 
expence  of  the  coal-owner,  three  great 
schools.  An  able  schoolmaster  is  care- 
fully selected  for  each.  He  is  allowed 
40/.  a  year,  a  house  and  fuel;  and  his 
school  house  is  found.  One  of  these 
schools  is  in  full  operation ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Lambton)  had  taken  great  pains  to  make 
it  as  effective  as  possible,  by  framing  the 
regulations  according  to  the  best  and 
most  approved  methods  of  teaching.  But 
— and  here  was  the  illustration — in  almost 
every  communication  he  had  with  the 
schoolmaster,  he  was  met  with  this  obser- 
vation : — 

'*  But  what  can  I  do.  Sir  ?  The  parents  will 
take  away  their  children  so  very  young,  to  put 
them  into  the  mines  I" 

Now,  if  you  will  pass  a  law  to  prevent 
the  child  from  going  down  so  very  young, 
you  will  do  an  infinity  of  good  in  promot- 
ing the  education  of  that  population. 
Education  is  tbe^  great  instrument  and 
engine  by  which  you  must  strike  at  the 
root  of  this  evil;  and  I  hope  and  trust 
that,  before  long,  there  will  be  no  colliery 
establishment  where  the  coal-owner  will 
not  have  established  effective  schools  at 
his  own  expense.  It  is  a  duty  he  owes  to 
his  Ood  and  his  country  so  to  do.  But 
in  legislating  on  this  subject,  the  House 
must  be  most  careful  to  do  so  cautiously 
and  temperately.  Recollect,  that  we  have 
to  do  with  immense  interests,  where  any 
rash  legislation  might  plunge  them  into 
confusion  and  disorganization ;  and  recol- 
lect, that  we  have  to  do  with  the  labour 
of  the  pitmen,  which  is  his  only  properTy. 
lie  hoped  her  Majesty's  Government  would 
bear  this  well  in  mind,  when  deciding  the 
precise  limitation  of  the  age.  One  word 
more.  He  (Mr.  Lambton)  must  say,  from 
all  he  could  learn,  that  there  had  been 
some  exaggeration  on  the  part  of  the  sub 
commissioner  in  describing  the  state  of 
things  in  the  counties  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland— as  to  the  very  early 
age  at  which  so  many  of  the  boys  go 
down  into  the  mines — as  to  the  severity 
of  the  work  of  the  putters  and  its  effects 
on  their  manner  and  health — as  to  the 
general  effect  on  the  health  of  the  pitmen 
—and  on  the  premature  old  age  among 
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the  pitmen.  The  hon.  Member  quoted  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Hardcastle,  surgeon,  dated 
May  23rd,  1842;  and  alto  an  extract 
from  a  letter  from  a  head  agent  of  a  large 
colliery  e«tablishment|  which  stated, 

**  There  were  abundaut  examples  of  pitmen 
still  healthy  and  active,  from  sixty  to  sixty- 
eight,  and  of  even  seventy— there  are  large 
numbers  of  sixty ;  and  men  who  have  hewed 
forty  years." 

Mr.  Lambton  concluded,  by  again  call- 
ing on  the  Government  to  pay  attention 
to  the  precise  limitation  of  the  age — bear- 
ing in  mind,  that  the  Legislature  was 
dealing  with  immense  interests — that  any 
rash  legulation  might  plunge  them  into 
confusion  and  disorganization,  and  that 
we  were  dealing  with  the  only  property  of 
the  pitman — his  labour:  consequently, 
that  we  ought  not  to  place  the  limit  at 
one  day  longer  than  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary. 

Lord  F.  Egerton  rose  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  to  his  noble  Friend 
his  most  sincere  thanks  for  the  exer- 
tions which  he  had  made  in  bringing 
the  subject  before  the  House.  He 
thanked  him  for  these  exertions,  the 
more  peculiarly,  as  they  were  in  behalf 
of  a  class  of  men  with  whom  he  might 
consider  himself  in  some  degree  con- 
nected, representing  as  he  did  many  gen- 
tlemen who  were  deeply  interested  in 
CfiaLlP'"'»g  property,  and  who,  he  could 
assure  the  House,  were  most  anxious  to 
ameliorate  the  moral,  social,  and  physical 
condition  of  those  who  were  engaged  in 
that  most  useful,  important,  and  national 
employment.  He  thanked  his  noble 
Friend  the  more  too,  because  he  knew 
from  experience  that  the  assistancfi^f  the 
t^gifil^ture  was  essential  in  or3er  to  re- 
medv  the  prevalent  abuses.  It  was  easy 
for  tnem  to  judge  of  these  matters  with 

an  <»n]nry^H  iripw^  ^^^  j  ^p  P«>n<>r«il  gfOUUds  ; 

but  it  was  no  such  easy  matter  to  induce 
those  immediately  interested  at  once  to 
adopt  those  changes  which  experience 
only  could  satisfy  them  were  improve- 
ments. There  were  two  most  important 
points  introduced  to  the  notice  of  the 
House  by  his  noble  Friend — the  age  at 
which  children  were  to  be  employed,  and 
the  occupation  of  females.  With  respect 
to  the  latter,  although  in  the  district 
which  he  was  connected  with,  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  employment  to  which 
females  were  subjected  was  incompatible 
Hb  healtbi  jet  stilly  putting  out  of  the 


question  all  such  grounds  as  cruelty,  op- 
pression, force  and  violence,  he  thought 
that,  as  a  question  of  morality,  it  was  a 
monstrous  thing  that  the  female  sex 
should  continue  to  be  so  employed.  With 
respect  to  the  ages  at  which  children 
should  begin  to  labour,  he  was  not  sure 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  selected  quite 
the  proper  terms.  However,  that  was  « 
matter  to  be  afterwards  discussed ;  but,  in 
the  meantime,  he  could  not  help  stating 
to  the  House  some  information  which  he 
had  received  on  this  subject,  and  which 
was  communicated  to  him  by  a  most  re- 
spectable gentleman,  a  clergyman,  who 
had  been  long  conversant  with  such  sub- 
jecU.  This  gentleman  stated,  unwillingly, 
but  conscientiously,  that  he  feared  that 
the  pecuUa£_bfiQd^f  the  back,  and  other  ,. 
physical  peculiarities  requisite  to  the  em-  ^* 
ployment,  could  not  be  obtained  if  cbil-^  . 
dren  were  initiated  at  ajaiec.4tga^an  '^ 
twelve.  This,  however,  was  a  subject 
which  would  afterwards  come  before  the 
House,  and  in  the  meantime,  he  would 
again  express  his  thanks  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
introduced  the  subject  to  their  notice,  and 
for  the  pains  which  he  had  taken  on  be« 
half  of  those  whom  it  was  the  object  of 
this  bill  to  benefit. 

Mr.  Hume  was  sure  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  would  ex- 
perience the  most  hearty  co-operation 
from  those  who  sat  near  him,  in  carrying 
out  the  measure  which  he  had  iust  intro- 
duced to  their  notice.  The  tale  he  had 
unfolded  could  not  but  give  rise  to  the 
most  painful  reflections.  Hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds  had  been  expended 
in  trying  to  alleviate  distress  abroad,  and 
nothmg  done  to  put  an  end  to  such  scenes 
of  misery  at  home.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  there  was  something  wrong  in  the 
nature  of  the  Government  which  could 
have  permitted  them  to  have  prevailed  so 
long,  with  so  large  an  expenditure  for 
moral  and  religious  instruction,  with  indi- 
viduals endowed  with  such  high  salaries 
for  the  jpurpose  of  attending  to  the  educa- 
tion of  the  people;  he  really  thought, 
that  what  they  had  just  heard  contained 
matter  for  most  serious  consideratk>n.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  bear  tes^ 
timony  to  the  character  of  the  working 
man,  and  he  hoped,  that  the  Government 
would  give  its  best  assistance  to  elevate 
that  character  still  higher.  He  believed, 
that  none  of  the  eoactments  propoied  b|^ 
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the  ooble  Lord  would  be  objected  to.  The 
queetion  as  to  age  would  be,  perhaps,  a 
solitaryexception,  bot  on  every  other 
pointthey^ere  free  from  those  objections 
which  on  other  and  similar  occasions  had 
seemed  to  him  to  exist  to  interfering  be* 
tween  the  master  and  the  workman.  Go« 
vernment,  he  contended,  was  bound  to 
provide  by  education  for  the  moral  im- 
provement of  the  young,  as  imperatively 
aa  they  were  bound  lo  provide  for  the 
physical  wants  of  the  community.  The 
promotion  of  education  was  a  doty — ^a 
sacred  duty*— incumbent  upon  the  Go* 
vernment,  and  should  be  one  of  the  fore* 
most  of  the  means  to  be  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  his  efforts  to  put  an  end  to 
the  misery  which  existed  in  coal  mines. 
A  foreigner  arriving,  and  hearing  the  de- 
tails which  they  had  just  listened  to,  could 
not  be  brought  to  believe,  that  in  a  civi- 
lised country  such  things  should  prevail. 
The  noble  Lord  had  taken  the  proper 
course ;  instituted  inquiries,  and  had 
brooght  before  the  House  statements,  not 
based  upon  bis  own  assertions,  bot  on  the 
evidence  afforded  by  the  inquiries  of 
others.  He  could  only  conclude  by  re* 
gretting,  that  the  instituiionsof  the  country 
bad  been  in  some  way  so  deficient — that 
so  many  millions  of  money  had  been  ex- 
pended for  Uie  improvement  of  the  people, 
and  that  after  all  such  scenes  should  have 
continued  to  exist. 

Sir  James  Oraham  felt  delighted  but 
not  surprised  at  the  unanimity  displayed 
by  the  House  in  the  question  before  them. 
He  was  sure,  that  he  expressed  the  opin- 
ion of  the  House  when  he  said,  that  the 
feelings  of  those  must  be  bad,  or  their 
reason  perverted,  who  were  not  impressed 
with  the  force  of  the  argument,  the  single- 
mindedness  of  purpose,  and,  above  all, 
the  tenderness  of  heart,  which  charac* 
terised  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
never  listened  to  any  statement  more 
clearly  convincing  in  itself,  or  which,  to 
his  mind,  was  more  expressive  of  that 
which  he  knew  before,  but  never  felt  so 
forcibly  as  now-^-the  amiable  character  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  made  it.  He  congra- 
tulated him  upon  the  result  of  his  efforts, 
and  the  general  approbation  with  which 
the  House  had  rewarded  his  sacrifices  and 
exertions  in  the  cause  of  humanity.  He 
believed,  that  with  respect  to  the  four 
principal  points  which  it  was  the  object  of 
the  bill  of  his  noble  Friend  to  achieve,  no 
diArenee  would  exist.    U  would  be  im- 


possible to  deny,  that  the  time  had  come 
when  they  should  extend  by  law  to  the 
workers  in  coal  mines  those  regulations 
which  subsisted  in  the  mines  of  Cornwall. 
It  was  necessary  that,  without  reference 
to  age,  fences  should  not  be  employed  in 
underground  labour.  What  had  been 
stated  with  reference  to  this  species  of 
employment  was  degrading  to  the  coun- 
try. It  was  an  employment  which,  if 
persevered  in,  would  invoke  a  great  moral 
retribution — which  would  have  a  most 
prejudical  effect  on  the  manly  bearing  of 
the  people,  and  be  attended  with  great 
ultimate  degradation  and  loss  of  national 
character.  The  next  point  was  with  re- 
gard to  the  exclusion  of  boys  under  a 
certain  age  from  worklngTn  the  mines. 
His  noble  Friend  proposed  the  age  of 
thirteen  as  the  limit,  and  he  had  assigned 
reasons  for  that  proposition.  He  did  not 
wish  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  these 
reasons  at  present.  Some  of  them  did  not 
appear  to  be  quite  satisfactory;  but  on 
the  part  of  her  Majesty's  Government  he 
would  give  its  full  assent  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  bill  embracing  the  principle  of 
some  limitation  of  age.  What  peculiar 
limit  it  would  be  advisable  to  adopt  he 
was  not  prepared  at  that  moment  to  sug* 
gest.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentle, 
man,  the  Member  for  the  county  of  Dur- 
ham, that  the  children  required  to  be 
protected,  not  so  much  from  the  selfish* 
oess  of  the  coal-owners,  as  from  the 
^'T'^ty  ^f  ^*^f'r  Q"P  parents ;  and 
although  in  general  he  would  strenuously 
contend,  that  the  principle  should  be  held 
sacred,  of  non-interference  with  parental 
cooljol,  yet  in  the  circumstances  o^ the 
case  at  present  before  their  notice,  he  felt 
that  that  control  should  be  more  or  less 
restricted,  and  that  the  intervention  of  the 
Legislature  was  indispensable.  He  would 
therefore  assent  to  the  general  principle 
involved  in  the  second  point  of  the  noble 
Lord's  bill.  With  respect  to  the  third  point, 
which  proposed  the  imposition  of-some 
limitjipQnthe  ftgM  nf  thoge  employed  aS 
Qfigineers,  he  cordially  concurred.  These 
persons  were  often  placed  at  the  top  of 
the  pit,  regulating  the  motions  of  the 
engine  which  drew  up  the  workmen  and 
the  coal  from  the  bottom  of  the  pit,  and 
it  was  most  important  that  such  a  grave 
duty  should  not  be  devolved  upon  mere 
boys.  The  last  point  in  the  proposed 
bill  of  his  noble  Friend,  referred  to 
the  binding   aa  apprenticea  of  parish 
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children;  and  there  also  he  agreed  with 
him  that  pauper  children  should  not  be 
indiscriminately  bound.  Under  the  regu- 
lations of  the  Poor-law  Commission,  which 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  proposing  the 
continuance  of  to  the  House,  he  had  im- 
posed great  restrictions  upon  the  binding 
of  parish  apprentices.  He  was  aware, 
howe?er,  that  these  restrictions  were  im- 
perfect, and,  in  another  clause  which  he 
had  proposed  to  the  House,  he  had  made 
provision  for  vesting  in  the  commission  a 
power  of  restricting  the  board  of  guardians 
with  respect  to  the  trades  to  which  parish 
children  were  to  be  bound.  He  quite  as- 
sented as  to  the  propriety  of  legislating 
upon  the  subject,  and  thought  that  pauper 
children  should  not  be  bound  apprentices 
in  the  mines.  There  had  been  so  much 
abuse  carried  on  in  this  respect  already — 
it  had  been  so  distinctly  proved  that  chil- 
dren of  six,  seven,  and  eight  years  of  age 
had  been  bound  apprentices  and  employed 
for  a  great  length  of  time  in  labour  be- 
yond their  strength — it  was  a  question  for 
consideration,  whether  the  articles  of  ap- 
prenticeship passed  under  the  old  system, 
should  be  considered  in  general  to  be  still 
binding.  With  respect  to  the  whole  mea- 
sure proposed  by  his  noble  Friend,  he 
thought  that  they  were  much  indebted  to 
him  for  his  exertions  in  introducing  it.  He 
did  not  think  that  there  was  any  one  to 
whom  that  duty  could  be  entrusted  so  as 
to  command  more  public  conBdence ;  and 
he,  on  the  part  of  Government,  could  as- 
sure his  noble  Friend  that  her  Majesty's 
Government  would  render  him  every  as- 
sistance in  carrying  on  the  measure. 

Mr.  Turner  was  happy  that  none  of  the 
charges  they  had  heard  made  against  so 
many  of  the  mining  districts,  could  be 
made  against  that  district  with  which  he 
was  connected.  He  had  been  astounded 
at  the  statements  he  had  heard  that  night, 
but  he  was  glad  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
made  them,  allowed  that  the  Cornish 
mine  proprietors  did  not  employ  people 
for  their  bene6t  in  the  way  which  he  was 
sorry  to  hear  they  had' been  employed  in 
elsewhere. 

Mr.  Stuart  fVortley  was  sorry  that  he 
could  not  express  similar  sentiments  to 
those  which  he  had  just  heard  uttered. 
The  district  with  which  he  was  connected, 
and  in  which  he  had  passed  the  greater 
portion  of  his  life,  was  one  from  which  the 
commissioners  had  drawn  the  accounts  of 
some  of  the  most  striking  and  terrible 


features  in  their  report.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances he  rose  to  discharge  a  duty 
rather  satisfactory  to  himself,  than  neces- 
sary to  the  present  discussion,  and  that 
was  to  pay  to  the  noble  Lord  his  tribute 
of  admiration  for  the  course  which  he  had 
adopted,  and  to  tender  to  him  his  grateful 
thanks.  It  had  been  said  that  there  were 
exaggerations  in  the  report  delivered.  He 
could  not  say,  nor  could  any  man  say, 
that  in  that  report,  here  and  there,  some 
exaggerated  statements  could  not  be  found, 
but  that  these  were  exaggerations  which 
affected  the  conclusions  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  come  to,  he  did  not  believe. 
He  believed  that  practices  did  exist  which 
fully  warranted  the  interference  of  the 
Legislature.  He  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  remarkable  document 
which  he  had  not  heard  alluded  to,  but 
which  he  believed  the  House  would  gladly 
see  brought  under  their  notice.  Long 
before  the  report  of  the  children's  em- 
ployment commission  in  February  last,  a 
petition  was  presented  to  the  House  from 
a  witness  of  many  of  these  scenes,  sub- 
stantially narrating  statements  similar  to 
what  they  had  all  lately  heard,  and  con- 
cluding with  a  prayer  in  unison  with  the 
principle  of  the  proposition  of  his  noble 
Friend.  The  hon.  Gentleman  read  por- 
tions of  the  petition,  which  agreed  with 
the  statements  of  the  mine  commissioners 
quoted  by  Lord  Ashley.  The  petition 
concluded  with  a  prayer,  that  the  system 
might  be  done  away  with.  He  quoted 
this  petition,  because  it  had  been  whis- 
pered that  the  report  of  the  commissioners 
was  exaggerated,  that  they  had  been 
willing  to  receive  accounts  of  abuses,  and 
to  make  up  heightened  statements.  Now, 
the  petitioner  in  this  instance  was  an  im- 
partial man,  and  one  who  had  personally 
an  opportunity  of  witnessing  what  he  de- 
scribed. He  fully  concurred  with  the 
main  objects  of  the  bill  proposed  to  be  in- 
troduced by  his  noble  Friend.  He  felt 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  not  taken  a  step 
beyond  the  bounds  of  prudence  and  dis- 
cretion. In  all  subjects  of  this  kind, 
dealing  with  the  condition  and  occupa- 
tions of  the  lower  classes,  it  was  unques- 
tionably desirable  that  they  should  not  go 
so  far  as  to  encourage  them  to  believe  that 
it  was  in  the  power  of  rulers  or  of  legisla- 
tors to  change  the  destinies  of  mankind, 
and  to  teach  them  to  think  that  they  could 
be  exempted  by  Parliament,  finom  the  lot 
of  that  toil  to  which  the  mass  of  the  com- 
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munity  were  born.  Still,  a  heavy  respon- 
sibility rested  upon  the  Legislature  to  do 
all  that  lay  in  its  power  to  elevate  their 
condition,  and  prevent  the  labour  required 
from  them  being  carried  to  excess.  This 
was  their  duty,  not  only  with  reference  to 
the  well-being  of  those  classes  themselves ; 
it  was  the  strong  conviction  of  his  mind 
that  no  community  could  be  in  a  whole- 
some state  which  suffered  the  humbler 
classes  to  remain  in  a  condition  which  ren- 
dered them  incapable  of  fulfilling  their  so- 
cial duties. 

Mr.  Ward  upon  all  questions  affecting 
the  working  classes  of  the  country  was 
disposed  to  place  implicit  confidence  in 
the  sincerity  and  good  intentions  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  brought  forward  the 
bill.  From  the  moment  he  had  read  the 
reports  on  this  subject,  he  felt  that  if  he 
confined  himself  to  three  at  least  of  the 
four  points  he  had  so  properly  selected  as 
the  subject  of  his  bill,  the  noble  Lord 
would,  with  the  unanimous  approbation  of 
the  House,  achieve  one  of  the  greatest 
triumphs  of  the  Session  by  releasing  from 
worse  than  Egyptian  bondage  the  weaker 
portion  of  our  fellow-subjects,  and  by  an- 
nihilating those  fraudulent  apprenticeships 
which  boards  of  guardians,  caring  little  for 
the  fate  of  the  children  placed  under  their 
care,  had  been  ready  to  enter  into  for  the 
purpose  of  ridding  themselves  of  a  merely 
temporary  encumbrance.  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  give  his  most  strenuous 
support  to  every  part  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Bell  stated,  that,  in  the  collieries 
in  the  north,  with  which  he  was  connected 
no  girls  were  employed ;  that  the  young 
persons  engaged  to  look  after  the  shafts 
were  aged  from  seventeen  to  twenty^ne 
years,  and  that  those  sent  to  mines  were 
from  eight  to  ten  years  old,  their  employ- 
ment at  so  tender  an  age  being  solely  the 
result  of  the  conduct  of  their  parents. 

Mr.  Brotherton  tendered  his  most  cor- 
dial thanks  to  the  noble  Lord  for  his 
humane  and  patriotic  endeavours,  not  only 
to  investigate  the  whole  of  this  most  im- 
portant8ubject,but  todevise  some  practical 
remedy  for  the  enormous  evils  complained 
of.  A  deep  responsibility  would  attach 
to  that  House  if,  after  hearing  the  dis- 
closures which  had  been  made,  they  were 
not  resolved  to  apply  some  efficient  means 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  mischief.  Con- 
sidering the  horrible  and  severe  labour 
which  those  persons  underwent  in  dark 
and  dismal  dungeons  beneath  the  earth. 


the  tender  age  at  which  they  were  taken 
to  the  mines,  and  the  duration-  of  their 
labour — from  ten  to  sixteen  hours  a  day-* 
no  one  could  imagine  that  such  practices 
could  have  taken  place  or  been  tolerated 
in  a  Christian  land.  He  was  particularly 
struck  with  the  evidence  of  one  boy,  who 
said  he  only  saw  daylight  once  a  week, 
and  that  was  on  the  Sunday.  He  believed 
the  evils  of  the  factory  system  were 
paradise  when  compared  to  the  horrors 


detailed  by  the  noble  Lord.  Although  he 
might  differ  from  the  noble  Lord  in  poli- 
tics, he  would  venture  to  express  his 
honest  conviction  that  no  considerations 
of  party  or  politics  could  overrule  the 
noble  Lord's  feelings  in  favour  of  the  best 
interests  of  the  working  classes.  He  gave 
his  most  hearty  assent  to  the  motion  for 
the  introduction  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Pakington  was  delighted  to  witness 
the  impression  made  on  the  House.  The 
details  which  had  been  so  fully  and  ably 
detailed  by  the  noble  Lord  had  convinced 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  that  the  time 
was  come  when  there  existed  an  impera- 
tive necessity  for  putting  an  end,  by  le- 
gislation, to  the  evils  which  had  been  ex- 
posed. His  object  in  rising  was  to  express 
strongly  and  warmly,  his  feeling  of 
deep  admiration  at  the  course  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  taken,  and  which  did  him 
infinite  honour.  As  the  Friend  of  suf- 
fering humanity,  as  the  benefactor  of  those 
who  had  hitherto  found  no  protector,  the 
noble  Lord  had  secured  for  himself  a  name 
and  reputation  more  truly  noble  than  any 
rank  or  station  could  confer.  After  the 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Tjord,  he 
knew  of  nothing  that  would  be  more  satis- 
factory to  the  House  and  country  than  the 
frank  and  cordial  assurance  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  Government  would 
give  this  measure  their  firm  support,  and 
use  every  endeavour  to  put  an  end  to  those 
evils  which  now  existed.  He  hoped, 
under  these  circumstances,  notwithstand- 
ing the  advanced  slate  of  the  Session,  and 
the  importance  of  the  business  which  still 
pressed  on  the  attention  of  Parliament, 
his  noble  Friend,  aided  by  the  support  of 
the  Ministers,  would  be  enabled  to  suc- 
ceed in  his  generous  efforts,  and  pass  an 
effectual  measure  on  this  great  subject 
during  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  M.  Oibson  rose  to  correct  a  misap- 
prehension that  might  possibly  arise  from  a 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech,  wherein  he 
fllQstrated  his  argument  by  a  statistical 
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sUiMMDi  ralative  to  the  stale  of  morals 
iii4tfai^eater.  This  might  give  me  to 
an  idea  that  Manchester  had  heen  selected 
on  account  of  a  greater  amount  of  demora*- 
zation  existing  there  than  in  other  towns 
of  equal  population ;  hut  he  helieved  the 
noble  Lord  would  confirm  his  statement, 
when  he  said  Manchester  had  been  se- 
lected  for  the  purpose  of  illustration, 
merely  because  it  happened  that  very 
accurate  statistical  returns  had  been  drawn 
up  by  the  efficient  commissioner  of  police 
of  that  town.  He  wished  similar  returns 
existed  with  respect  to  other  towns,  and  if 
this  were  the  case,  he  was  convinced  it 
would  be  found  that  there  was  as  great  an 
amount  of  demoralization  among  the  po- 
pulation of  this  metropolis  as  in  the  manu- 
facturing districts.  Much  of  the  evil 
which  appeared  to  exist  from  the  statisti- 
cal papers  of  Sir  G.  Shaw  arose  from  the 
bad  state  and  great  poverty  and  depression 
of  the  working  classes. 

Sir  R,  IngUs  had  had  the  honour,  and 
a  high  honour  he  considered  it,  to  support 
the  lamented  predecessor  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  late  Mr.  Sadler,  in  his  endeavour 
to  ameliorate  the  unfortunate  degraded 
poKion  of  their  fellow-subjeots  which  came 
more  especially  under  the  care  of  that 
Oentlemauy  who  had  left  bis  task  as  a 
legacy  to  the  noble  Lord.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  could  not  help  indulging 
himself,  if  he  might  be  permitted  to  use 
the  phrase,  in  the  delight  of  acknowledging 
his  sense  of  obligation  to  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  part  he  had  taken  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  trusted  that  the  unanimity 
which  prevailed  would  encouraee  the 
noble  lA)rd  to  persevere,  and  he  doubted 
not,  that  under  the  blessing  of  Ood,  the 
noble  Lord  would  be  enabled  to  bring  to 
a  suceeasful  issue  the  great  work  which  he 
bad  carried  thus  far. 

Mr.  Protheroe  rose,  as  the  representa- 
tive of  a  district  which  stood  preeminent 
for  the  abuses  which  had  been  exposed 
that  night,  to  assure  the  noble  Lord  that 
his  efforts  were  watched  with  anxiety  by 
all  the  better  classes  of  the  population ; 
and,  however  much  the  lower  orders  were 
at  present  insensible  to  the  advantages 
which  would  result  from  the  regulations 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  he  might 
confidently  rely  that  the  time  would  come 


wlien  lyf  nmug^  would  be  blessed  by  the 
eonstituenoy  which  he  representee^  and 
when  the  Legislature  would  be  thyked 
for  its  interference.    He  was  glad  a  oom« 


missioner  had  been  sent  to  another  dia. 
trict  with  which  he  was  personally  con« 
nected,  and  which  happily  stood  in  bright 
contrast  with  other  mining  districts — he 
meant  the  Forest  of  Dean.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  had  alluded  to  the 
cupidity  of  the  parents  of  children  em- 
ployed in  mines,  and  he  could  state  that 
schoob  were  established  in  the  Forest  of 
Dean  for  the  children,  but  their  attendance 
could  not  be  obtained  without  pursuing 
almost  a  system  of  persecution.  It  was 
quite  impossible  that  good  could  be  ef- 
fected without  legislation. 

Lord  jUskley  explained,  that  he  had 
selected  Manchester  by  way  of  illustration, 
not  because  he  thought  it  preeminent  for 
vice,  but  because  an  accurate  and  impor- 
tant document  had  been  drawn  up  rela- 
tive to  it,  which  completely  illustrated  the 
position  be  wished  to  establish. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  brought  in|  and  read  a  first  time. 

Customs AcTs-*->Tu£ Tariff.]  Honse 
in  committee  on  the  Customs  Acts. 

Schedule  11,  relating  to  manufactures 
of  leather,  under  consideration. 

On  the  question  that  the  women's  boots 
and  calashes  the  dozen  pair  be  19s., 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  moved,  that  it  should  be 
20i. 

Mr.  IFard  believed,  that  the  tariff  would 
be  of  advantage  to  trade,  and  upon  that 
ground  he  should  support  the  proposition 
of  the  Government.  If,  however,  that 
object  were  not  attained,  the  working 
classes  would  next  Session  have  a  right  to 
demand  from  that  House  cheap  food. 

Mr.  B.  Wood  thought,  that  the  whole 
difference  between  the  present  duty  and 
the  one  now  proposed  would  be  taken  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  working  boot  and 
shoemakers,  and  he  should  therefore  sup- 
port the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Essex. 

Mr.  Gladttone  said,  no  case  had  been 
made  out  for  departing  from  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Government,  and  as  he  be- 
lieved the  general  effect  of  it  would  be  the 
improvement  of  our  own  trade,  he  must 
oppose  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Essex. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  as  he  supported  a 
free-trade  in  corn  he  would  carry  out  his 
princi  j^les  and  vote  against  theamendment. 

Mr.  S.  Woriley  maintained,  that  the 
duty  on  corn  had  been  reduced  more  than 
any  other  article  in  the  tariff.  jiOOglC 
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Mr.  Cchden  said,  that  he  bad  the  le- 
corded  words  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  made  sugar  and  corn 
as  exceptions  to  the  general  principles  of 
free-trade  adopted  in  the  tariff. 

Mr.  WilHoxM  thought  it  necessary  first, 
to  take  the  taxes  off  the  necessaries  of 
life  before  the  English  labourer  would  be 
able  to  compete  with  the  foreigner.  Until 
that  was  done,  a  great  injustice  would  be 
inflicted  upon  the  people  of  this  country. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  under  the  present  duty  not  more 
than  190/.  was  received  on  women's  shoes 
imported  from  France.  He  thought  that 
it  would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  shoe- 
makers to  have  a  duty  which  would  ope- 
rate as  an  effectual  protection  to  the  native 
manufacturer.  A  duty  of  20  per  cent, 
would  effect  that  object. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question* 
that  the  blank  be  filled  with  I2s. : — Ayes 
148;  Noes  36  ;--*Majority  112. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Acton,  Col. 
Ainsworth  P. 
AldaiD,  W. 
Bailey  J.,JQn. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Banngyhon.W.B. 
Baring,  rt.  bon.  F.  T. 
Bemaid,  Viscl. 
Blackbttrne,J.I. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
fiotfield  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Biamston,  T.  W. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buckley,  E. 
Bttller,SirJ.Y. 
Bunbury,  T. 
BusfeUd,  W. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Chapman,  B. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chnstie,W.D. 
Qayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cobden,  R« 
Cockbum,  rt.hn.SirG. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 
Corry,  rt  hon.  H. 
Crawford,  W.S. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Dawuay,  hon,  W.  H. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
DowdesweU,W. 
DuMan,G. 
Eatos^R,/. 


Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Evaiw,  W. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitsroy,  Gapt. 
Fitzroy,  bon.  U* 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Folleit,  Sir  W.  W. 
FfoIlioiLj. 
Forbes,  M. 
Forster,  M. 
Fuller,  A.  B. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E, 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goolburo,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G; 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Uaidinge,  rt.hD.SirH. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hervey*  Lord  A. 
Hill,  Sir  R. 
Hodgson,  R, 
Hope,  hon.C. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Home,  J. 
Hnas^iT. 


Hutt.  W. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  II. 
Irton,  S. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnstone,  A. 
Johnstone,  U. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  8. 
Lefroy,  A. 
LeghG.C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lyall,  G. 

Macaulay,rt.bn.T.B. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M<Geachy,F.A. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Pakington,J.  S. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt, 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  F. 
PoUington,  Viscl. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Prinele,  A. 
Protneroe,  E. 


Richards,  R* 
Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sandott,  Visct. 
Soott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Seymour,  Sir  U.  B. 
Sheppavd,T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Smith,  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Somerset,  liord  G. 
Sotberon,  T.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
SUnsfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W,  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tumor,  C. 
Veraer,  Colonel 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,J.T. 
White,  H. 

Wilbraham,  hn.  R.  B. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  C. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  8. 
Wrightton,  W.  B. 
Young,  John 

T£LLEaS« 

Baring,  H. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Allix,  J.  P 
Baird,  W. 
Broadley,  IL 
Brockleburst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Cripps,  W. 
Esmonds,  Sir  T. 
Fielden,  J. 
Greenawav,  C. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grogan,  E. 
Halford,  H. 
Heatheote,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hollond,  R. 
Humphery,  Mr.  Aid. 
Ingestre,  Viscount 


Kemhie,  H. 
Lawson,  A. 
Long,  W. 
Mitcalfe,  U. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Ogle,  8.  C.  H. 
PecheU>  Cape 
P7se,  P. 
ScholeBeld^J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turner,  E.    . 
ViTian,  J. 
Walker,  R. 
Williams,  W, 

TELLBES. 

Palmer,  G. 
Wood,  B. 


On  the  question  that  there  should  be  a 
duty  of  10  per  oent,  ad  vaiorem  charge* 
able  on  the  import  of  all  cotton  mannfoc« 
tured  goods. 

Mr.  jM.  Gibson  was  at  a  loss  to  under* 
stand  upon  what  principle  it  was  Uiat 
tbero  should  U  a  i^fleflfylO  per  cent 
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charged  upon  the  importation  of  foreign 
cottons.  The  cotton  trade  of  Great  Bri- 
tain did  not  need  any  such  protection  ; 
the  cotton  manufacturerB  sought  for  no 
protection.  AH  that  the  cotton  manufac- 
turer wanted,  was  to  be  allowed  freely  to 
exchange  his  productions  with  foreigners 
for  the  food  which  those  whom  he  was  in 
the  habit  of  employing  so  urgently  re- 
quired, and  the  same  freedom  which  the 
cotton  manufacturer  demanded  for  himself 
he  was  willing  that  the  agriculturist  should 
fully  enjoy. 

Mr.  oiadstone  said,  that  her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  had  not  fallen  into  the  mis- 
take of  supposing  that  the  duty  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last  alluded, 
had  contributed  in  any  degree  to  raise  our 
cotton  manufocture  to  its  present  height. 
He  thought  he  could  best  explain  the 
principle  upon  which  the  duty  was  im- 
posed by  a  reference  to  the  duty  on  bar 
iron.  There  was  a  close  analogy  between 
the  two  cases.  The  interests  of  the  iron 
trade  generally  were  no  more  advanced  by 
the  duty  on  the  import  of  foreign  bar  iron 
then  the  interests  of  the  cotton  trade  at 
large  were  promoted  by  the  existence  of 
the  duty  now  under  consideration.  But 
there  were  branches  of  the  iron  trade  which 
felt  the  benefit  of  the  existing  duty,  and  a 
limited  branch  of  the  cotton  trade  was  in 
a  similar  situation,  though  the  provision  to 
which  he  referred  was  valueless  to  the 
great  body  of  the  trade.  It  was  quite 
true,  that  the  cotton  trade  was  not  liable 
to  be  affected  in  this  country  by  anything 
like  foreign  competition,  yet  as  respected 
one  branch  of  the  trade,  the  sort  of  pro- 
tection which  this  duty  gave  was  consi- 
dered not  unimportant. 

Dr,  Bowring  said,  that  a  very  general 
impression  prevailed  on  the  continent  that 
the  success  of  British  manufactures  was 
owing  to  protection ;  he  therefore  thought 
that  as  an  example  this  duty  ought  to  be 
removed.  Cotton  never  had  received  any 
protection,  and  never  required  any,  he 
should  therefore  vote  for  the  rejection  of 
the  proposed  impost. 

Mr.  M,  Oibson  protested  against  the 
existence  of  this  duty  being  made  a  pre- 
text for  continuing  a  protection  to  agricul- 
ture, which  had  long  been  a  great  injury 
to  the  commercial  and  manufacturing  in- 
terests of  this  country.  Much  error  pre- 
vailed upon  this  subject,  and  many  efforts 
were  made  to  induce  the  public  to  think 
hat  the  cotton*trade  enjoyed  a  protection 


similar  to  that  possessed  by  the  agricul- 
turists. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  that  the  cotton-trade 
needed  no  protection,  and  was  incapable 
of  receiving  any.  The  benevolence  of 
those  who  sought  to  protect  the  cotton- 
trade  would  be  altogether  futile,  if  they 
did  not  set  free  the  importation  of  food 
upon  the  possession  of  which  the  pros- 
perity of  all  manufactures  depended.  The 
English  agriculturists  enjoyed  an  exclusive 
market,  while  the  English  manufacturer 
was  exposed  to  unlimited  competition.  The 
pamphlet  written  by  Mr.  D.  Hume,  signed 
••  H.  B.  T./'  and  published  by  Hooper, 
ought  to  convince  any  man  of  the  gross 
injustice  which  was  perpetrated  for  the 
sake  of  the  agriculturist. 

Viscount  Sandon  observed,  that  there 
were  articles  imported  to  which  this  duty 
would  advantageously  apply,  and  he  should 
therefore  support  it. 

Dr.  Bowring  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  to  one  fact.  When 
the  Corn-laws  were  under  discussion,  se- 
veral hundreds  of  delegates  from  the 
various  manufacturing  districts  in  the 
country  assembled  together,  and  the  first 
resolution  which  they  passed  was,  that 
they  wer84n  favour  of  free-trade  in  the 
articles  they  consumed  themselves,  whilst, 
at  the  same  time,  they  were  perfectly  wiK 
ling  to  submit  to  free-trade  in  the  articles 
which  they  produced. 

Mr.  M.  Ailwood  wished  to  remind  hon. 
Gentlemen  of  another  fact, — namely,  that 
Mr.  Huskisson,  in  March,  1825,  in  a 
speech  then  delivered  by  him,  stated,  that 
the  duties  on  manufactured  cotton  goods 
stood  as  follows:  15  per  cent  on  one 
particular  description  of  articles,  67}  per 
cent  on  another  kind,  and  50  per  cent  on 
a  third  class  of  cotton  goods;  that  gra- 
duated scale  Mr.  Huskisson  described  as 
monstrous,  and  proposed  that  a  protection 
of  10  per  cent  should  be  levied. 

Mr.  Brocklehurst  was  not  a  free  trader, 
except  so  fieir  as  he  was  compelled  to  be 
one  by  the  conduct  of  the  Government. 
He  complained,  that  while  many  interests 
came  to  that  House  and  cried  out  for  pro- 
tection, there  were  others  which  could  do 
without  protection,  apparently  determined 
to  sweep  down  and  sacrifice  others  to  their 
own  principles.  The  number  of  persons 
employed  in  the  cotton-trade  was  small, 
compared  with  those  engaged  in  other 
branches.  If  other  trades  were  not  pro* 
tected,  the  penons  employed  in  them 
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must  go  into  union  workhouses.  What 
bad  Mr.  Forward,  the  American  states- 
man, said?  He  had  declared,  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  they  must  protect 
the  manufacturing  classes,  and  in  doing 
that,  they  would  also  protect  the  landed 
and  agricultural  classes.  He  should  be 
ready  when  the  proper  time  came  to  re- 
turn to  a  sound  and  fair  mode  of  protec- 
tion to  all  branches  of  trade,  exactly  equal 
to  that  given  to  land.  He  was  a  practical 
man  rather  than  a  theorist.  He  had 
watched  the  progress  of  the  chamber  of 
commerce  at  Manchester,  a  body  which 
had  allowed  its  tongue  to  outrun  its  judg- 
ment. Facts  were  decidedly  against  that 
body,  because  the  consumption  of  raw  silk 
and  the  people's  wages  had  considerably 
diminished  since  the  reduction  of  the  du- 
ties on  foreign  silks,  although  there  had 
been  plenty  of  husks,  rough-stuff,  and 
devil's  dust  used.  Foreigners  of  every 
country  had  told  British  manufacturers 
not  to  send  out  any  more  of  their  silks, 
for  they  were  a  disgrace  to  them.  The 
Anti-Corn-law  League  had  so  bewildered 
the  public  mind,  that  it  was  perfectly  vain 
to  try  at  present  to  stem  the  torrent  of 
error  until  the  people  returned  to  their 
senses;  he  was  of  the  same  opinion  as  an 
hon.  Friend  near  him — that  the  better 
way  was  to  let  them  go  on  at  the  greatest 
speed,  because  they  would  be  the  sooner 
likely  to  come  back  to  right  principles. 

Mr.  Mangles  wished  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  do  justice  to  the  cotton  manu- 
factures of  British  India.  The  Govern- 
ment proposed  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  5L 
per  cent  upon  the  importation  of  cotton 
goods  from  British  India,  which  was  the 
only  place  from  which  they  could  come, 
and  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion  that  the 
proposition  was  unfair.  They  had  already 
nearly  destroyed  the  cotton  manufacture 
of  India  by  the  superior  skill,  science, 
and  capital  of  this  country  —  so  much 
so,  that  whereas  in  former  times  there 
was  a  population  of  300|000  employed 
in  the  city  of  Cauda  bar  in  the  cotton- 
trade,  there  were  not  30,000  so  employed, 
now.  In  order  further  to  show  what  they 
had  already  done,  he  would  merely  say, 
that  in  1814,  India  exported  to  this  coun- 
try 1,266,000  pieces  pf  cotton  goods, 
while,  in  1837,  she  exported  only  414,000 
pieces.  The  value  in  the  five  years  end- 
ing in  1814  was  1,400,000^,  while  the 
value  of  the  exports  in  the  five  years  end- 
in  1838,  was  only   94,000/.,  showing  a 


falling  off  of  no  less  than  1,306,000/.,  and 
during  the  same  period  the  increase  in 
the  imports  from  England  had  increased 
accord mgly.  They  had  almost  destroyed 
the  cotton  trade  of  India,  but  as  a  free- 
trader, he  was  bound  to  say,  that  although 
they  had  no  doubt  infused  distress  amongst 
the  portion  of  the  people  of  India,  en- 
gaged in  the  cotton  trade,  they  had  con- 
ferred an  immense  benefit  upon  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people  of  that  country.  He 
did  not,  however,  think  it  was  fair  that 
they  should  now  by  their  measures  fur- 
ther distress  that  body  which  had  already 
suffered  so  much. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite seemed  to  fancy,  that  the  cotton 
trade  enjoyed  a  protection  of  10  per  cent., 
because  they  saw  it  in  the  tariff;  but 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven, 
for  instance,  were  to  look  a  little  further 
into  the  tariff,  he  would  see  that  it  pro- 
posed a  duty  of  40f.  a-ton  on  coals  im- 
ported into  Newcastle.  Let  him  go  and 
ask  his  constituents  whether  that  was  any 

Erotection  to  the  coal  trade  or  not.  If 
on.  Gentlemen  liked  to  be  taken  in  by 
the  [tariff,  that  was  no  reason  why  those 
who  were  in  favour  of  free-trade  should 
be.  In  reference  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Macclesfield,  he 
would  only  say,  that  because  the  manu- 
facturers of  silk  refused  to  improve  upon 
their  old  system,  was  no  reason  why  the 
cotton  manufacturers,  who  had  greatly 
improved,  should  be  kept  in  shackles. 
The  people  of  Macclesfield  seemed  to  be 
in  great  doubt  upon  many  things,  as  well 
as  upon  the  question  of  free-trade— they 
were  represented  by  one  Gentleman  on 
each  side  of  the  House,  and  neither  of 
them  appeared  to  have  made  up  his  mind 
on  any  subject. 

Mr.  Grimsdiich  said,  at  all  events,  the 
people  of  Macclesfield  were  of  one  mind 
respecting  the  doctrines  of  free-trade— 
they  were  universally  opposed  to  them. 
He  had  never  seen  so  much  distress  in  his 
life  as  he  witnessed  in  Macclesfield  on  the 
introduction  of  the  foreign  silk  upon  free- 
trade  principles  in  1825,  and  he  felt  cer- 
tain, that  if  those  principles  were  carried 
out  to  the  extent  advocated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  it  would  bring  in- 
evitable ruin  on  the  country-^it  would 
destroy  manufactures,  the  colonies,  and 
the  greatness  of  this  country ;  therefore, 
he  trusted  the  Government  whom  he  now 
saw  upon  those  Benches  below  him,  would 
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»ot  be  ted  away  by  soch  doctrines.  He 
bad  just  had  the  latisfactfon  of  gifing  a 
tote  in  favour  of  the  shoefnakerty  and  he 
would  always  support  the  industry  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  Ferrand  only  rose  for  a  mo- 
OMiit  to  protest  agamst  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bolton  being  received 
as  an  atilhority  upon  free-trade  by  that 
House.  The  House  was  well  ^ware,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  commis- 
sioned by  the  late  Government,  had 
visited  the  continent  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  information  on  matters  of  trade 
and  commerce.  He  had  been  informed 
by  a  Swiss  manufacturer  of  respectability 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Genilemrn 
would  only  take  evidence  which  suited  his 
own  views  and  purposes.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  seems  to  think,  the 
hon.  Member  continued,  that  if  he  is  not 
aware  of  a  fact,  no  one  else  can  be.  I 
rise  to  protest  against  a  fact  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  teamed  Member  for  Bolton, 
that  the  delegates  sent  to  London  by  the 
Anti^Gom-law  League  represent  the  whole 
Ittanufacturing  interest  of  the  eountry  ; 
and  that  when  they  state  they  are  willing 
lo  carry  out  the  principles  of  free-trade, 
all  the  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
manufacturing  interests  are  prepared  to^ 
carry  out  those  principies.  I  beg  leave 
to  say,  that  there  are  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  different  trades  <of  this  country, 
who  oouM  buy  up  the  Anti»Com-law  | 
League  a  thouiouid  times  over,  who  pro-  ' 
test  agMttst  the  priticiples  of  free-trade, : 
and  wiio  declare,  that  it  is  impossible  for 
this  country  long  to  exist  if  those  princi- 
ples were  earrM  out.  Where  are  the 
gentlemen  of  the  Anti-Gorn4aw  League 
now?  They  had  disappeared  fhom  the 
fietce  of  day — from  the  face  of  the  pubKe. 
The  working  classes  had  east  them  off 
and  toM  them  that  they  had  tried  to  be- 
tray them.  The  plaeard  he  had  showed 
in  the  House  the  other  night  could  only 
liave  been  used  in  the  absence  of  all  argu- 
ment. Would  any  one  with  truth  on 
their  aide,  have  used  such  a  placard? 
Durst  they  doay  that  it  was  theirs  ?  He 
had  shown  it  himself  to  a  leading  man  of 
the  Anti-Corn-^Aw  League,  and  he  durst 
not  deny  it.  Where  was  it  published? 
It  was  published  at  Maachester,  by  a 
printer  of  the  name  of  Gadsby,  and  over 
that  laan^s  door  was  painted  tu  targe  cha- 
racters, *'  The  d6p6t  of  tiie  papers  of  the 
A«ti-Oora-taw  Leagued    Oon^t  lei  them 


charge  the  Government  to  the  working 
classes  with  murder,  but  use  common 
sense,  plain  arguments,  and  plain  honest 
dealing  with  the  working  classes  ;  and  if 
a  poor  wayfaring  man  could  not  be  de- 
ceived by  their  arguments,  don't  let  them 
try  to  rouse  him  against  the  Government 
by  falsehood. 

Dr.  Sawrmg:  I  beg  to  call  for  an 
explanation.  When  &  hon.  Member 
states,  that  I  was  sent  abroad  by  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  collect  evidence 
on  commerclat  matters,  and  that  I  either 
suppressed  or  refused  to  adhere  to  certain 
evidence,  he  is  called  on  to  state  his 
authority.  He  has  more  than  once  in 
this  House  refused  to  state  the  authority 
for  accusations  of  the  most  grave  and 
serious  import.  I  call  on  him  again  to 
state  the  authority  on  which  he  has  ven- 
tured to  state  that  I  have  either  suppressed 
what  is  true,  or  introduced  what  is  false, 
(f  I  may  be  allowed  to  differ  from  the 
opinion  of  individual  Swiss,  I  may  state, 
and  the  hon.  Member  would  have  found, 
if  he  had  consulted  the  history  of  Switeer- 
land,  that  the  Swiss  have,  from  beginning 
to  end,  recognised  the  principies  of  fk'ee- 
tiade,  and  their  happiness  is  to  be  attri- 
buted to  those  principles. 

Mr.  Ferrmid :  I  never  stated,  that  tba 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  sup- 
pressed  what  was  true,  or  stated  what  was 
false.  But  what  I  said  was,  that  I  was 
told  by  a  Swiss  manufaetnrsr  of  great 
respectability,  that  the  hon.  and  leMecl 
Member  would  only  hear  parties  who 
coincided  with  him. 

An  interruption  occarred-^there  was  a 
call  for  a  division— 4he  gaUery  was  cleared* 
but  nodfftsion  took  pbce.  On  rstuming 
to  the  gallery, 

Mr.  Ferrcmd  was  on  his  legs,  ondea«> 
vouring  to  make  htmselT  heard,  amidet 
oonsiderabie  tumult.  The  hon.  Member 
was  understood  to  say,  that  be  was  pre- 
pared to  prove  what  he  had  eaid.  I  hav« 
brought,  he  added^  no  charge  against  the 
hon.  and  lernned  Member.  I  say,  I  state 
it  on  the  authority  of  two  Swiss  man«4e- 
tnrers  >of  the  highest  respectability.  One 
of  them,  the  mayor  of  a  town,  told  me, 
that  he  had  the  himour  of  having  thetton. 
and  learned  Member  as  a  gneet  at  his 
table  I  and  it  was  their  npinion,  that  tne 
hen.  and  learned  MemberiJKd  not  tAs  the 
evidence  of  the  Swiss  maaufhetureM  aas- 
partially. 

Visomint  ihrniel^gi^m^  ^t^  Wp  ««- 
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prttsliiig  his  astoniahmeiit  «t  wkat  he  had 
beard  in  the  speech  of  the  hoa.  Member 
who  bed  jost  eat  down.  The  hoo.  Mem- 
ber said,  be  had  made  no  chaige  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  fiolton.  He  would 
ask  the  House  to  remember  what  it  was 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  no  charge.  The  hon.  Member  told 
them  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
being  in  a  responsible  public  situation, 
being  chained  by  the  GoFornmeut  of  the 
day  fairly  to  collect  eridence  upon  an  im- 
portant pointy  had  deliberately  suppressed 
eridence.  \Nog  «a]  He  would  give  the  hon. 
GentleBMm  the  benefit  of  the  incorrectness 
into  which  he  had  £dlen.  The  hon .  Member 
did  not  use  the  word  **  suppress,"  but  was 
there  a  great  distinction  between  sup- 
pressing evidence  aikl  refusing  to  take  it  ? 
He  asked  the  House  whether,  in  the  plain- 
est and  most  distinct  terms«  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  stated  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton  (Dr.  Bowriog)  had  re- 
fused to  take  evidence  which  he  thought 
made  against  himself  ?  He  appealed  to  the 
recollection  of  the  House  of  what  had 
passed  but  a  few  minutes  ago,  whether 
that  was  not  the  substance  of  the  charge. 
The  hon.  Member  might  think  that  to 
make  such  a  statement  was  not  to  make  a 
charge  against  the  character  of  a  public 
officer.  If  such  was  the  hon.  Member's 
opinion,  he  (Viscount  Howick)  begged  to 
tdl  him  that  he  held  a  different  oninion 
of  the  duty  not  only  of  a  person  holding  a 
public  situation,  but  of  an  honest  and  an 
honourable  man,  and  he  further  told  the 
hon.  Member,  that  if  he  wished  him  to  be- 
lieve the  correctness  of  his  statement,  he 
must  give  him  every  minute  particular,  so 
as  to  enaUe  him  to  test  the  accuracy  of  his 
jodgnient  That  would  be  the  fair  mode 
of  proceeding.  The  hon.  Member  fer 
Knare^boroupi  had  been  pleased  to  allude 
to  him  as  one  of  the  great  number  who 
had  called  on  the  hon.  Member  to  name 
llie  penoa  on  whose  authority  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  what  he  considered  to 
he  a  very  grave  charge  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton.  He  adanttsd  that  he 
did  call  on  the  hoa.  Goademan  to  name. 
When  a  chaige  of  this  kind  was  made,  it 
was  the  doty  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  his  aol^Mrity.  An  hoa.  Member 
amid  in  saoh  a  case  do  eae  of  two  thiagi 
— he  ooald  either  abatain  from  making 
chaigm  of  this  8ort»  Ibuaded,  perhaps,  on 
some  vagoe  atatemeats  which  he  may  have 
casually  oolleded  in  his  travels,  or,  if  he 
to   maha  the   ohaig^  he 


ought  also  to  be  prepared,  if  called  upon, 
to  oubitaatiate  the  charge.  It  would  not 
do  kx  the  person  making  such  a  charge  to 
turn  round  to  the  House,  and  to  my, 
''Won't  you  believe  me?"  thus  making 
the  questiou  personal  to  himself.  No 
doubt  he  was  bound  to  believe  what  everj 
gentleman  stated  he  believed  to  be  true, 
but  be  must  inform  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knareshoroogh  that  he  had  not  that  confi* 
deuce  in  his  judgment,  nor  that  reliance 
on  his  impartiality,  which  he  would  like 
to  have  in  questions  of  this  kind.  The 
hon.  Member  was  bound  to  state  the  au- 
thority for  his  statement  and  the  particu- 
lars, for,  unless  he  did  so,  it  would  be  out 
of  the  power  of  the  hon.  Member  for  fiolton 
to  disprove  the  charge.  He  (Viscount 
Howick)  felt  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
the  more  bound  to  do  this  because  this  was 
not  the  first  time  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  made  vafue  charges  of  this  kind,  and 
had  shrunk  u-om  substantiating  them.  He 
alluded  to  the  vague  charges  which  the 
hon.  Member  made  on  a  former  evening 
in  that  House  without  ever,  as  &r  as  he 
was  aware,  having  put  it  in  the  power  of 
the  parties  charged  to  repel  those  charges. 
These  char^  the  hon.  Member  had  re- 
peated to-night,  although  he  had  never 
made  them  in  snch  a  shape  as  would 
enable  the  parties  to  xepel  them.  That 
was  a  practice  which  oug^t  not  to  be  en- 
oouraged  by  the  House,  and  he  would  ne- 
ver l^  deterred  bv  any  notice  which  the 
hon.  Member  mi^t  take  of  what  he  said 
from  expresang  his  opinion  of  the  extreme 
and  gross  impropriety  of  this  flMnner  of 
bringing  forward  accusations  which  were 
neither  properly  substantialedv  nor  yet 
made  in  sucn  a  way  as  to  enable  the  jNtf- 
ties  accused  to  repel  them. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  the  dtacoasion 
was  eieeeningly  pfontleM,  and  mach  aMNie 
time  had  already  been  wasted  than  was 
neceasaiy  on  an  expression  which  had 
been  easoaUy  dropped.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Knarssboroagh  begged  the  boa. 
Member  for  Bolton  might  not  be  taken 
as  an  aathority  on  free^trade,  becaase  the 
hoa.  Mesiber  Ibr  KnaresbonMigh  had  been 
told  that  the  hon.  Member  had  takea 
eridenoe  only  o«  one  side.  Taking  the 
statement  as  they  pleased,  he  admitted 
that  it  did  ooarey  a  charge  against  the 
boo.  Mearticr  for  fiohon,  which  it  was 
proper  thai  he  should  deny.  Thea  the 
hoa.  Member  for  Bolton  got  up  in  his 
pboe,  and  «tlerly  deated  the  clmif  e, 
w(itcb>  Iheiafoie,  testiag  as  ft  dM  solely 
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on  anonymous  authority,  fell  to  the 
ground.  If,  when  statements  of  this  kind 
were  made,  it  was  to  be  said  to  the  hon. 
Member  who  made  them,  '*  Now,  tell  me 
whom  you  heard  this  from  ?"  it  would  only 
lead  to  profitless  discussions^  and  to  a 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House.  He  must 
beg  the  committee  to  consider,  that  from 
the  moment  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bolton  made  his  denial,  that  charge  fell 
to  the  ground,  and  there  was  an  end  of  it, 
and  he  hoped  the  committee  would  allow 
the  subject  to  drop.  They  had  now  for  a 
long  time  been  discussing  this  tariff 
which  e?ery  man  allowed  ought  to  be 
pressed  forward  with  all  possible  expedi* 
tion.  But  it  was  impossible  that  this 
should  be  done  if  discussions  were  al- 
lowed to  arise  on  every  article,  not  as  to 
the  merits,  but  on  collateral  or  irrelevant 
topics.  He  entreated  the  committee  to 
give  full  credit  to  the  denial  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton,  and  to  stop  the  pre- 
sent discussion. 

Mr.  Baring  said,  that  being  a  Member 
of  the  Government  which  commissioned 
the  hon.  Member  against  whom  this  most 
unjust  and  unfair  charge  had  been  made, 
he  could  not  help  rising  to  express  his 
opinion  that  the  charge  was  wholly  un- 
founded. He  said  that  if  the  charge  were 
true,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  had 
acted  most  disgracefully ;  he  said,  without 
cavilling  about  words,  for  the  charge  had 
been  made  in  three  different  shapes,  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Ferrand)  having  in 
each  of  his  three  speeches  differed  from 
himself, —  that  whichever  charge  was 
taken,  and  proved  to  be  true,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton  had  acted  most  dis- 
gracefully. He  said,  moreover,  that  if 
a  charge  was  brought  against  an  hon. 
Member  in  the  discbarge  of  a  public  duty, 
it  was  right,  whether  the  hon.  Member 
sat  on  that  or  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  he  should  have  that  specification  of 
the  charge  which  might  enable  him  to 
disprove  it.  A  public  servant  had  been 
charged  with  a  failure  of  duty,  and  when 
the  hon.  Member  who  made  the  charge 
was  asked  for  his  authorities,  he  refused 
to  name  them.  If  he  had  stated  that  he 
had  heard  that  any  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  acted  dishonestly  and  dis- 
gracefully in  the  discharge  of  those  public 
duties  which  it  might  be  incumbent  upon 
him  to  perform,  and  if  when  he  had  been 
called  upon  to  name  the  party  from  whom 
he  received  the  information,  in  order  to 


afford  the  person  accused  an  opportunity 
of  meeting  the  charge,  he  said,  ''  No ;  I 
made  the  statement  myself,  but  I  will 
give  you  no  opportunity  to  repel  the  ac- 
cusation,'' what  opinion  would  be  enter- 
tained of  such  conduct  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  ?  The  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site had  fairly  said,  that  he  gave  full  ere* 
dence  to  the  aenial  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bolton  had  given  to  the  charge  brought 
against  him;  and  the  noble  Lord  had 
justly  observed  that  the  statement  of  that 
hon.  Member  ought  to  receive  entire 
credit  from  the  House.  That  was,  in  fact, 
the  usual  course  which,  in  common  cour- 
tesy, was  pursued  in  that  House.  What 
had  been  the  case  in  this  instance?  A 
denial  was  given ;  the  charge  was  restated ; 
again  it  was  denied  in  the  most  unre- 
served manner ;  yet  a  third  time  was  the 
accusation  repeated.  It  was  not  now  his 
duty  to  defend  public  servants,  but  if 
charges  of  this  nature  were  brought  against 
them — if  their  characters  were  aspersed 
without  any  opportunity  being  afforded 
them  of  explaining  or  refuting  the  charge 
— he  must  say  they  were  most  unfairly 
dealt  with,  on  whichever  side  of  the  House 
they  might  happen  to  sit.  He  agreed  with 
his  noble  Friend  that  the  time  of  the 
House  was  most  unprofitably  spent  in  dis- 
cussing such  personal  matters  as  this ;  but 
it  was,  he  conceived,  most  unfair  that 
such  an  attack  should  be  made  on  his 
hon.  Friend  by  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite. 

Mr.  Ferrand  would  ask  that  House,  and 
through  them  the  country,  whether  it  waa 
not  notorious,  at  the  time  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bolton  was  sent  on 
his  mrssion,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  a  violent  advocate  of  the 
principles  of  free-trade  ?  He  begged  also 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  whether  it  was  not  also  no- 
torious throughout  the  country,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bolton  was 
sent  abroad  by  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rid  of  him.  It  was  at 
least  asserted  throughout  the  country,  that 
the  late  Government  sent  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bolton  abroad  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rid  of  him»  on  account 
of  his  advocacy  of  those  principles,  which 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  supported  in  a  straight- 
forward and  honourable  manner.  But 
would  it  be  contended  that  he  was  not 
justified  in  canvassing  the  conduct  of  that 
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bon.  and  learned  Member  as  a  public  ser- 
vant ?  Was  be  to  be  told,  in  tbat  House, 
that  be  had  no  right,  as  an  individual 
Member,  to  express  his  opinion  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  evidence  obtained 
by  the  bon.  and  learned  Member  had  been 
got  up  ?  For  his  own  part,  he  was  not 
satisBed  with  the  conduct  of  that  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  while  he  was  abroad. 
He  thought  the  evidence  obtained  by  the 
bon.  Member  did  not  show  that  he  was 
anxious  to  obtain  a  fair  report  on  both 
sides  of  the  question.  He  begged  to 
inform  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  that  he  had  not  to-night 
altered  three  times  the  nature  of  his  asser- 
tions with  respect  to  the  bon.  Member  for 
Bolton  It  was  true  that  he  had  three 
times  repeated  his  statement,  and  he  would 
now  repeat  it  again.  He  asserted  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bolton  was 
more  inclined  to  hear  evidence  in  favour 
of  free-trade  than  receive  evidence  on 
the  other  side.  That  was  the  statement 
he  had  made  before.  He  wished  to  say 
one  word  with  regard  to  the  observations 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Viscount  Howick.)  That  noble  Vis- 
count had  stated  he  had  uttered  language 
which  was  grossly  improper  to  use  in  that 
House.  If  he  had  used  grossly  improper 
language,  be  had  no  doubt  the  Chairman 
would  have  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  him  to 
order. 

Mr.  Broiherton  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man do  report  progress. 

Mr.  Wallace  said,  in  the  whole  course 
of  his  experience,  and  he  had  sat  in  four 
Parliaments,  he  never  witnessed  such  a 
scene  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
was  very  much  astonished  to  see  that  so 
many  hon.  Members  of  great  experience 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  could  not 
assist  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire,  in  an  attempt  to  put  an 
end  to  the  scene.  No  man  ought  to  come 
there  who  was  not  possessed  of  firmness  of 
mind  and  constitution.  He  held  that  if  a 
man  were  not  possessed  of  these  requisites, 
he  was  unfit  to  have  a  seat  in  the  House. 
But  he  would  on  that  occasion  second  the 
proposal  of  adjournment,  but  he  did  so 
with  great  reluctance,  and  it  was  on  the 
ground  of  the  absence  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  who  was  the  leader  of  the  House, 
and  the  accredited  organ  of  the  Crown ; 
and  as  he  saw  no  one  there  who  seemed 
to  have  that  authority  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  which  the  right  hon. 

VOULXIII.    {J5SJ} 


Gentleman  possessed.  There  was  another 
matter  to  which  he  would  shortly  advert, 
and  he  begged  particularly  to  address 
himself  to  the  noble  Lord.  When  the 
noble  Lord  introduced  the  Coercion  Bill 
— [Lord  Stanley  :  I  did  not  introduce  it.] 
No ;  the  noble  Lord  did  not  introduce  it, 
but  still  it  ought  to  be  called  the  noble 
Lord's  bill.  [*<  Question.'*]  He  was  speak- 
ing to  the  question,  for  the  question  was 
the  adjournment  of  the  House ;  and  if  less 
cheering,  and  more — ["  Order,  order."] 
He  must  say,  that  the  foremost  in  the 
cheering  was  one  of  the  nearest  relations 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  was  absent. 
["  Order,  order."]  He  said  so  again ;  he 
was  not  to  be  bullied  by  him,  or  by  any 
one  else.  ["  Chair,  chair."] 

Lord  Stanley  said,  he  was  sure  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  anxious  to  maintain 
order ;  but  he  must  perceive  tbat  he  him- 
self was  not  setting  a  very  good  example, 
as,  by  applying  the  word  "  bullying"  to 
any  hon.  Member,  he  would  at  once  see 
that  he  was  exceeding  the  rules  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Wallace  was  obliged  to  the  noble 
Lord,  but  he  was  not  aware  of  what  had 
fallen  from  him,  but  he  would  at  once 
acknowledge  that  the  word  '^  bullying  " 
exceeded  the  rules  of  Parliament.  With 
respect  to  the  proposal  before  the  House, 
he  thought  they  should  at  once  accede  to 
it.  He  begged  pardon  of  the  House  for 
having  spoken  in  the  strong  terms  which 
he  had  used,  but  he  asked  pardon  of  no 
individual ;  it  was  of  the  House  alone  he 
asked  it. 

Colonel  Peel  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  understood  as  retracting  the  words 
made  use  of  as  far  as  the  House  was  con- 
cerned, but  that  he  would  make  no  apo- 
logy to  individuals. 

Mr.  Wallace:  I  have  retracted  the 
word  **  bullying." 

Colonel  Peel:  I  can  only  say  that  there 
is  no  Gentleman  whose  good  opinion  I 
would  less  wish  to  have  than  the  hon. 
Gentleman's. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  was  not  sorry  in  one  re- 
spect that  the  discussion  had  assumed  for 
some  time  past  a  personal  character,  be- 
cause he  considered  that  it  was  high  time 
the  House  should  understand  on  what 
ground  and  in  what  manner  such  personal 
charges  as  they  had  been  too  much  in  the 
habit  of  entering  into  lately  were  to  be 
tolerated.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley) 
.who  had  endeavoured  to  cast  oil  upon  the 
2  Y 
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waters,  had  done  so  rathtr  at  the  eipense 
of  the  real  questioo  before  the  House.  It 
was  not  that  they  oo  that  side  of  the 
House  complained  of  general  allegations 
being  made  upon  matters  not  connected 
with  the  subject  of  debate,  but  that  they 
complained  of  a  charge  of  a  specific  cha- 
racter having  been  made,  which  it  after- 
wards turn^  out  the  hon.  Member  re« 
fused  to  support*  What  they  on  that  side 
of  'the  House  oomplained  of  was,  that  on 
the  present  occasion,  as  on  others,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  come  forward  with, 
not  a  quantity  of  vague  charges,  but  with 
a  specific  charge,  involving  individuals— 
that  he  stated  be  could  name  iodividnsis, 
and  that  when  called  on  to  name  ihem  he 
refused.  There  was  this  clear  distinction 
to  be  drawn,  however,  with  regard  to  the 
bon.  Member  to  whom  he  referred — that 
he  never  made  a  charge  of  this  kind,  that 
be  did  not  discredit  himself;  he  never 
made  a  charge  without  stating  that  he 
possessed  the  materials  of  proof;  and 
when  challenged  to  produce  those  mate- 
rials, he  never  failed  to  refuse.  There* 
fore,  he  thought  hon.  Members  might  rest 
calmly  under  the  imputations  of  the  hon. 
Member,  satisfied  that  the  more  specifi- 
cally he  made  them,  the  less  able  and 
willing  would  be  be  to  prove  them.  He 
was  not  at  all  impugning  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's veracity,  which  would  be  out  of 
order;  but  he  would  caution  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  make  assertions  which 
only  had  the  efiect  of  leading  him  into 
awkward  predicaments,  and  of  leading 
that  House  into  scenes  which  were  not 
rery  creditable  or  consonsnt  to  its  dignity. 
He  could  not  help  remarking,  too,  on  the 
absence  of  attempts  on  the  other  side  to 
restrain  this  sort  of  disposition.  But  it 
was  unfortunately  so— *<  when  the  cat  was 
away  the  mice  would  play."  He  must 
say  that  the  spirit  of  the  supporters  of  the 
right  bon.  Baronet  had  to-night  been  of  a 
character  more  uproarious  and  outrageous 
than  they  had  been  in  the  habit  of  indulg- 
ing in.  He  had  observed  a  certsin  bold- 
ness in  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  had 
indulged  in  tirades  against  the  general 
principles  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  Go- 
vernment, of  a  nature  which  be  had  never 
heard  before.  The  Friends  of  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  looked  very  indignant,  tnit 
Gentlemen  had  been  getting  up  one  after 
another  tearing  at  the  whole  principle  ol 
free-trade,  and  at  the  tariff  to  an  extent 
which  wottU  eeitaioly  have  shocked  the  , 


right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  had  been  pitseat. 
And  really  he  must  say,  that  if  any  ground 
for  the  adjournment  were  required,  it 
would  be  best  found  in  the  abeence  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  even  had  the  mo* 
tion  to  report  progress  been  made  while 
the  right  bon.  Baronet  himself  was  pre* 
sent,  it  would  have  been  a  seasonable  pro- 
posal, to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  have  objected.  But,  as  it  was, 
the  proposal  was  unreasonable,  and  he 
thought  that  they  had  much  better  get  rid 
of  the  subject  of  cotton  this  evening.  On 
the  subject  of  India  muslin,  be  certainly 
must  say,  that  he  thought  there  was  much 
in  the  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Guildford.  By  the  operation 
of  the  duty,  the  native  manufactuiers  of 
India  were  thrown  upon  their  own  market, 
and  when  they  found  their  industry  ruined, 
they  had  a  right  to  call  on  this  coantry  to 
admit  their  raw  material  or  slightly  ma* 
nufactured  articles  on  terms  that  wouU 
not  place  them  in  an  unfair  poaition. 
Therefore,  whether  his  boo.  Friend  pro- 
posed to  divide  or  not,  he  should  be  pre* 
pared  generally  to  accede  to  his  views, 
though  perhaps  he  might  think  that  be 
had  not  put  the  question  in  the  most  ad* 
viseable  form. 

Mr.  Htime  uid,  there  appeared  to  kioi 
to  be  good  reasons  for  the  adjournment. 
The  first  was,  they  had  an  unsatisfaetorj 
debate,  which  did  not  seem  likely  to  end ; 
and  the  second,  that  the  piopoeal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Guiklford  was  one  tho 
justice  of  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  very  likely  to  see  were  he  pre- 
sent. He  had  a  better  opink)n  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  and  of  his  good  oenee» 
than  to  believe  that  he  would  oppose  it, 
snd  as  it  was  now  half-past  12  o'clock,  bo 
ho|«ed  the  House  would  allow  the  Ckair* 
man  to  report  progrese  and  ask  leave  le 
sit  again* 

The  Ckancelkr  qf  the  Exchfmr  said, 
many  bon.  Gentleosea  oppoeite  had  a«* 
cused  thoee  who  sat  oa  the  Mioistsriel  side 
of  not  having  taking  part  in  the  diseue* 
sioo,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
had,  in  bis  usual  way,  been  very  witty  at 
their  eipeose.  He  bad  cooie  dowsi  to  the 
House,  after  having  been  occupied  all 
day,  in  the  eipecutioo  that  the  tariff 
would  be  discussed ;  and  when  he  fbmsd 
that  a  discttssk>n  had  arisen  uneoaMcted 
with  the  immediate  sabfect,  he  did  not 
like  to  interpoee,  lest  fresh  fuel  ahaaU  ba 
added*    With  regwdt^  the  profeeilie»a& 
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the  boo«  Msoibtr  for  Gaildford»  he  would 
oaly  obtBTVo  that  if  tbi»  claim  were  al- 
lowed other  colonies  (Jamaica,  for  in- 
stance) would  consider  tbemseUet  entitled 
to  a  similar  benefit. 

Mr«  Cobden  deprecated  the  practice  of 
turning  tbe  attention  of  the  House  frdm 
Che  real  subject  of  debate  to  these  personal 
discussions.  On  all  future  occasions,  on 
which  the  praotice  mieht  in  the  same 
manner  be  resorted  to,  he,  for  one,  if  be 
could  find  half  a  dozen  Members  to  sup- 
port him,  would  assert  the  power  of  movins 
the  adjournment^  which  he  understood 
hon.  Members  possessed  for  the  protec- 
tion of  tbe  public— for  it  was  on  public 
Bounds  that  he  acted.  As  a  young 
embery  perhaps,  the  House  would  give 
him  leave  to  state  the  result  of  his  obser- 
vation of  their  proceedings,  and  he  did 
hope»  that  what  he  said  might  go  forth 
to  the  public,  in  order  that  they  might 
be  able  to  form  their  own  opinion.  He 
found,  that  from  half-past  four  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon  till  about  half- past  five  there 
were  Members  dropping  in,  when  personal 
questions  might  be  put  and  personal  mat- 
ters could  be  discussed.  Prom  that  time 
tfntil  half-past  seven  Members  stayed, 
growing  more  and  more  impatient,  inters 
rupting  fhe  speeches,  and  shouting  for 
divisions,  till  about  eight  o'clock.  Then 
hon.  Members  all  at  once  disappeared, 
leaving  some  forty  or  fifty  Members  to 
discuss  the  most  important  subjecu  con- 
nected with  the  affairs  oi  the  country  till 
about  half-past  ten  or  half-past  eleven. 
At  abotit  that  hour  he  generally  saw  some 
fifty  Members  or  so  enter  and  take 
their  seats,  wearing  their  white  cravats 
Aftd  their  white  waistcoats,  having  either 
teme  from  dinner  parties,  or  being  pre- 
pared to  20  off  to  balls ;  and  then  from 
tfbout  halupast  eleven  to  half- past  twelve 
o'clock,  there  was  renewed  the  same  in- 
terruption, <he  same  shouts  for  divisions, 
and  the  same  inattention  to  the  real  bosi- 
nesi  of  the  country,  as  was  experienced 
it  an  earlier  period  of  the  evening.  He 
hoped  the  public  might  be  made  ac- 
qoeinted  with  these  facts,  as  it  would  help 
thefA  to  form  a  jnst  opinion  of  that  House. 
If.  however,  the  kind  of  inCermptions  of 
#hich  be  had  just  complained  were  re- 
peated, and  he  could  get  half  a  dozen 
M^Mbefs  to  joifl  him,  he  would  move  an 
atf|ourdmdilt  ontU  hon.  Memberi  learned 
10  condudt  iht  bniriAeis  of  th6  country  in  a 


Major  VMam  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  in  his  remarks  opon 
personal  discuisions;  but  at  the  same 
time,  while  he  was  deprecating  personal 
discussions,  he  thought  he  ousht  to  be 
carefnl  how  he  made  allusions  that  might 
apply  to  both  sides  of  the  House.  He  did 
not  think  the  boo.  Member's  allusiona  to 
white  eratats  and  white  waistcoats  were 
likely  to  lead  to  any  public  benefit  in  the 
discussion. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  that  when  he  had 
mentioned  white  cravats  and  white  waists 
coats,  he  bad  not  for  a  moment  intended 
to  throw  off  any  invidious  imputation  oo 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side.  He 
had  referred  to  both  sides  indifferently. 

Mr.  P.  T.  Baring  wished  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  would  allow  them 
at  once  to  take  a  vote  upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  Cobden  would  certainly  divide^ 
He  thought  they  were  in  anything  bat  i 
temper  to  come  to  a  fair  decision. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  notion, 
that  the  Chairman  do  report  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.-^Ayei  36 ;  Noei 
156:— -Majority  130. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Aglionby.  H.  A.  Morris,  D. 

Aldam,  W.  O'Brien,  J. 

Armstrong,  Sir  A.  O^Brien,  W.  8. 

Bowes,  J.  O'Connell.  D. 

Bowrins^  Dr.  Philips,  M. 

Brodie,  W.  B.  Plumridge,  Capt. 

Busfeild,  W  Protheroe,  B. 

Chapman,  B«  Pryse,  P. 

Childers,  J.  W,  Randle.J. 

Christie,  W.  D.  Scott,  R. 

Bbrington,  Viset*  Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 

Ellis,  W.  Stnitl,  E. 

Evans,  W.  Wallaoe,  R. 

Forster,  M.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Wood.  B. 

Gill,  T.  Wood  G.  W. 
Hume,  J. 

Marshall,  W«  tsllers. 

Marsland,  U.  Brotheiton,  J. 

Martin,  J.  Cobden,  R. 

Liitofthe  Noes. 

A'Court,  Capt.  Botfield,  B. 

Acton,  Col.  Buckley,  E, 

AiDiworth,  P,  BuUer,  C. 

Allix,  J.  P.  Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 

Antrobus,  E.  Campbell,  A. 

Bailey,  J.,  jun.  Card  well,  E. 

Baldwin,  B.  Charteris,  hon.  F. 

Baring,  hon.  W.  B.  Chelsea,  Visct. 

Baring,  rt.  hii.  f  .  T.  Clayttin,  R.  R. 

Bateson,  R.  Clerk,  Sir  U. 

Beraard,  Visel.  Cockburn,  rt.hn.Sir  O. 

Blackburne,  J.  t  ColTille,  C.  It.         > 

BlacklloliS,  W.  S.  Corry,  rigfiC  &6b.  If  .^ 
2Y» 
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Courtenay,  Lord 
Crawford,  W.S. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 

Dawnay,  hon.  W,  H. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  D. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Visct. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Famhain,  £.  B. 
Fellowes,  £. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  £. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rthn.W.E. 
Gladstone.  T. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  K.  O. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.C. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grogan,  £. 
Halford,H. 
Hardinge,  rt.hn  JSir  H. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
Hodgson,  R. 
HoUond,  R. 
Holine8,hoo.W.A'Ct. 
Howard,  hon.  C,W,G. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Irton,  S. 
Jackson,  J,  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnston,  A. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbull,  rthn.SirE. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  G.C. 


Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  £. 
Lockhart,W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Mackenzie,  W,  F. 
M*Geachy,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.W.C. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Murray,  A. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  J. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Flumptre,  J.  P. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D, 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Sheppard  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Trench,  Sir  F.W. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  J.  £. 
Vivian,  Hon.  Capt. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  R.B 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  H. 
Freraantle,  Sir  T. 


Oq  the  question  being  again  pot» 
Mr.  Home  mo?ed,  that  the  Chairman 
leave  the  Chair. 

Lord  Stanley  observed,  that  the  divi- 
sion which  had  just  taken  place  was  not 
a  party  one,  as  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  concurred  in  the  propriety  of  settling 
the  question  before  it  for  consideration. 
It  was,  he  knew,  in  the  power  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  and  any  half-dozen 
Gentlemen  who  chose  to  support  him  to 
prevent,  if  they  thought  fit,  the  further 
progress  of  the  public  business,  and  to 
compel  an  adjournment.  Therefore,  if 
the  hon.  Member  intended  to  persist,  not- 
withstanding the  marked  sense  of  the 
House  against  adjournment,  he  would 
not  be  a  paity  to  the  wasting  of  the 
time  of  the  House  by  repeated  discussions, 
which  could  only  lead  to  the  one  result. 
But  he  hoped  the  House  and  the  country 
at  large  would  observe,  that  it  was  not  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  but  to  a  very 
small  section  of  the  House,  that  the  Go- 
vernment owed  their  inability,  after  so 
long  a  discussion,  to  make  greater  pro- 
gress in  the  business  of  the  country.  If 
the  hon.  Member  should  persist  in  moving 
an  adjournment,  he  would  not  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing,  but  he 
wished  the  House  and  the  country  to 
know  upon  what  grounds  it  was,  that  her 
Majesty's  Government  were  obliged  to  re- 
linquish the  hope  of  proceeding  more 
rapidly  with  the  public  busineu. 

Mr.  fV.  S.  O'Brien  asked  whether  the 
desire  for  adjournment  had  not  arisen  out 
of  a  most  abhorrent  and  unfounded  attack 
made  by  an  hon.  Member  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  upon  a  Gentleman  who 
had  held  an  official  situation  ?  He  felt 
that  the  time  was  come  when  they  should 
decide  whether  these  individual  attacks 
should  be  tolerated — attacks  which  were 
founded  on  anonymous  information,  and 
which  he  therefore  conceived  to  be  totally 
at  variance  with  the  practice  of  the  House. 
For  this  reason  was  it  that  he  had  voted 
for  the  adjournment. 

Mr.  Forster  was  anxious  for  the  passing 
of  the  tariff,  but  he  did  feel,  if  such  scenes 
as  he  had  witnessed  that  night  were  to  be 
persevered  in,  that  not  only  would  the 
public  business  be  retarded,  but  the  cha- 
racter of  the  House  be  materially  injured, 
and  he  gave  his  vote  in  favour  of  the 
motion  for  adjournment,  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  marking  his  sense  of  that  coo- 
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dacty  of  which,  as   a  Member  of 
House,  he  felt  utterly  ashamed. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  in  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord,  that  it  was  his  intention  to  perse- 
vere. He  was  as  anxious  as  the  noble 
Lord  to  see  this  measure  forwarded.  He 
could  tell  the  noble  Lord,  that  no  one  in 
the  House  was  more  attentive  to  the  tariff 
than  he  was,  and  if  the  noble  Lord's  side 
of  the  House  continued  to  countenance 
such  a  proceeding  as  had  taken  place  that 
Dight,  he  was  not  to  be  blamed  for  endea- 
vouring to  put  an  end  to  it  by  the  mode 
he  now  adopted.  If  any  individual  was 
to  be  blamed,  it  was  the  Chairman,  who 
ought  to  have  stopped  the  attack  of  the 
hoo.  Member  for  Knaresborough.  If  one 
Member  of  the  Government  had  ri^en  in 
his  place  to  check  the  course  which  was 
adopted,  he  should  be  the  last  man  in  the 
House  to  check  the  progress  of  business, 
but  that  not  being  the  case,  he  should 
press  his  motion. 

Lord  Stanley :  I  am  sure^  Mr.  Chair- 
man, you  need  to  have  no  apology  made 
for  you  as  to  the  course  you  have  pursued. 
It  was  impossible  for  you  to  have  inter- 
fered when  you  were  aware,  that  there 
was  no  breach  of  order  in  violation  of  the 
rules  of  the  House.  In  my  judgment 
there  was  nothing  disorderly  or  unparlia- 
mentary in  what  took  place;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  thought  other- 
wise at  the  time  it  was  quite  competent  to 
him  to  rise  in  his  place  to  the  question  of 
order. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Aglionby 
and  Lord  Stanley  in  reply,  the  House  re- 
sumed, the  Chairman  reported  progress 
and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again. 

House  adjourned  at  half- past  one 
o'clock. 


{June  8} 
the 
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HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  8, 1842. 

ICiifiTTM^    BiUA    PiiAlie.— S**  Sugu  Duties;  Sudbury 
DrntkauOiimamL 

JKporM:— Slave   Tmde    Suppmikm    (Hsyti)t   Slave 
TmileAboUtiaii(AigeiitiiieCooftdcntiaD);  Slave  Tmde 


Primte^^BeporUd^f^hBedMlmptovtmeoii  Leedi  Burial 
Ground. 
Pflmnoin  PiMsariD.  By  Sir  R.  Inglif ,  ftom  Etoeton 
of  Nottmgham,  fat  a  New  Writ—From  Salfbcd  and 
MaededfeU,  tat  Limiting  the  Honn  of  Labour  of  youE^ 
petaons  in  Faetorieiw^From  BelAMt,  and  KUdare,  agunit 
Fiihcclai  (Irdand)  BUL— Ftam  tbt  Govemata  of  die 
GlMdough  Fever  Hoepital,  and  tfie  Aibby  Diipeniary, 
•gKhat  Sul^eeUng  Medical  Gbarities  to  ttie  Control  of 
the  Poor-Uiw  CommiMionen.— From  Londonderry,  fbr 
the  Abolition  of  Church  Patronage  (SooOand).— ftem 
Down,  te  Additional  FkoTliiana  to  the  Li«Hi  Navigation 
BOL— Fran  Slotfbidt  and  Covwtxy,  ifftfoit  the  Poor. 


Law  Amendment  BltU-From  the  Guaidiani  of  the 
HolsworOiy  Union,  for  Alteration  of  tke  Foor^Law 
Amendment  BUL—Fiom  the  Catholics  of  Hampttead, 
Clitheroe,Aflhton-undcr-Lyne,  andDuklnfleldffor  Equa- 
lity of  CtvU  Righta^From  Advocates  of  free  Inquiry,  to 
remit  the  Punishment  of  C.  SouthwdL— Fram  Ckmmel, 
against  the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Leather  Boots  and 
Shoes.— From  the  Leicester  aad  London  BCechanic's  In- 
Rtitute,  that  such  Initituttons  may  be  exempt  from  the 
Payment  of  Rates  and  Taxes^—From  the  Western  Die. 
trict  of  Spitalflelds,  for  the  Redemption  of  Uie  Tolls  on 
Waterioo  and  Uie  other  Metropolitan  Bridges^Fram 
Attomies  at  CockermouUi,  for  the  Redemption  of  the 
Duty  on  their  Certiflcatei.— From  Proprietors  on  the 
Riven  Dee  and  Don,  agamst  Sahnon  Fisheries  (ScoUand) 
Bin  (Na  f  ).•— From  Proprietors  of  the  river  Ness,  hi  Fa- 
vour of  Sahnon  Fisheries  (SooUand)  Bill  (No.  2). 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland).] 
On  the  motion  that  the  Salmon  Fisheries 
(Scotland)  Bill  (No.  2)  be  re-committed, 

Mr.  Mackenzie  moved  that  the  report  be 
taken  into  further  consideration  that  day 
three  months.  He  objected  to  different 
clauses  of  the  bill,  which  was  such  a  mass 
of  inconsistencies  that  it  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  carried  into  practical  operation. 

Mr.  E,  EUice^  jun.,  remarked  that  the 
opposition  to  this  measure  did  not  proceed 
from  any  parties  representing  districts 
likely  to  be  affected  by  the  bill. 

Mr.  A.  Campbell  said,  he  could  refute 
the  hon.  Member's  observation  in  his  own 
person.  He  was  personally  interested  ia 
salmon  fisheries,  and  he  was  strongly  op- 
posed to  the  bill  before  the  House. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  ques- 
tion:—-Ayes  88  ;  Noes  20  :  Majority  68. 

List  of  the  Noes.* 


Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Broadley,  H. 
Buckley,  E. 
Carnegie,  bon.  Capt 
Cochrane,  A. 
CoonoUy,  Col. 
DuDCombey  hon.  O. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Greeoaway,  C. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hodgson,  R. 


Manners,  Lord  J. 
MartoD,  G. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollington,  Visct. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Waddiogton,  H.  S. 

TELLERS. 

Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Forbes,  W. 


Bill  re-committed  and  went  through 
committee.    The  House  resumed. 

Relief  for  Distress.]  Mr.  Balford 
said,  he  had  been  desired  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion on  a  subject  about  which  much  un- 
certainty was  felt  in  the  district  with  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  be  connected — 
namely,  the  mode  in  which  it  was  intended 
to  distribute  the  funds  to  be  raised  under 
the  Queen's  letter.    Those  letters  spoke 


•  We  give  only  the  Nocs?^^^^^ 
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of  the  dif  tress  of  Uis  nanuGscUriog  popu- 
Ution,  and  thrt«  places  were  specified,  but 
amongst  the  artisans  of  Leicester,  and  in 
no  place  wts  there  greater  distreu,  consi- 
derable doubt  existed  whether  they  would 
be  held  entitled  to  participate  in  the  funds, 
and  they  anxiously  wished  to  know  what 
their  prospect  was  with  respect  to  those 
funds. 

Sir  /•  Orakam  said,  that  both  the  sums 
which  might  be  raised  by  pri? ate  subscrip. 
tion  and  the  sums  to  be  raised  under  her 
Majesty's  letter  would  be  placed  at  the 
absolute  disposal  of  the  Manufacturers* 
Relief  Committee. 

Makslaitohter.]  Captain  Polhill 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Man. 
slaughter  Bill. 

Sir  /.  Graham  felt  obliged  to  oppose 
the  motion.  He  had  consulted  with  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown,  and  the  result 
had  been  to  confirm  him  in  the  opinion 
which  he  had  before  entertained.  The 
bill  ga? e  a  greater  power  to  the  coroner 
than  any  other  single  magistrate  possessed 
at  present  Even  two  magistrates  sitting 
in  petty  sessions  had  not  the  power,  unless 
under  considerable  restrictions  and  limita- 
tbns,  but  no  such  limitations  were  laid 
down  in  this  bill.  Under  existing  circum- 
stances he  did  not  think  this  power  could 
be  safely  granted  to  coroners. 

Mr  Bameby  was  sorry  to  hear  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  determined  to  op- 
pose the  bill,  and  hoped  that  he  would 
give  his  consideration  to  the  subject,  id 
order  to  remedy  the  inconveniencea  and 
hardships  which  were  perpetually  arising 
under  the  present  law. 

Captain  Pelhiil  must  press  his  motion. 
This  was  a  measure  of  legislation  for  the 
poor  as  well  as  the  rich.  Under  the  pre* 
sent  law  a  rich  man  could  get  bail  on  a 
charge  of  manslaughter  by  certiorari  be- 
fore the  Queeo's  Bench,  a  course  wbieb, 
of  course,  a  poor  man  could  not  afford. 
The  bill  was  mtended  to  give  the  coroner 
the  power  of  admitting  to  bail,  so  as  to 
save  this  expense. 

Mr.  F»  Maule  concurred  in  the  objec- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  must  also  oppose  the  bill. 

Motion  negatived  on  a  division,  when 
the  mover  could  not  find  a  second  teller. 

Customs'  Acts — The  TARirF.— Cot- 
tons.] House  in  committee  on  the  Cus- 
toms' Acts, 


On  the  question  that  there  be  a  duty 
of  5  per  cent,  ad  valorem  on  all  cotton 
manufactures  imported  from  British  pos- 
sessions, 

Mr.  Mangles  proposed  the  substitution 
of  a  duty  of  3)  per  cent.  He  grounded 
bis  proposition  on  the  condition  of  the 
cotton  manufactures  of  the  East  Indies, 
as  be  had  stated  to  the  House  on  the 
previous  evening.  As  the  manufacturers 
of  India  had  been  ruined  in  their  own 
markets,  this  country  ought  in  justice  not 
to  impose  so  high  a  duty  on  their  prodnc* 
tions  here, 

Mr.  Gladstone  said  the  difference  pro- 
posed was  so  slight,  and  the  object  so 
minute,  as  to  be  scarcely  worthy  so  much 
attention  as  had  been  bestowed  upon  it. 
The  proposed  change  would  not  make  a 
difference  of  50/.  a-year  to  the  India 
trade.  ' 

Mr.  Hume  thought  this  was  a  favour* 
able  opportunity  of  doing  justice  to  India 
at  a  very  small  expense. 

Dr.  Bowring  entreated  the  right  hoB« 
Gentleman  to  make  this  saiall  conceseioo. 
It  was  a  step  in  the  right  directioo,  and 
would,  he  was  sure,  give  general  satisfac- 
tion both  in  this  country  and  in  India. 

Mr.  W.  Williams  said,  they  had  other 
countries  to  compete  with  basidea  lodia^ 
and  unless  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of 
life  was  reduced  to  the  French  and  Ger- 
man level  he  should  not  feel  himself  war- 
ranted in  supporting  the  amendment.  If 
the  question  went  to  a  division,  therefore^ 
he  should  support  the  proposition  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  F.  Baring  would  not  raise  th« 
question  of  di£ferentialdutiesagain»aAd  tke 
only  point  therefore  foe  dtscuasion  was  the 
amount.  That  question  was  not  so  tfiAiog 
or  microscopic  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  ssemed  to  think.  The  Hduse 
of  Lords'  committee,  of  which  Lord  Ellen- 
borough,  who  had  been  selected  by  the 
Od^emmenf  aa  the  pervon  of  their  own 
party  best  acquainted  with  Indiao  afiurs 
to  undertake  the  govesamettt  of  that 
country,  was  the  chairman »  had  recom- 
mended d|  per  cent.,  and  not  5  per  ceat. 
They  slated  moreover  thai  tho  q«Matioii 
was  one  of  pritvcipfe,  and  tber  recom- 
mended the  censoval  Crom  the  seoedob  of 
duties  of  8»  iO€M[pnility  that  seireid  ao 
purpose  but  to  injure  those  agafanrt  whose 
industry  it  waa  directed*  He  waiikl  sup- 
port the  amendmewt. 

The  Choaiceaor  tf(h€  Exciegumr  said, 


1389 


Cuitomi  AcU^ 


{JctiE  8}  The  Tariff ^CoUons.        1390 


thttthe  quwiion  wm,  if  diffierenlial  duties 
were  to  be  established  id  faToar  of  the  co- 
looieiy  whether  the  rule  should  be  applied 
to  all  our  oolonial  possessions,  or  whether 
each  colony  should  be  dealt  with  upon  a 
distinct  principle.  Unless  the  House  were 
prepared  to  say  that  a  distinctive  rule 
should  be  applied  to  each  particular  co- 
lony it  would  negatire  the  proposition  of 
the  hon«  Qentleman  opposite,  which  eon* 
bodied  that  principle. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  said,  that  oa  the  part 
of  the  cotton  manufacturers  of  this  coun- 
try he  repudiated  any  desire  for  the  pro- 
posed differential  duty. 

The  eommitte  dividedi  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  BUed  with  **  three  pounds 
ten  shillings.'' — Ayes  42 ;  Noes  56 :  Ma- 
jority 14. 

Liatof  the  Aru. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Antrobus.  £. 
Astell,  W. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  ru  hon.  F.  T. 
&arnaid,£.G. 
Bodkio,  J.  J. 
BowriDg,  Dr. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
BrothertoDy  J. 
Browne,  boa.  W. 
iusfteld,  W. 
Cobden,  B. 
ColborDe,hD.W.N.R. 
Bbriagtoti,  Viset. 
Fieldeik  J. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Jehnston,  A. 

Marsland,  H. 
Mastenaaa»J. 


Mitchell,  T.  A. 
MorisoDf  Gen. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Phtlipi,  M. 
Bundle,  J. 
Scholefieldy  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheppard,  T. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M 
Stansfield,W.R.C. 
Staotoo,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
ThorDley,T. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  0.  W. 

TtLtias. 
Maagles>  R.  D. 
Hume,  J. 


List  qf  the  Jiozn. 


Bartingtoa,  Visel. 
Brocklebiiist,  J. 
Clerk.  Sir  G. 
Cockbum,  rt.hn.Sir  G. 
Connolly,  Col. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Denison,  £•  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Duaeosibe,  hon.  O. 
Baton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Sliot,  Lord 
Escot^  B. 
Faroes,  W» 
FtsUer,  A.  E. 
Ovk^J.M. 


Gladstoneirt.ba.W.£. 
Gore.M. 

Goalbum,  rt  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  ho.  Sir  J. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  W,  J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Humphery,  Mr.  Akl. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Knatchbull,rt.ho.Sir£. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S 
Dncoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhan,  W. 
Maokeasie,  T. 
Macskeaite,W.F. 
Master,  T.W.C. 


Milnes,  R.  M. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  F. 
PoUington,  Vise. 
Puaey,  P. 
Rasbleigh,  W. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Round,  C.  G. 


Rashbrooke,  Col. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Vernon,  O.  H. 
Williams,  W. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 

TELLERS. 

Freemantle,  Sir  T. 
Pringle,  A. 


Blank  filled  with  ''  five  pounds." 

On  the  question  that  12/.  10s.  ad  valO" 
rem  be  imposed  on  damask,  and  5d.  the 
square  yard  on  damask  diaper. 

Mr.  S.  Wortley  objected  to  this  reduc- 
tion. It  was  true  that,  generally  speak- 
ing, the  linen  trade  needed  little  or  no 
protection,  but  still,  if  any  branches  of 
the  trade  were  placed  in  different  circum- 
stances from  the  others,  it  would  be  but 
right  to  make  some  allowance  for  those 
branches.  This  indulgence  had  beea 
granted  to  a  particular  branch  of  the  iron 
trade.  The  parties  on  whose  behalf  he 
addressed  the  committee  did  not  ask  for  a 
prohibitory  duty;  on  the  contrary,  they 
did  not  object  to  a  considerable  reduction, 
but  they  were  of  opinion  that  a  reduction 
of  50  per  cent,  in  the  existing  duty  was 
was  as  much  as  should  be  made  with 
safety,  and  with  that  they  would  be 
satisfied.  The  proposed  reduction  of  from 
40  to  15  per  cent,  was  more  than  the 
branches  he  referred  to  could  contend 
with.  In  Belgium  the  raw  material  was 
grown,  and  France  and  Germany  could 
add  to  their  home  stock  at  a  cheaper  rate 
than  could  be  effected  in  this  country.  It 
should  also  be  taken  into  consideration 
that  the  suffering  class  of  handloom 
weavers  were  the  persons  who  would  be 
most  materially  affected  by  the  proposed 
reduction.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  would 
reconsider  his  proposition. 

Mr.  Gladstone  did  not  think  the  pro* 
posed  reduction  could  be  considered  too 
great.  The  proposed  duty  was  on  the 
whole  a  fair  one,  and  afforded  as  much 
protection  as  was  compatible  with  the  ge- 
neral principles  of  the  tariff.  As  to  the 
arguments  drawn  from  a  reference  to  BeU 
gium,  France,  and  Germany,  he  thought 
it  was  better  to  draw  deductions  from 
what  had  already  taken  place,  and  what 
was  warranted  by  experience,  than  from 

I  future  prospective  suppositions.    Though 
Belgium  produced  tue  rav| 
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import  of  lineD  yarn  from  ihis  couotry 
was  considerable.  Germany  sent  but  lit- 
tle in  the  way  of  linen  to  this  country,  and 
even  that  little  was  principally  fancy 
goods.  There  were,  therefore,  no  signs  of 
dangerous  competition,  nor  did  he  see  any 
reason  why  an  exemption  from  the  prin- 
ciple which  governed  the  tariff  generally 
should  be  made  in  favour  of  this  article. 

Proposed  duties  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  duty  on 
cotton,  or  waste  of  cotton  wool,  the  cwt., 
be  2s.  lid. 

Dr.  Botoring  said,  that  in  rising  to 
propose  that  the  duty  on  cotton  wool  be 
repealed,  he  was  only  demanding  the  ap- 
plication of  a  principle  universally  recog- 
nised by  political  economists, — admitted 
by  the  Ministers — and  sanctioned  by  al- 
most universal  opinion,  that  the  raw  ma- 
terials we  manufacture  were  not  fit  objects 
for  taxation.  And  if  this  were  a  principle 
applicable  to  all  such  materials,  how  pe- 
culiarly did  it  apply  to  the  raw  material 
of  our  greatest  and  most  important  pro- 
duction—that which  beyond  all  compari- 
son employed  the  largest  number  of  hands 
— the  largest  amount  of  capital,  and  upon 
which  beyond  any  other  hung  the  heaviest 
consequences  of  weal  and  woe.  He  wished 
to  grapple  at  the  very  outset  with  the 
strongest  objection  which  had  been  urged^ 
or  could  be  urged,  against  its  repeal ; 
namely,  that  it  involved  a  sacrifice  of  a 
640,000/.  But  the  extent  of  the  revenue 
was  the  extent  of  the  grievance.  The 
very  amount — the  enormous  amount  levied 
on  this  most  extensive  of  our  fabrics  was 
in  fact,  the  true  ground  of  the  complaint 
he  had  to  put  forward.  If  the  impost  was 
enormous  in  amount,  the  very  heavy  de- 
mand which  it  made  upon  industry,  was  the 
paramount  reason  for  its  reduction.  The 
amount  of  the  duty  represents  the  interest 
involvedin  its  reduction — and  it  cannot  for  a 
moment  be  urged  that  the  matter  is  trifling 
in  its  character  or  its  results— so  that  he 
had  alike  to  claim  the  benefit  of  a  general 
principle, — and  was  able  to  show  that  the 
violation  of  that  principle  by  taxing  such 
a  raw  material  as  cotton  was  attended 
with  most  disastrous  consequences.  If 
ever  there  were  a  moment  when,  more 
than  any  other,  the  exigences  of  the  case 
were  strong,  and  the  necessity  of  the  re- 
peal peremptory,  it  was  the  present  mo- 
ment;— when  the  manufacturer  was  in 
such  a  state  of  depression— not  to  say 
despondency.     The   millions  of  capital 


involved  were  daily  diminishing — the  mil- 
lions of  human  beings  employed  were 
daily  falling  into  a  worse  condition.  He 
would  read  to  the  committee  a  single 
passage,  in  a  memorial  to  the  right  hon. 
the  Prime  Minister,  from  the  spinners  and 
manufacturersof  Ashton  and  its  neighbour- 
hood, and  he  assured  them  that  there  was 
no  exaggeration  whatever  in  the  state- 
ment,—that  it  was  entitled  to  full  ere- 
dence  and  ought  to  make  a  strong  im- 
pression : — 

**  That  your  memorialists  are  individuals 
having  the  whole  or  a  greater  part  of  their  ca- 
pital invested  in  cotton  mills  and  macfaineiy, 
and  directly  and  deeply  interested  in  the  pros- 
perity of  the  cotton  trade  in  thb  important 
district* 

"  That  this  great  branch  of  our  national 
industry  has  been  extremely  depressed  for  a 
period  quite  unexampled  m  the  history  of 
commerce;  and  is,  at  the  present  moment, 
reduced  to  a  condition  which  no  language  can 
possibly  exaggerate. 

*^  That  the  capital  invested  in  this  trade  is 
rapidly  decreasing,  and  in  great  danger  of 
being  annihilated, — that  the  privations  and 
distress  of  the  working  classes  are  daily  be- 
coming greater  and  greater,  and  the  means  of 
employing  them  less  and  less, — and  that  their 
masters  vainly  struggling  with  their  multiplied 
difficulties,  view,  with  dismay,  the  moment 
approaching,  when,  unless  relieved  by  some 
unlooked-for  contingency,  they  will  be  inevit^ 
ably  compelled  to  throw  large  numbers  of 
them  for  support  upon  the  parish." 

Now,  at  the  present  prices  of  cotton 
wool,  the  duty  levied  by  the  State  was  es- 
timated at  from  6  to  7  percent,  on  the  raw 
material.  Even  in  times  of  great  prospe- 
rity, so  high  a  duty  would  be  a  very  serious 
burthen  upon  production  ;  but  in  times  of 
distress — in  times  when  the  severest  strug- 
gle was  going  on  to  enable  our  manufoc- 
turers  to  maintain  possession  of  foreiga 
markets — such  a  duty  became  intolerable 
— such  a  duty  gives  an  advantage  to  our 
rivals  against  which  it  is  often  difficult, 
sometimes  impossible  to  contend.  And 
in  many  articles,  where  the  raw  material 
forms  the  main  cost  of  the  manufacture^ 
he  should  show,  that  the  inroads  of  the 
articles  from  North  America  and  else- 
where, were  of  the  most  alarming  charac- 
ter. He  begged  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  the  extremely  unfair 
conditions  under  which  the  cotton  manu- 
facturers of  Great  Britain  were  compelled 
to  enter  on  the  field  of  competition.  Was 
it  right,  that  they  who  were  the  represent- 
atives of  that  production  to  which  mofe 
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than  any  other  the  greatDess  and  the 
opulence  of  this  country  were  due,  should 
be  selected,  as  it  were,  to  bear  burthens 
from  which  their  rivals  were  altogether, 
or  almost  wholly  free  ?  Look  at  France ; 
she  levied  on  all  cotton  imported  from 
America,  a  duty  of  20f.  per  100  killo- 
grammes ;  but  she  gave  a  privilege  on  all 
cotton  imported  from  the  Levant,  and 
raised  on  that  only  15f.  per  100  killo- 
grammes.  But  France  gave  a  drawback 
of  25f.  per  100  kiUogrammes,  on  all  the 
cotton  goods  she  exported,  so  that  the 
French  manufacturer  had  his  raw  material 
at  something  better  than  duty  free.  Now, 
on  what  ground  of  equity  could  the  Go- 
verment  of  this  country  levy  7  per  cent,  on 
raw  cotton  worked  up  by  our  manufacturers 
and  then  wonder  that  they  suffered  from 
this  most  disadvantageous  position  in  which 
they  were  placed.  For  how  did  it  operate 
in  fact  ?  He  would  show  the  committee 
the  gradual  increase  of  importation  of 
cotton  wool  into  France,  and  the  still 
more  proportionate  increase  in  the  expor- 
tation of  cotton  manufactures.  In  1820, 
France  Imported  of  cotton  wool  20,000,000 
kiUogrammes;  in  1830,  30,000,000;  in 
1 840,  53,000,000.  There  was  an  increase 
of  160  per  cent  in  twenty-one  years  in  the 
consumption  of  the  raw  material.  But 
now  how  much  more  striking — how  much 
more  rapid  has  been  the  increase  of  the 
exports  of  the  manufactured  article.  In 
1820,  France  exported  of  cotton  manu- 
factures to  the  value  of  29,000,000f. ;  in 
1830,  it  was  55,000,000f. ;  in  1840,  it 
was  107,000,000f. ;  showing  in  twenty 
years  an  increase  in  exports  of  78,000,000 
of  francs,  or  of  270  per  cent  in  amount, 
and  proving  that  the  growth  of  the  export 
trade  was  the  principal  source  of  the  largely 
increased  importation  of  the  raw  article. 
Not  less  striking  was  the  progress  of  the 
import  of  the  raw  material,  and  the  exports 
of  cotton  manufactures  from  the  States  of 
the  Prussian  commercial  league.  In  1833, 
the  amount  of  raw  cotton  imported  was 
92,212  cwt.  In  1836,  it  was  some- 
what more  than  doubled,  and  amounted 
to  187,858  cwt,  and  in  1840,  it  was 
328,951  cwt.,  being  an  increased  impor- 
tation of  236,000  cwt.  or  260  per  cent. 
But  the  increased  exports  of  cotton  manu- 
factured goods  was  far  greater.  For  in 
1833,  it  was  only  23,324  cwt. ;  in  1836, 
it  was  only  84,273  cwt.;  and  in  1839, 
(the  last  year  of  which  he  had  the  official 
etiuns),  it  waa  107,766  cwt.,  making  an 


augmented  exportation  of  360  per  cent. 
But  did  the  Prussian  States  follow  our 
example,  and  levy  a  duty  of  7  jpsr  cent 
on  cotton  wool?  Not  they.  The  im- 
portation was  free.  In  Switzerland, 
too,  a  country  which  nothing  but  the 
protective  and  prohibitory  systems  of 
other  nations  would  ever  have  raised 
into  manufacturing  prosperity — a  coun- 
try whose  adhesion  to  the  great  prin- 
ciples of  free  trade  had  enabled  to  over- 
come a  thousand  natural  disadvantages 
and  disabilities,  in  Swtixerland,  no  duty 
was  raised  either  on  the  import  of  cotton, 
or  indeed  of  any  other  article,  and  we 
were  met  by  the  competition  of  Switzer- 
land in  all  the  markets  of  the  world.  In  the 
United  States  still  more  alarming  was  the 
rivalry.  There  the  manufacturer  had  the 
advantage  of  the  adjacencv  of  the  raw 
material,  and  there  it  would  be  seen  that 
the  consumption  of  cotton  has  gone  on 
with  a  most  rapid  and  progressive  increase. 
In  the  years  1827-30,  the  average  growth 
of  raw  cotton  in  the  United  States  was 
870,000  bales,  while  the  quantity  con- 
sumed by  their  domestic  manufacturers 
was  118,000  bales,  or  about  one-eighth  of 
the  whole  production,  which  in  the  years 
1837-40,  the  average  growth  being 
1,691,000  bales;  the  consumption  by 
their  manufacturers  at  home  was  260,000 
bales,  being  considerably  more  than  one- 
eighth  of  the  whole.  In  the  same  period 
even  more  striking  has  been  the  growth  of 
the  export  trade,  for  while  in  1830  it 
scarcely  exceeded  1 ,000,000  of  dollars  in 
value;  it  amounted  in  1840  to  3,549,000 
dollars,  of  which  three  millions  consisted 
of  the  article  of  domestics  or  white  cali- 
coes. Thus  while  the  general  increase  of 
the  consumption  of  raw  cotton  at  home 
for  all  purposes  of  manufactures  had  in 
ten  years  amounted  to  about  100  per  cent. ; 
the  exports  of  raw  material  had  increased 
to  the  enormous  extent  of  250  per  cent. 
In  this  state  of  things  was  it  wise— was  it 
prudent — was  it  in  any  respect  justifiable 
to  continue  upon  the  manufacturers  of 
this  country  so  heavy  and  unequal  a 
charge!  Nor  did  any  of  the  accounts 
from  abroad  add  to  the  anticipation  of 
brighter  prospects.  France  was  again 
proceeding  in  the  spirit  of  restriction  and 
of  hostility  he  bitterly  lamented.  He  ne- 
ver had  understood  the  policy  which  had 
led  to  the  alienation  of  France.  He  deeply 
deplored  that  unfortunate  meddling  with 
the  affainof  the  Ea8twh<||gm^tBhadbee^ 
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in  tTeiy  wty  disaitrtvib  Bnt  he  did  hope 
tkM  in  MeriMog  the  tlliance  df  France 
tto  the  fiin  and  idle  dream  of  eitabiiahing 
Ihe  aulUin'a  aatboritjr,  w^  had  at  least 
sieured  the  friendship  of  Ru88ia--*who 
had  to  cordiailyi  so  naturally*  and  so  sa« 
^ciously  eonoarred  in  oar  polioy;  and 
that  we  should  have  scan  in  the  covering 
of  her  tartfis,  and  in  the  eatensioa  of  our 
trading  relations  with  the  dominions  of  the 
Taar^  some  recompense  for  the  alienated 
feelings  of  the  French  nation.  Not  so, 
however.  Another  Russsiaa  tariff  has  just 
appeared ;  heavier  daties;  aew  proteetioos; 
severer  restrictions  open  oar  trade ;  that, 
and  that  only»  have  we  gained  from  Russia 
in  reiUrn  for  our  fraternal  embraces.  And 
even  the  Praesiao  league  has  showA 
syknptoms  of  a  disposition  to  increase  the 
duties  on  our  cotton  manufacture.  Some 
of  the  states  have  already  applied  for  an 
aogmeniation  of  cent,  per  cent*  upon  our 
cotton  twist*  From  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic^  we  are  menaced  with  a  large 
increase  of  duties— with  new  diffioolties 
Ib  that  most  important  of  all  our  foreign 
markets.  In  such  a  sthte  of  things^  how 
could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refuse  to 
relieve  the  ootton  mauuftusturer  to  the  ex^ 
tent  of  that  duty  whioh  was  now  in  the 
leteipt  of  the  Treasury  ?  He  was  sore  do 
talid  reason  would  be  urged  for  ite  coati* 
Buanoe.  It  would  be  fhr  better  that  the 
proporty«tai  should  be  increased  than  that 
ihe  dangers  which  surrounded  the  greatest 
of  Ottr  commercial  and  manufacturing 
intereats  should  be  alldwed  to  undermine 
and  destroy  it*  He  therefore  moved,  that 
the  duty  on  ootton  wool  be  reduced  to 
Idi  per  cwt. 

Mr.  M*  PhUipi  seconded  the  motion. 
While  the  present  duty  eontinned  he 
believed  our  ootton  manufacturers  Would 
be  placed  every  ^ete  in  a  worse  condition 
than  the  precedmg«  He  asked  fbr  the 
consideratlen  of  this  question^  beeauee  he 
believed^  that  the  present  duty  placed  the 
op^ritive  portion  of  the  community  in  a 
worse  position  than  the  operatives  in  the 
United  Sutes  and  other  countries.  The 
charge  for  the  raw  material  paid  by  the 
Ameriean  manufacturersi  did  not  exceed 
•ne  half  of  the  chatge  paid  by  the  English 
manufaeturersi  who,  besidest  had  to  pat 
far  a  quantity  of  rubbish  and  waste,  which 
#as  iaoorporated  with  the  raw  Urticle. 
He  asked  not  for  protection,  but  he  de^ 
alied  freedom,  aM  he  thought  that  in^^ 
•tead  of  thiwwing  Aw^r  letonna  frofft  the 


timber  duties,  It  would  be  more  wise  to 
give  relief  to  the  millions  who  suffered 
from  the  effects  of  the  preeent  duty  on 
the  import  of  raw  cotton. 

Mr  Qiaiitmw  had  no  fault  to  find  with 
the  general  principles  on  which  the  two 
hon.  Members  had  founded  their  obeerva 
tions ;  but  there  were  other  considemtioBa 
that  made  it  necessary  to  levy  the  piw«< 
posed  duly.  With  regaid  to  the  reduo^ 
tion  of  the  timber  duties^  it  had  this  Ji^ 
oommendation««*its  effects  would  be  felt 
over  almost  the  whole  of  the  industrioua 
population.  If  there  eiisted  a  surplue 
revenue,  and  the  House  had  now  nothing 
to  think  of  but  to  reduce  duties^  the  ques* 
tion  might  assume  a  different  shape;  but 
unless  the  committee  were  prepared  to 
open  the  whole  financial  arrengements  of 
the  year,  end  to  make  additions  to  the 
taxation  in  other  directions,  they  could 
not  agree  to  the  proposed  reduction  of  thi 
duty  which  would  deprive  the  revenue  of 
640,917/.  That  wae  the  amount  of  daty 
levied  on  cotton  wool  in  1840.  With  ro« 
spect  to  America^  whoee  competition  ep* 
pNsared  so  formidable  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  It  was  worthy  of  remark,  that 
appreheastoas  of  a  similar  nature  were 
felt  in  that  country  with  respect  td  the 
competition  of  England,  and  f^are  w«e 
expressed  in  America,  which  possessed 
the  rew  material,  that  the  English  mano* 
fatture^,  by  their  skill  and  machinery, 
would  be  aUe  tb  undersell  the  Ameriean 
manufhetureM  in  their  own  market.  It 
appeared,  from  a  report  of  a  committee  of 
Congress  of  the  present  year,  that  the 
American  manuteturen  complained  of 
the  cheapness  of  the  English  manuitetured 
goods  imported  into  America  i  and  they 
were  apprehensive  that  by  mixing  Bnsi 
India  cotton,  which  tBonU  be  obtamed  in 
England  at  a  cheep  rate,  with  a  poltioil 
of  American,  the  British  manufhctnrefa 
iHiuld  drive  the  Americans  out  of  their 
own  market  fbr  coarse  cottooe. 

Mu  Broiksrtmi  eupported  the  amend*> 
rarati  He  connived  that  the  present 
duty  operated  meet  ibjerioasly  on  the 
British  manufacture  i  and  he  hoped,  that 
whenever  an  opportunity  oeourred  th4 
Qovemmeikt  would  remove  thie  tax  alto^ 
gether. 

Mr.  Humphery  was  sure,  that  if  thie 
doty  was  taken  off  the  labouring  man«« 
factorers  wonld  not  receive  n  farthtng 
benefit  from  lt» 

Mr«  W.  Puitm  iail|  that  InoUng^ 
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the  liriff  M  ft  whole^  he  ihouid  tupport 
tht  propotittoD  of  the  OoterDment,  tlx>ugh 
he  did  eo  with  regret  at  Id  ihis  ptrticular 
anicle»  and  he  hoped,  that  at  an  early 
period  the  doty  woald  be  reino?ed. 

Mr.  Cobden  wished  to  know  how  this 
tariff,  coDtistidg  of  750  articles,  could  be 
looked  at  except  io  detail ;  and  when  they 
did  that  they  woald  aay,  that  there  was 
great  wisdom  in  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
telling  them,  that  it  was  to  be  taken  as  a 
whole*  for  on  examining  its  parts,  it  would 
be  found  to  fall  wofully  short  of  what  the 
country  had  a  right  to  expect  from  the 
magniloquent  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet*  Upon  articles  that  entered  largely 
into  the  consumption  of  the  people  the 
duties  were  not  lessened,  and  why?—* 
because,  as  it  was  said,  the  revenue  would 
be  afTecied.  But  had  they  not  had  the 
Income-tax  in  order  that  the  duties  on 
those  great  articles  of  consumption  should 
be  taken  off?  The  present  condition  of 
the  manufacturing  class  ought  to  be  a 
signal  to  the  aristocraoy  of  this  country. 
Bolton,  Stockport,  and  Paisley  were  pau- 
perized, and  what  were  they  to  do  with 
such  a  population  ?  The  right  hon.  Oen*- 
tleman  opposite  said,  the  Americans  were 
afraid  of  our  competition*  But  what  was 
the  reason  given  by  the  Americans  ?  They 
said,  ^  We  cannot  compete  with  the  pau^ 
per  population  of  England." 

Mr.  P.  Howard  supported  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton,  which 
would,  he  conceived,  afford  almost  instan- 
laneous  reKef  to  the  distressed  hand-loom 
weaiver  and  soffpritig  artisan,  from  the  im* 
pulse  It  would  give  to  ioduury.  The  relief 
so  given  would  not  be  at  the  coit  of  any 
Bfitish  piodocer,  it  was  not  like  the  re- 
deetios  of  the  doty  on  foreign  grain  eoo^ 
pM  with  a  doubt  as  to  the  offset  of  the 
iseaeore  on  the  hoioe^grower.  Cotloft  was 
wet  the  growtb  of  English  seil^  and^  eon* 
•sf|eeDtly,  its  wmeatfaioed  adaaitt^Mice  rate 
British  ports,  did  not  Involve  any  sacriSee 
fton  eompetitioiK 

Mr«  PUldm^  said,  there  coeld  not  be  a 
doobt,  that  this  was  a  very  inpolftio  tax. 
At  the  some  time,  be  did  not  believe  to 
free-trade  doolrinee,  he  denounced  them 
ahogetber.  He  was  one  of  those  wbo 
thought,  that  taxation  should  be  reduced^ 
bet  that  protection  should  be  continued ; 
Ibr  if  it  were  abendoned,  this  wouM  be  one 
of  the  poorest  conntriea  la  the  world.  As 
IO  the  duty  on  thie  partiei^ff  atlkle,  it 
MiKMittted^  altbi  pisenH  rime/  to  7  per 


cent.,  and  if  tt  were  removed,  It  wwnld  bA 
possible  to  buy  trtlcles  at  4  p6r  e^t.  \m 
than  the  present  prices.  He  shotild.  there* 
fore,  support  the  propositi6n  of  his  hod* 
Friend. 

The  Qommittee  divided  on  the  questieWi 
that  the  blank  be  filled  up  With  '*  Oit 
Penny  ^:-Ayes  44;  Noei  97  ]«x>Mi« 
jority  53. 

iMt  ^f  the  Ayes. 

Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldam,  W. 


Armstrong,  Sir  A. 

Brocklehurst,  J. 

Brodie,  W.  B. 

BrothertoD,  J . 

Browne,  hon.  W. 

Busfeild,  W. 

Cobden,  R. 

Crawford,  W.  8. 

£8eott,B. 

Evans,  W. 

Fieldeo,  J. 

Porster,  M. 

Gibson,  T.  M. 

Heathcoat,  J. 

Howard,  P.  H. 

Hume,  J. 

Johnstooi  A. 

Layard,  Capt* 

Martland,  H* 

Mitcalfe,  H.  TBLLias. 

Morrison,  J.  Bowringi  t>r. 

Norreys,  Sir  t>.  J.        Philips,  M. 

li$t  q/  ihe  Noas. 


O'Brieftf  W.  S. 
Pechell,  C^fit. 
Protberd^  £. 
Ricfe,  £.  R. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rumbold,  C.  B. 
Rnndle,  J. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Smith,  B. 

StansfieM,  W*  %,  C. 
Stantdn,  W.  H. 
Thomeley,  T. 
I'wmer,  B. 
Wakley,*r. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
WUliams,  W. 
Woed^B. 
Wood,G* 
Wood,  O.  W. 


Acton,  Col. 
Bailey^  J. 
Bankes,  O. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Barrington,  Viset. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bell,  M. 

Blaekbume,  J.  1. 
Boldero^  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bowes,  J. . 
Broadley,  H. 
Bunbury,  T. 
Cardwell,  £• 
Carnegie,  hon.  Capf . 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Chute,  W.L.W4 
Clerk,  Sir  O. 
Cockburn,  rt.hn  JSir  G. 
CoWile,  C.  R. 
CressweU,  B. 
Darby,  G. 

Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H. 
I/eflnon,  B*  B. 
Diekintoft,  F*  H^ 
DoQghtf,  Sir  H4 
Douglas,  Sk  C.  £. 
l^aaeosabe*  hoo.  Q. 
EgertoD,  W*T. 


Egeften,  Sir  P» 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  fi. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.lin.W«£. 
Gore,M. 
Gore,  W.  O- 
Gdttlburii,  rt.  heti<  M. 
Graham.  rt«  hn.  Sir  i# 
Qreenall,  P« 
Grimsditeh,  T. 
Grogan,  6, 
Halford,H. 
Hamilton,  J.  If. 
Hartiourt,  G.  6. 
Hardiage,rt«hfl.8ifH. 
Hardyi  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn.  Sir  T«  B* 
Hervey,  Ix>rd  A. 
Hinde.J.H. 
Humpherjr,  Mr.  Aid. 
Jermyn,  Eart 
^ehnsteUe,  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  U. 
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Price,  R. 
RoUestoD,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir.  G, 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  C. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smyth,  Sir  H, 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Verner,  Col. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Young,  J* 


Lambton,  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lincoln^  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackeniie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F- 
Maclean,  D. 
Maiawaring,  T. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Marton,  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  C, 
Masterman,  J. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Palmer,  G, 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  J. 

Polhill,  F.  TELLERS. 

PolUngton,  Visct.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Pollock,  Sir  F.  Pringle,  A. 

Blank  filled  up  with  "  two  shilliDgs  and 
eleven  pence." 

On  the  question  of  the  duty  on  sheep 
or  lambs*  wool,  be  one  half-penny  per 
pound, 

Mr.  C.  fVood  spoke  as  follows  :*  I  now 
rise,  Sir,  to  make  the  motion  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  and  to  propose  to  the 
committee,  that  the  duty  on  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  wool  into  this  country  shall 
be  reduced  to  the  same  amount  as  that 
which  is  to  be  paid  on  the  exportation  of 
British  wool,  namely,  U.  per  cwt.  The 
duty  at  present  pavable  on  the  import  of 
wool,  and  which  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, in  the  tariff  now  before  us,  propose 
to  continue,  is  Id.  per  lb.  on  all  wool,  the 
value  of  which  exceeds  Is.  per  lb.  and  one 
halfpenny  per  lb.  on  all  wool  below  that 
value.  Hon.  Gentlemen  will  at  once  see, 
that  my  proposal  is  similar  in  principle  to 
that  which  we  have  already  been  discuss- 
ing, namely,  a  reduction  of  duty  on  the 
import  of  the  raw  material  of  one  of 
the  great  branches  of  our  manufacture. 
After  the  decision  to  which  the  committee 
has  come,  againt  reducing  the  duty  on  the 
import  of  cotton  wool,  1  do  not  know,  that 
I  should  have  thought  it  necessary  to  trou- 
ble them  with  the  proposal  which  1  am 
about  to  make,  if  1  did  not  feel,  that  there 
were  circumstances  in  the  case  of  the  wool 
trade,  materially  differing  from  those  of  any 
other  of  our  chief  manufactures,  and  which 
form,  in  my  opinion,  a  much  stronger 
ground  for  the  reduction  of  this  duty  than 
can  be  alleged  in  other  cases.  No  one 
can  be  more  convinced  than  I  am  of  the 
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wisdom  of  reducing  the  import  doty  on 
all  articles  which  form  the  raw  materials 
of  our  manufactures.  But  I  will  not  weary 
the  attention  of  the  committee  by  repeat- 
ing, on  the  present  occasion,  any  of  the 
general  arguments  for  that  policy.  The 
necessity  of  pursuing  it  has  been  fully  and 
repeatedly  audmitted  by  the  Government, 
in  the  course  of  these  discussions — I  will 
only  say,  at  present,  that  I  claim  the  ad- 
vantage of  that  general  reasoning  in  sap- 
port  of  ray  proposal :  and  I  must  beg, 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  refuse  me 
the  benefit  of  the  argument,  in  conse* 
quence  of  my  unwillingness  to  trespass 
unnecessarily  upon  their  time,  and  upon 
their  patience.  In  like  manner,  I  will  ab- 
stain from  repeating  any  of  the  arguments 
derived  from  the  present  distressed  state 
of  the  manufacturing  districts,  which  have 
already  been  so  strongly  urged  upon  us 
in  the  eariier  part  of  this  evening.  I  will 
only  call  to  the  recollection  of  hon  Gen- 
tlemen, the  vivid  picture  of  the  destitution 
existing  in  Leeds,  one  of  the  chief  seats  of 
the  clothing  trade,  which  was  drawn  at  the 
opening  of  the  Session,  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
who  seconded  the  address.  I  will  refer  also 
to  the  still  greater  destitution  which  prevails 
in  those  places  which  are  the  seat  of  the 
clothing  trade  in  the  West  of  England. 
Gentlemen  may  remember  that  a  county 
meeting  was  held  in  Wiltshire,  in  the 
course  of  last  autumn,  to  consider  the 
means  of  relieving  the  sUrving  population 
of  those  districts,  and,  if  I  am  not  mis- 
taken, the  attention  of  Pariiament  was 
called  to  the  subject.  I  will  do  no  more 
than  thus  briefly  allude  to  these  circum- 
stances, for  the  purpose  of  shewing  that 
the  manufacturers  of  clothing,  who  con- 
sume in  their  trade  the  wool  which  is  the 
subject  of  my  motion,  are  suffering,  equal- 
ly, at  least,  with  others  in  that  general 
distress  which,  I  grieve  to  say,  prevails  to 
universally  and  so  severely  throughout 
those  Darts  of  the  country  where  our  chief 
manufactures  are  carried  on.  I  do  not 
wish  to  dwell  upon  these  melancholy  cir- 
cumstances which  are  common  to  all,  as  I 
abstain  from  repeating  the  arguments 
which  apply  to  the  importation  of  all  raw 
materials.  I  think  that  I  shall  best  dis- 
charge my  duty  by  confining  myself  to 
those  peculiar  considerations  which  apply 
exclusively  to 'the  clothing  trade,  and 
which  form  the  special  grounds  on  which 
I  ask  the  assent  of  the  committee  to  my 
proposal  for  reducing  the  doty  on   the 
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import  of  sheep^s  wool.  The  first  and 
most  important  circumstance  which  I 
would  press  upon  the  attention  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  is  the  fact,  that  whilst  the  ex- 
ports  of  all  other  manufactures,  (in  what- 
e?er  state  of  distress  they  may  now  be,) 
are  increasing,  the  export  of  cloths  is  gra. 
dually  falling  off.  By  reference  to  the 
official  tables  for  some  years  back  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  quantity  of  cotton  goods, 
of  linen  goods,  of  worsted  goods,  which 
ha?e  been  sent  to  foreign  countries  is 
larger  now  than  in  previous  years,  whilst 
that  of  cloths  is  less.  It  is  not,  therefore, 
with  any  state  of  depression  for  which 
causes  of  a  temporary  nature  may  be 
assigned,  which,  it  may  be  hoped,  will 
pass  away  with  an  improved  state  of  things 
in  this  and  in  foreign  countries,  that  we 
have  to  deal;  it  is  with  a  steady  and 
gradual  decline.  Year  after  year,  for 
many  years  back,  the  exports  of  this  ma- 
nufacture have  been  decreasing.  Year 
after  year,  this  trade,  once  the  staple 
trade  of  England,  which  for  centuries  it 
has  been  the  policy  of  the  Legislature  to 
foster  with  peculiar,  though  often  mis- 
jodging,  care,  is  leaving  our  shores.  Our 
foreign  competitors  are  gradually,  but 
surely,  beating  us  in  foreign  and  neutral 
markets,  and  excluding  as  from  those  of 
which  we  once  had  the  almost  entire  pos- 
session.  In  the  next  place,  there  is  this 
distinction  between  the  import  of  wool 
and  that  of  almost  any  other  raw  material 
which  is  produced  in  this  country  as  well 
as  abroaa :  that  the  British  producer  has 
as  strong  an  interest  in  the  importaUon  of 
the  foreign  article  as  the  manufacturer,  or 
as  the  consumer.  With  regard  to  many 
articles,  the  British  producer  is  more  or 
less  alarmed  thai  the  foreign  produce  may 
interfere  with  his  market,  and  lower  the 
price  of  his  article ;  but  in  the  case  of 
wool,  that  which  is  produced  abroad  is 
indispensably  necessary,  in  order  that 
British  wool  may  be  worked  up  with  ad- 
vantage.  1  am  speaking  now  of  the  finer 
description  of  foreign  wools.  In  propor- 
tion to  the  import  of  such  wools,  is  the 
power  of  usine  British  short  wool  in- 
creased ;  and  if  the  quantity  brought  into 
this  country  is  diminished,  (he  means  of 
using  British  wool  are  diminished  also, 
and  the  price  to  be  obtained  by  the  Bri- 
tish wool  grower  will,  of  course,  be  lower. 
It  is  therefore  a  peculiar  feature  of  this 
trade,  that  tliere  is  no  opposing  interest  on 
the  part  of  the  home  producer;   and  I 


would  particulariy  call  this  fact  to  the 
attention  of  those  Members  who  represent 
the  agricultural  interest,  especially  those 
who  are  connected  with  Sussex  and  the 
southern  counties,  where  short  wool  is 
chiefly  grown.  It  is  fortunate  for  the 
consideration  of  this  subject  that  we  have 
the  benefit  of  much  experience,  and  also 
of  the  searching  inquiry  of  a  committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  which  sat -in  the 
year  1828,  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the 
wool  trade ;  and  by  whom  a  great  deal  of 
valuable  evidence  was  collected.  The 
most  able  witnesses  of  all  descriptions 
were  examined ;  and  we  have  therefore 
upon  this  subject  a  mass  of  information 
such  as  we  possess  upon  hardly  any  other 
branch  of  our  trade.  Before,  however,  I 
proceed  further,  I  must  point  out  to  the 
committee  a  distinction  which  does  not 
appear  in  the  Parliamentary  papers,  and 
of  which  probably  few  gentlemen  are 
aware.  We  speak  of  the  woollen  and 
worsted  manufactures  as  one  trade,  pre- 
cisely as  we  do  of  the  linen  or  the  cotton 
manufactures ;  whereas  in  fact  there  are 
two  branches  in  the  trade,  almost  as  dis- 
tinct from  each  other  as  from  the  cotton 
or  from  the  linen  trade.  These  two 
branches  of  the  woollen  trade  are  carried 
on  in  diflferent  places,  and  employ  a  diffe- 
rent material;  the  exports  of  the  one 
branch  are  increasing,  whilst  those  of  the 
other  are  diminishing.  The  distinction 
between  the  two  consists  in  the  difference 
of  the  material  which  is  used.  In  the 
worsted  or  stuff  trade,  what  is  technically 
called  combing  wool,  or  more  commonly, 
long  wool,  is  used ;  in  the  cloth  trade, 
carding,  or  short  wool.  The  long  wool 
which  is  used  in  the  former  is  exclusively 
grown  in  this  country,  or  in  our  colonial 
possessions ;  the  latter,  or  short  wool,  is 
almost  entirely  the  produce  of  foreign 
countries ;  and  it  is  very  remarkable  that 
the  exports  of  the  manufacture  which 
uses  untaxed  wool,  be  it  British  or  colo- 
nial, are  increasing,  whilst  those  of  the 
manufacture  which  depends  upon  foreign 
wool  paying  the  doty  which  I  seek  to 
reduce,  are  diminishing.  The  only  wool 
therefore  with  which  we  have  to  deal  it 
short  wool,  fit  for  clothing  purposes.  The 
articles  which  are  made  of  this  description 
of  wool,  are  those  contained  in  the  three 
first  columns  of  the  Parliamentary  paper* 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  which  are 

•No. 237.    Session l84^00Qle 


1403 


CMonaA^i--'  {COMMONS}         TUTariff^WooL        1404 


hcadad,  ''dotbt  of  all  •ortt,''  <«  napped 
toalingt,  ddffalfi  4i6«,  iEe.,"  ''iMrtey^. 
aMras."  Into  these  a  ?er]r  taaall  portioti 
of  British  wool  enters.  Indeed  1  may  say 
that  more  than  nine-tenths  of  the  Wool 

Ciduoed  ID  this  countrj  is  now  claraad  as 
g  wool.  Little  or  oo  English  wool  is 
«sed  in  the  manafaotufe  of  cloth^  except 
Such  ponioD  of  each  fleece  as  is  thrown 
oat  in  the  sorting  as  being  too  short  for 
the  purpose  of  eombiog«  I  know  fery 
well  that  1  should  call  down  upon  myself 
the  censors  of  the  Oentlemen  who  are  in« 
ttresCed  in  the  growth  of  wool  in  this 
oouotryi  if  1  featured  to  say  that  British 
wool  had  deteriorated  of  late  years :  and  1 
will  therefore  adopt  the  expression  which 
Was  used  by  some  of  the  agricultural  wit- 
M»es  examined  before  tlM  Lord's  Coo-' 
»it(eo  of  1828,  that  *'  it  has  undergone  a 
tbange  in  its  character.''    A  much  larger 

Cion  of  it  is  now  adapted  for  combing. 
1  Western,  whose  i>obody  will  suspect 
of  being  unfavourable  to  i^Ticttltiire»  and 
who  has  paid  as  muoh  attention  to  it  as 
aay  nuol  in  this  country^  and  espeoially  to 
tho  breeding  of  sheep,  staled  in  bis  evi- 
donoo  in  18^^ 

^Tllat  South  IXmn  fldcfts  hare  beeft  cro$8ed 
with  loagMsoelM  sbesp)  the  tsasofl  is,  titat 
the  wool  ef  tbe  sbeep  wa  enoHed,  thoogb  in^ 
CMior  ID  point  of  ftneness^  has  a  leoger  staple^ 
aod  fetches  a  bigber  price  tbaa  area  the  fioess 
of  the  South  Down  fleeces.  It  becomes  a 
tetaHy  (liferent  description  of  wool.'^ 

Mr.  Tower  also,  a  geatleman  who  haa 
paid  grcwt  attention  to  breeding  sheep,  and 

Shorn  many  of  us  may  remember  as  a 
[ember  of  this  House,  says  :— 

"I  sMI  hate  occasion  shortly  fo  anode  (o 
tbe  sawaotdioary  alMratkm  that  has  taicen 
plaee  in  tbe  growth  of  wool  stnoe  1830,  in  the 
psodaotion  of  so  nuich  nmre  wool  for  combiBg 
purposes.  The  price  of  that  description  of 
wool  has  got  higher  in  proportion  than  any 
l^tt  noxir 

He  was  asked  if  any  depreciation  had 
taken  place  in  the  wool,  and  lie  answers  : 

<'CertaMynet.  I  sboald  say  a  sabstita- 
lion  ef  one  sort  fisr  another  has  taken  place* 
tbe  growth  of  the  long  wool  is  rather  super- 
ssdiog  the  short  woof." 

And  he  further  says,  thai  he  is, — 

^Qeai^  eoatiaoed  thai  this  oeuairy  is 
unable  to  produce  any  considerable  qaanti^ 
ef  the  finest  wool  requisito  for  our  roana* 
iftsiurss.'^ 

The  alteration  in  the  nature  of  wool 
nown  in  lUa^  oowtUyy^  wbicb  ie  described  . 


In  the  above  extrdota  frooa  the  evidenoe  bi 
1838,  bas  been  going  on  to  a  greater 
extent  since  thai  time,  and  portly  froai 
this  cause,  and  psrtly  froai  the  trnprovo^ 
ments  in  machinery,  by  which  the  maoo^ 
faoturers  are  enaUed  to  ooaob  and  osa 
as  long  wool,  a  great  deal  of  wool 
which  was  too  short  in  tbe  staple  to  be  so 
used  with  the  old  OMohnMry,  nearly  Ibo 
whole  of  tbe  wool  grown  in  Eoglaod  ia 
now  used  in  tbe  worsted  and  suifl^  trado 
as  combing  wool.  Indeed  tbe  produce  of 
loog  wool  in  this  country  is  so  large  thai 
not  only  does  it  supply  all  our  own  maii#* 
factures,  but  a  very  considerable  quantity 
is  exported  annually,  and  to  show  not  only 
how  little  the  British  wooUgrowor  bas  to 
fear  from  foreign  oompetitioil,  but  also  tb« 
advantage  which  he  has  derived  from  tbo 
repeal  of  the  heavy  duty  on  the  export  of 
wool  in  1828, 1  will  state  the  qoantitieeof 
British  wool  exported  ia  several  years.  Iw 
1827,  the  year  before  tbe  duty  was  uken 
off,  tbe  quantity  exported  was  %7%t652\h$4 } 
ia  1828,  1,669,389;  1830,2,951,100} 
1835,  4,642,604;  1840,  4,810^87 1 
and  in  1841  tbe  enormous  quantity  of 
8,471,  2d5.  in  additioa  to  this  tbe  es^ 
port  of  woollen  yam  rose  in  tbe  ^rta  hwt 
fears  above  stated,  from  2^d57,ad6lbs«,  ia 
1835,  to  3,796|664,  id  1840,  atid  to 
4,903,291,  in  184L  These  stateMBte 
ate  conclusive,  I  think,  ai  to  tbo 
feet  that  the  British  wooUgrOwer,  spaidi- 
bg  generally,  baa  notbiof  to  foar  fro» 
tbe  introduoiion  of  fereigQ  wool.  Tbo 
wool  which  we  import  is  io  truth  of  m 
totally  dtffisrent  description,  and  no  oooh 
petition  or  rivalry  exists  betweeo  thesis 
The  British  producer  enjoys  tbe  advaoiago 
of  the  free  export  of  bis  produce,  wbieli 
is  sent  abroad  io  considefablo  quaotitiee, 
and  fomishes  to  those  oodthleBtal  booaea 
who  manufacture  artiolea  mwde  of  loog 
wool,  tbe  means  of  oompoting  with  owr 
ewo  manufectOrers  of  similar  goede#  Ifl 
no  way  whatever  can  those  who  grow  loog 
wool  be  affected  by  the  importation  of  short 
wool,  which  forms  the  material  of  a  toCdIy 
different  manufacture.  I  have  dwelt  cm 
this  point  more  at  length  perhapa  than  i 
should  have  done,  but  I  know  bow  seasi- 
tive  some  Oentleomn  ate  to  overythtog 
which  may  be  supposed  tO  dfect  tbe 
agricultural  interest  even  in  the  remoteas 
degree,  and  I  was  mora  than  uaually 
anxious,  therefoio,  to  remove  even  tbo 
shadow  of  an  apprebensiow  fioai  tbeis 
miads.    IiistheQ,gff|if|,i|ooloalyi.mi* 
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thai  mj  motion  ean  poatibly  affaci ;  and 
I  propoio  to  ahow  that  evan  the  pro- 
dttccra  of  the  tery  amall  quantity  of  short 
wool  now  grown  in  this  country  derive 
the  moat  evident  benefit  from  the  intro- 
duction of  fbreign  wool.  For  this  pur- 
pose I  must  refer  shortly  to  the  history 
of  the  wool  trade  for  some  years  back, 
which  is  full  of  instruction  on  this  point. 
I  will  only  remind  the  committee  that 
the  arguments  used  against  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  higher  duty,  or  for  reducing 
that  dutv  when  imposed,  are  precisely 
applicable,  mutatis  mutandis^  to  the 
proposal  which  I  am  about  to  make 
for  reducing  the  present  rate  of  duty. 
Before  1818,  the  duty  on  the  importation 
of  foreign  wool  was  IcL  per  lb.  In  that 
year  it  was  raised  to  6d.  per  lb.,  and  I  be- 
lieve, that  a  more  unwise  and  impolitic  tax 
never  was  imposed.  In  every  possible 
way,  the  effiecu  were  most  prejudicial  to 
this  country,  to  the  consumer,  to  the  ma- 
nufacturer of  cloth,  and  to  the  producer 
of  British  wool.  The  exporU  fell  off,  the 
price  of  British  wool  fell,  and  tha  only 
partiaa  who  were  gainers  by  it  were  oar 
rivals,  the  foreign  manufactoma.  The 
declared  ^oa  of  the  woollen  gooda  ex- 
ported  fcU  off,  aafoUowa  :*- 


laid 

1821 


ShflKtWod. 


£: 
5,839,000 
4,801,000 
3,748|000 


Woolmiud. 


£• 
614,800 
391,000 
838,000 


tengWooL 


£. 
3,603,000 
3,146,000 
3;i08,000 


The  committee  will  observe,  that  in  the 
apaea  of  two  yeaia,  the  value  of  the  ex- 
ported gooda»  into  the  maaufactnre  of 
which  the  abort  wool  enleied,  on  which 
the  heavy  duty  waa  laid,  diminished,  of 
the  firai  description  more  than  two^fifUia, 
•ad  of  the  second  about  one-half :  whilst 
of  the  laal  deaetipUoii  of  gooda  whioh  were 
aMde  of  English  wool,  the  diminution  waa 
bat  trifling.  The  evidence  given  in  1 8211, 
an  to  the  effect  on  the  pike  of  British 
wool,  both  of  the  impositioa  and  the 
lepaal  of  the  64.  duty,  ia  eqoally  suik- 
ing.  1  iMve  taken  tha  evidenccj  not  of 
the  gffowera  of  the  wool,  or  of  the  maun- 
iaetnreia  who  use  the  wool,  but  of  wooU 
biokara,  who,  with  tha  best  meMM  of  in- 
fismaiiaD,  have  no  utersat  to  warp  thau 
opiMB  aitbcr  way  ;  and  I  have  taken  the 
ef  fim  paraone  fro»  diffesent 


parts  of  the  country  to  avoid  all  possibility 
of  partiality.  First,  as  to  the  imposition  of 
the  6d.  duty.  Mr.  Sutcliffe,  a  woolstapler, 
at  Huddersfleld,  in  Yorkshire,  says  :— 

<*  The  tax  upon  foreign  wool  lowered  the 
price  of  English  wool.  It  did  not  foree  into 
use  the  low  wools  of  Eaglaed.'' 

Mr.  Cunningham,  a  woolstapler  in  Wilt- 
shire says  :— 

''When  the  duty  was  put  on  in  1819,  the 
English  market  immediately  fell." 

Mr.  Fison,  a  wool  dealer  at  Thetford, 
says  :— 

<'  In  conversing  with  Mr.  Coke  previous  to 

that  time,  I  told  him  my  opinion  was,  that  a 
tax  laid  upon  wool  imported  would  have  a 
tendency  to  diminish  the  price  rather  than  to 
advance  it,  and  the  result  has  proved  that  I 
was  correct** 

As  to  taking  off  the  doty,  Mr.  Hughes, 
a  wool-broker  in  London,  says  :-« 

^  It  was  eatraordinary,  that  when  the  duty 
was  taken  o£f,  wool  rose  in  price.'' 

And  Mr.  Sutcliffe  (whose  evidence  baa 
been  given  above),  speaking,  in  1828,  gives 
hie  opinion,  that 

«« The  imposition  of  a  tat  of  6tf.  would  have 
the  effect  of  throwing  more  of  the  South  Down 
wool  ont  of  use.** 

Such  was  the  effect  on  the  grower  of 
British  wooK  It  only  reasaina  to  se^  what 
was  the  effect  on  the  foreign  manuiisciofer* 
Mr.  Sutcliffe  again  tella  ns :-« 

'<  It  (the  Qd.  dnty)  set  the  ibiaignert  on  the 
continent  to  work,  by  their  getting  the  wools 
oheaper  than  we  did.  They  got  a  footing  in 
America;  they  famished  lUstia  on  better 
terms  than  we  could  do;  and  that  doty  on 
wool  in  1819  did  more  for  the  continental 
manufacturers  than  all  their  own  power  could 
have  done  for  them." 

Mr.  Bischoff,  a  merchant  in  London, 
intimately  connected  with  the  cidthing 
distrieU,  and  whose  knowledgw  on  the 
subject  probably  exceeds  that  of  any 
other  person,  states  what  happened  In 


saye. 


that 


daring 

in 


his  own    case.     He 

the  period  when  the  high  duty 

existence, 

^  He  showed  some  Pmsshm  cloth  to  mer- 
chants trading  to  Sooth  America,  and  that 
they  gave  him  large  ordere  which  wei*  exe- 
cuted to  Prussia.  I  sold  in  eight  months  of 
that  year  (1824),  6,000  pieces  of  Prussian 
doth  §9t  South  America  and  the  Bast  Indies. 
The  reduction  of  tfie  wooMai  pot  an  eod  n^ 
that  trede. 

In  1824,  the 


''•&'^(3^^$ft 
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price  of  English  wool  rose,  and  the  exports 
of  woollen  goods  increased.  But  it  ap- 
pearsy  from  other  parts  of  the  evidence, 
with  which  I  will  not  trouble  the  com- 
mittee, that  our  manufacturers  ne?er  re- 
covered possession  of  several  of  the  mar- 
kets which  were  lost  during  the  period 
when  the  scale  was  turned  in  favour  of  the 
foreigner  by  the  existence  of  this  most  im- 
politic impost.  The  price  of  English  wool 
rose,  because  our  manufacturers  could  now 
obtain  a  larger  supply  of  the  foreign  wool, 
without  which  they  could  not  work  up 
into  cloth,  to  advantage,  that  portion  of 
English  wool  which  was  applicable  to  that 
purpose.  But  beyond  this,  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  cloth  which  is  worn  by  all 
classes,  is  made  entirely  of  foreign  wool. 
The  most  unequivocal  testimony  on  both 
these  points  was  given  by  various  witnesses 
in  1828;  and,  it  is  of  so  much  importance, 
that  I  must  trouble  the  committee  with 
some  extracts  from  their  evidence.  Mr. 
Cook  of  Dewsbury,  after  speaking  of  some 
other  matters,  says  :— 

^  In  other  goods  we  use  one-third  or  two- 
thirds  of  British  wool.  We  could  not  use  that 
British  wool  without  the  aid  of  foreign  wool. 
We  should  get  no  orders.'* 

Mr.  Swaine,  a  manufacturer  near  Leeds, 
was  asked, 

^  Would  not  the  consequence  of  that  (the 
exclusion  of  foreign  wool)  be  the  disuse  of 
so  much  British  wool  ?"— Answer.  "  Cer- 
tainly.** 

**  Are  the  committee  to  understand,  that  the 
introduction  of  foreign  wool  into  the  countrv 
enables  a  manufacturer  to  work  up  English 
wool  that  he  could  not  otherwise  employ  f" — 
Answer.  "  Decidedly  so ;  as  regards  the 
markets  referred  to." 

Mr.  Qott,  who  was  one  of  the  largest 
roanufaeturert  of  cloth  in  England,  and  a 
most  intelligent  gentleman,  said — 

**  All  British  wool  that  I  am  acquainted 
with  is  improved  by  the  introduction  of  fo- 
reign wool.'* 

And  further — 

^'  If  any  person  sent  to  me  for  a  cloth  of  7s, 
or  8f.  per  yard,  and  it  was  made  of  English 
wool,  it  would  be  sent  back  to  me ;  and  I  must 
resort  to  foreign,  or  foreign  mixed  with  British, 
to  execute  the  order." 

Mr.  Varley  states,  that^^ 

"  An  admixture  of  foreign  tends  to  increase 
the  consumption  of  English  wool.  That  he 
could  not  find  a  sufficient  sale  for  it  at  home 
or  abroad,  without  mixing  it  with  foreign 
wools." 


He  produced  some  samples  of  cloth 
before  the  committee,  and  he  was  asked, 

*'  If  you  made  this  particular  doth  of  Eng- 
lish wool  three  years  ago,  why  do  you  not 
continue  to  make  it  of  English  wool  now, 
English  wool  being  so  much  cheaper  V — 
Answer.  ''  Our  customers  would  not  buy  it 
of  us." 

**  What  customers  P*  *'  In  London  and 
Leipsic.'' 

Mr.  Ireland  produced  two  samples  of 
cloth  made  of  wool  of  equal  price ;  the 
one  of  foreign,  and  the  other  of  English 
wool.  The  cloth  made  from  the  latter  he 
could  not  sell ''  at  any  price.**  The  former 
he  could  sell  **  as  fast  as  he  could  make 
it  ;'*  and  he  further  stated, 

**  If  we  were  to  attempt  to  make  our  livery 
cloths  of  English  wool,  we  could  not  sell  them 
at  all.  We  are  obliged  to  make  an  article  we 
can  sell.*' 

Mr.  Shepherd  stated,  that 

**  A  moderate  admixture  of  foreign  wool  is 
the  best  means  by  which  we  can  relieve  the 
short  wool  grower ;  for,  by  the  introduction  of 
an  admixture  of  a  moderate  portion  of  foreign 
wools  with  South  Down  wools,  we  make  a 
veiy  excellent  cloth,  and  one  that  I  think  will 
assist  very  materially  in  running  off  the  South 
Down  wools." 

Such  was  the  evMeiice  given  in  1 828, 
and  from  the  best  inquiries  which  I  have 
been  able  to  make  amongst  the  manufac- 
turers and  dealers  in  cloth,  it  affords  no 
unfaithful  representation  of  what  is  the 
state  of  things  at  present.  There  is,  how- 
ever, this  difference  since  that  dme,  that 
whilst  the  taste  for  the  finer  descriptions 
of  cloth  has  extended  amongst  us,  and  to 
a  great  extent  amongst  even  the  lower 
orders,  a  less  proportion  of  British  wool 
is  applicable  for  the  purpose  of  making 
it.  The  necessity,  therefore,  for  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  wool  is  greater  than  it 
was.  I  confess  that,  till  I  inquired  into  this 
subject,  I  was  not  aware,  that  even  the 
cloth  of  which  the  liveries  of  our  servants 
is  made,  consists  entirely  of  foreign  wool. 
I  find  that  the  only  cloth  now  made  in 
this  country  which  is  altogether  made  of 
British  wool,  is  what  is  called  army  cloth, 
which  is  worth  about  3s.  9d.  per  yard. 
All  cloth  which  is  worth  Ss.  and  upwards 
per  yard,  is  made  entirely  of  foreign  wool : 
and  the  small  quantity  which  is  worth 
between  ds.  9d,  and  5s.  per  yard,  is  made 
of  an  admixture  of  foreign  and  British 
wool.  I  think,  Sir,  that  I  have  now  de- 
monstrated that  even  the  prodoeer  of 
short  wool  in  England  has  the  raottdirict 
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interest  in  the  importatioo  of  foreign  wool« 
but  I  believe,  that,  in  truth,  the  quantity  of 
British  wool  used  in  making  cloth  1880  smally 
that  we  may  consider  the  manufacture  of 
cloth  as  one  which  is  altogether  dependent 
on  the  importation  of  foreign  wool  for  the 
8upply  of  its  raw  material.  We  have  then 
this  strong  contrast,  that  whilst  the  ex- 
ports of  the  manufacture  which  depends 
only  on  British  and  colonial  wool,  are  in- 
creasing, the  exports  of  the  manufacture 
which  depends  on  the  import  of  foreign 
wool  are  diminishing;  and  it  is  in  the 
competition  with  the  foreign  manufacturer 
using  the  same  wool,  but  without  having 
the  same  duty  to  pay,  that  we  are  beaten. 
In  order  that  the  committee  may  be  aware 
to  what  an  extent  the  diminution  of  this 
trade  has  gone,  I  will  proceed  in  the  first 
place  to  shew  the  falling^oflf  of  the  exports, 
and  in  doing  so  I  will  not  trouble  the 
committee  with  the  amounts  of  a  number 
of  less  important  articles.  I  will  only 
take  two  or  three  of  the  principal  articles 
in  the  Parliamentary  Paper  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand.  The  result  would  be  the 
same,  if  I  included  the  others,  but  the 
statement  of  figures  would  not  be  so 
simple.  I  am  about  to  state  the  quan- 
tities of  the  principal  articles  of  the  woollen 
manufacture  exported  in  various  years, 
and  I  take  the  main  article  of  each  branch, 
first,  "cloths  of  all  sorts;''  and  next, 
"  woollen  and  worsted  stuffs ;"  and  I  have 
added  for  the  sake  of  illustrating  my  argu- 
ment, another  article  in  which  a  portion  of 
cotton  is  introduced.  The  introduction  of 
cotton  makes,  upon  the  whole,  a  cheaper 
description  of  goods,  and  the  increase  of 
the  exports  of  this  article  is  a  most  con- 
vincing proof  of  the  effect  of  cheapness  in 
extending  consumption.  1  begin  with  the 
year  1821,  but  I  must  observe  that  it  is  a 
very  unfavourable  year  to  take  for  my 
argument,  because  the  high  duty  on  the 
import  of  wool  was  in  existence  in  that 
year.  The  case  would  have  been  stronger 
if  I  had  taken  a  year  before  1818;  but 
upon  the  whole  I  preferred  taking  de- 
cennary periods.  The  statement  is  taken 
from  the  returns  before  Parliament.  The 
exportation  of  cloths  of  all  sorts  was : — 
In  1821, 375,464  pieces ;  in  1831  436,143 
ditto. ;  in  1841,  213,125  ditto.  The  ex- 
port of  woollen  and  worsted  stuffs  was : — 
In  1821,  1,078,428  pieces;  in  1831, 
1,800,714  ditto;  in  1841,  2,007,366 
ditto.  That  of  woollen  mixed  with  cotton 
—In  1821,  627,800  yards;  in  1831, 
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1,000,004  ditto;  in  1841,  5,015,087 
ditto.  Nothing  can  be  more  striking  than 
the  great  falling-off  in  the  first  article, 
made  of  foreign  wool ;  while  the  export  of 
stuffs  made  of  British  and  colonial  wool 
has  been  doubled ;  and  that  of  the  last 
article  has  increased  to  a  most  extra- 
ordinary extent.  The  declared  value  of 
all  the  woollen  and  worsted  goods  ex- 
ported in  the  same  years,  was  as  follows  : 
In  1821,6,402,866/.;  in  1831,5,232,013/; 
in  1841, 5,748,673/.  This  diminution  may 
probably  be,  in  part,  accounted  for,  by  the 
diminished  value  of  the  raw  material  of 
the  manufacture;  but  at  any  rate  inas- 
much as  the  exports  of  all  other  woollen 
goods  are  increasing,  it  shews  too  clearly 
the  falling-off  in  the  value  of  the  export  of 
cloths.  This  falling-off  is  however  much 
more  striking  when  it  is  compared  with  the 
export  of  our  manufactures  of  other  goods ; 
whether  the  raw  material  of  which  they 
are  made,  be  of  home  growth^  or  imported 
from  abroad.  In  order  to  shew  this  to 
the  committee,  I  have  drawn  up  a  state* 
mentof  the  exports  of  different  goods  for 
the  years  1833  and  1840.  I  have  taken 
these  periods  because  by  doing  so  I  am 
enabled  to  include  in  the  comparative 
statement  the  exports  of  woollen  goods 
from  France,  and  also  from  Prussia  in 
those  years.  A  paper  has  recently  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  pre- 
pared at  the  Board  of  Trade,  by  Mr. 
Macgregor,  one  of  the  secretaries  of  the 
Board,  containing  the  French  tariff,  and 
various  information  relative  to  the  trade 
and  exports  from  that  country.  Amongst 
the  statements  is  one  of  the  exports  of 
woollen  goods  from  France  to  various 
countries  in  the  two  years  1833  and 
1840.  Mr.  Bischoff,  to  whom  I  have  al- 
ready referred  as  one  of  the  highest  au- 
thorities upon  everything  connected  with 
the  wool  trade,  has  published  a  statement 
from  official  sources,  of  the  export  of 
woollen  goods  from  Prussia  for  the  same 
years.  I  have  availed  myself  of  this  in- 
formation, and  have  taken,  except  in  two 
instances,  the  same  years  for  the  state- 
ment as  to  English  goods.  The  exporta- 
tion of  cloths  of  all  sorts  from  this  coun- 
try was— In  1833,  597,189  pieces;  in 
1840,  215,747  ditto.  Of  woollen  and 
worsted  stuffs  — In  1833,  1,690,559 
pieces;  in  1840,  1,718,617  ditto.  Of 
woollen  and  worsted  yarn — In  1833, 
2,107,478  lbs.,  and  in  1840,  3,796,644 
lbs.  I  am  not  able  to  state  the 
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The  value  of  the  wodleD  goods  etported 
rrom  France  was— In  1833,  36,633.000 
francs,  and  in  1840,  61,034,000  ditto. 
It  is  true  that  these  statements  inclnde 
woollen  goods  of  all  descriptions,  hut  by 
far  the  greater  portion  consists  of  cloths. 
But,  Sir,  if  there  can  reanain  a  donbt  upon 
any  man's  mind,  as  to  the  falliog-off  of 
our  exports  of  woollen  goods,  and  that  the 
cause  of  it  is  chiefly  to  be  attributed  to  the 
competition  of  the  foreign  manufactnrer, 
I  think  the  statement  which  I  am  about  to 
make  will  dispel  it.  In  Mr.  BischoflTs 
paper,  from  which  I  have  quoted  liefore, 
he  selects  certain  countries,  of  the  mar« 
kets  in  which  we  in  former  years  had 
nearly  the  exclusive  possession.  I  think 
that  nobody  will  question  this  when  I 
name  them.  He  has  given  the  value  of 
the  woollen  goods  exported  from  Prance 
to  those  countries  in  the  years  1833  and 
1840,  extracted  from  the  Parliamentary 
paper  of  the  French  tariff.  I  have  taken 
the  same  countries,  and  stated  thequanitt 
of  doth,  that  of  woollen  and  worsted  stuft 
and  the  declared  valueof  all  thewooUen  and 
worsted  goods  exported  tothose  eonntrieain 
the  years  1833  and  1840,  together  with 
the  value  of  the  French  woollen  goods 
exported  to  the  same  countries  in  the  saaM 
years.    The  statement  ia  as  follows  c — 


cotton  and  linen  goods  exported  in  1640, 
inasmuch  as  Mr.  Porter's  tables  are  not 
published  beyond  1839;  and  1  have 
therefore  taken  that  year  as  being  the  last 
which  1  could  quote.  The  exportation  of 
cotton  goods,  yarn,  &c.  was-— In  1833, 
18,486,000^  declared  value,  and  in  1839, 
24,650«000/.  ditto.  Of  linen  goods— 
In  1833,  63.232,509  yards,  in  1839, 
85,256,542  ditto.  Of  linen  yam— In  1833 
935,682  lbs.,  and  in  1839,  16,314,615 
lbs.  Hon.  Gentlemen  will  observe  that 
whilst  the  export  of  linen  yarn  has  in- 
creased so  enormously — of  linen  goods 
more  than  one-third,  of  cotton  goods, 
nearly  one*third,  of  woollen  and  worsted 
yarn,  between  one-third  and  one-half,  and 
that  of  woollen  stuffs  to  some  small  extent 
—the  exports  of  cloths  has  diminished 
almost  in  the  proportion  of  three  to  one. 
The  prospect  is  indeed  most  appalling 
for  the  very  existence  of  the  trade,  but  it 
becomes  still  more  so  when  we  turn  to  the 
exports  of  foreign  countries,  which  have 
been  increasing  to  a  very  great  extent, 
whilst  that  of  our  cloths  has  been  thns 
falling-off,  and  that  of  our  stuffs  but 
slightly  improving.  The  export  of  wool- 
len goods  from  Prussia  was,  according  to 
Mr.  Bischoff's  statement,  —  In  1833, 
46,395  centners.  In  1840,  62,773  ditto. 

Exports  of  Cloths  of  all  iSbrfs,— o/  Woclien  and  Worsted  iSfnjfs,— oiul  Declared 
Value  of  all  WooUen  und  Worsted  Goods  Exported  to  tke  undermentioned  Countries 
in  the  Years  1833  and  1840;  also  the  Value  of  the  Woollen  Goods  Exported 
from  France  to  the  sa$ne  Countries  in  those  years. 


Countries  to  whidi  Ezportad. 

CloOiforanSorta. 

WooUen  and  Wonted 
atuA. 

■Bdimaledfloodk 

1833. 

1840. 

1833. 

1840. 

1833. 

1840. 

PieoH. 

Pieces. 

Pieoes. 

Pleosi. 

£. 

£. 

United  States 

Spain  and  Canaries 

Italy      .... 

Russia 

Brasil    .... 

Mexico  and  South  Ame- 

271,503 

2,987 

12,483 

4,891 

24,190 

44,235 

452 

1,805 

1,276 

15,334 

511,701 
49,903 
90,337 
28,309 
50,T70 

272,865 
34,679 

125,954 
55,808 
74,091 

2,265,407 

111,969 

220,512 

93,072 

274,568 

1,069,721 

82,679 

222,554 

126,919 

307,9W 

rican  States 

36,934 

41,417 

37^325 

81,078 

38M16 

1^41.929 

352,988 

104,519 

760,245 

604,475 

3,048,043 

2,153,132 

Value  of  woollen  goods  exp< 

med  from 

France  to  t 

the  sane  co 

untries  £. 

554,040 

1,064,980 

The  comparison  in  this  statement  be- 
tween the  value  of  the  exports  from  Eng- 
land and  France,  embraces,  in  both  cases, 
all  the  woollen  goods  of  every  descrip- 
tion ;  and  the  committee  will  see  that  the 


French  have  increased  from  half  a  million 
to  a  millioa,  whilst  the  English  have 
diminished  from  three  millions  to  two,  in 
round  nnmbers.  Can  there  be  a  asore 
convincing  proof ^tha^^tgw^  maanlactiifOT 
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caonot  maiDtain  their  ground  against 
for^ijj;n  competition?  The  chief  diminu- 
tion la  in  the  export  of  cloths,  which  have 
fallen  ofT  from  350,000  to  100,000  pieces ; 
and  this  manufacture  is,  as  I  have  before 
stated,  the  one  which  is  altogether  depen- 
dcn|  on  the  foreign  wool  on  which  the 
duty  is  payable,  ft  is  evident  that  some 
cause  is  in  operation  which  is  gradually 
tapping  the  foundations  on  which  our 
trade  rests,  and  that  unless  we  can  take 
some  measures  to  arrest  the  progress  of 
this  decay,  we  must  be  prepared  to  wit- 
ness, at  no  distant  period,  the  destruction 
of  ihe  export  trade  in  cloths.  I  know  not 
to  what  cause,  except  to  the  cheapness  of 
the  raw  material  to  the  foreign  manufac- 
turer, we  can  attribute  the  success  which 
attends  his  competition  with  this  country. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  we  had  the 
trade  once,  and  that  the  foreigners  are 
now  depriving  us  of  it.  We  have  the 
advantage  of  capital;  we  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  akill ;  I  am  inclined  to  believe, 
that  we  have  the  advantage  in  cheapness 
of  effective  labour.  In  one  thing  only 
have  they  the  advantage,  and  that  is  in 
the  greater  cheapness  of  the  raw  material. 
I  saw  only  the  other  day,  some  specimens 
of  foreign  cloth,  compared  by  experienced 
cloth  merchaniSy  with  some  specimens  of 
aimilar  British  cloth,  produced  by  the 
manufacturer,  and  the  result  was,  that  the 
finish  and  appearance  of  the  Eogliih  cloth 
was  the  Goeat;  but  the  material  of  the 
foreign  cloth  was  superior  to  ours.  In 
these  circumstances  the  event  cannot  be 
doMblful,  they  may  attain  our  skill ;  and 
we  ought  not  to  refuse  to  our  manufac- 
turers the  advantage  of  the  cheapness  of 
the  material.  The  export  dutv  on  wool 
from  the  Prussian  league  is  about  three 
farthings  per  lb.,  and  the  main  part  of  the 
fine  wool  which  we  import  comes  from 
Germany.  Large  clothing  establishments 
have  been  established  near  Aix-la-Cha- 
pelle,  in  the  Prussian  dominions :  and 
the  manufacturers  there  have  no  duty 
whatever  to  pay  on  their  material.  There 
are  also  extensive  manufactories  in  Bel- 
giom,  at  Verviers,and  elsewhere :  they  have 
of  ^ourae  the  export  duty  from  Prussia  to 

6iy,  bmt  there  is  no  duty  on  the  import  into 
elgi^m.  In  France  there  is  a  duty  on 
the  import  of  wool,  but  it  is  more  than 
counter- balanced  by  a  large  bounty  on  the 
exportation  of  woollen  goods.  In  this 
country  the  manufacturers  fa^ve  of  course 
)he  PfuasUtn  .txpoit  duty  to  pay ;  and  in 


addition  the  duty  of  Id.  per  lb.  on  the 
importation  into  this  country.  This  ne- 
cessarily  gives  a  material  advantage  to 
the  foreign  manufacturer,  against  which 
it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  those  of  this 
country  can  mamtain  their  ground.  I 
have  no  fear  of  the  result  if  we  place  them 
on  equal  terms.  The  only  difference 
against  this  country  is  the  import  duty  of 
Id,  per  lb.,  and  this  it  is  which  I  ear- 
nestly press  upon  the  committee  to  re- 
duce. I  am  aware,  that  it  may  be  urged 
against  me,  that  the  duty  cannot  be  any 
serious  obstacle  to  the  importation  of 
wool,  since  the  quantity  imported  has  in- 
creased very  considerably  cluring  the  ex- 
istence of  the  duty.  It  will  be  found, 
however,  on  reference- to  the  returns,  that 
the  increase  is  in  the  lower  description  of 
wool,  or  in  colonial  wool.  The  importa- 
tion of  the  higher-priced  wool  has  actually 
fallen  off,  and  it  is  with  the  finer  wool 
that  I  am  now  dealing.  The  quantity  of 
wool  which  pays  the  duty  of  Id.  per 
lb;  entered  for  home  consumption  in  dif- 
ferent years,  is  as  follows :— in  1831, 
26.655,551  lbs. ;  in  1835,26.877,780  lbs. ; 
but  in  1841,  22,051,796  lbs.,  whilst  the 
quantity  of  wool  paying  the  duty  of  a 
halfpenny  per  lb.  rose  from  1,017,403  lbs. 
in  1831,  to  10,198,526  lbs.,  in  1835,  and 
to  14,495,002  lbs.,  in  1841,  and  the 
quantity  of  wool  from  our  colonial  pos- 
sessions, which  pays  no  dutv,  was,  in  1831, 
2.397,362  lbs.;  in  1835,4,635,811  lbs.; 
and  in  1841,  16,310,916  lbs.  From  the 
same  returns  we  have  the  quantities  of 
German  wool,  and  for  the  last  fifteen  years 
they  have  been  gradually  falling  off.  The 
quantity  of  German  wool  entered  forborne 
consumption  is  as  follows  : — In  1825, 
28,799,661  lbs. ;  in  1830,26,073.882 
lbs.;  in  1835,  23.798.186  lbs.;  in  1840, 
21,812,099  lbs.;  and  in  1841,.  only 
20,958,775  lbs.  I  think  no  further  proof  is 
necessary  to  dispose  of  theargumentagainst 
my  proposal.derived  from  the  increased  im- 
port of  wool.  I  trust  that  I  need  say  nothing 
more  to  prove  that  the  English  wool-grower 
will  not  be  injured  by  an  increased  import- 
ation of  foreign  wool.  His  own  produce, 
the  long  wool,  is  exported  in  large  and  in- 
creasing quantities;  and  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  a  much  larger  importation 
of  clothing  wool  from  abroad  is  rendered 
necessary,  by  the  circumstance  that  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  British  wool  that 
was  formerly  applicable  for  this  purpose  is 
now  converted  to  the  purposes  of  the  long* 
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wool  maoufacture.  The  foreign  wool  is, 
10  truth,  needed  in  order  that  we  may  ma- 
nufacture cloth  at  all.  I  come  now  to  the 
amount  of  duty  which  I  propose :  it  is  the 
same  as  that  on  the  exportation  of  British 
wool,  namely  1^.  per  cwt,  and  I 
have  adopted  this  amount,  because  from 
the  date  of  the  earliest  communications 
which  took  place  on  the  subject  of  the 
wool  duties  :  the  principle  which  has  been 
uniformly  held  by  the  Government  has 
been,  that  the  rate  of  duty  on  the  import 
and  export  should  be  the  same.  Gentle- 
men, who  are  conversant  with  what  passed 
in  1821,  will  remember  that  the  ofTe 
which  Lord  Liverpool  made  to  the  depu- 
tation, who  waited  upon  him  was,  that  if 
they  would  consent  to  the  repeal  of  the 
high  duty  on  the  export,  he  would  propose 
the  repeal,to  a  similar  extent  of  the  duty  on 
the  import  of  wool.  I  will  quote  as  de- 
cisive evidence  on  this  subject,  part  of  the 
speech  which  was  made  by  the  present 
Lord  Ripon,  when,  as  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  proposed  his  budget  in 
1824.     He  said— 

^  Whenever  the  parties  have  sought  the  ab- 
rogation of  the  law,  they  have  always  been 
told,  *  you  have  no  right  to  object  to  this  duty 
so  long  as  you  require  that  the  produce  of  the 
British  wool-grower  shall  be  confined  to  the 
consumption  of  this  country. '  This  opinion 
we  have  never  concealed,  either  in  Parliament, 
or  from  the  persons  engaged  in  the  trade,  to 
whom  we  have  invariably  said,  *  If  you  will 
consent  to  the  removal  of  the  impolitic  restric- 
tion on  the  exportation  of  British  wool,  we 
will  propose  to  Parliament  the  repeal  of  the 
duty  on  foreign  wool. '  A  part  of  the  plan, 
therefore,  which  I  shall  submit  to  the  House, 
will  be  to  reduce  the  duty  on  the  importation 
of  foreign  wool  from  6d.  a  lb.,  at  which 
it  is  at  present,  to  Id.  a  lb.,  which  it  was 
before  the  year  1819 ;  and  to  allow  the  free 
exportation  of  British  wool  on  the  payment 
of  the  small  duty  of  \d,  also;  and  thus 
to  put  them  on  a  level,  keeping  the  balance 
even  between  the  two.'' 

The  principle  of  equality  between  the 
import  and  the  export  duty,  is  here  most 
clearly  laid  down,  and  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  having  been  carried,  so 
matters  remained  till  1828.  In  that  year, 
great  distress  was  supposed  to  prevail 
amongst  the  growers  of  British  wool :  and 
in  order  to  relieve  them,  the  duty  on  the 
export  of  wool  was  reduced.  At  the  time, 
however,  Mr.  BischofT,  whose  name  I  have 
so  often  mentioned,  and  who  took  a  lead- 
ing part  amongst  the  wool  manufacturers, 
had  an  interview  with  Lord  Bathurst,  then 


the  President  of  the  Council ;  and  urged 
their  claim  to  have  the  duty  on  the  import 
reduced  at  the  same  time.  Lord  Bathurst 
did  not  hesitate  to  admit  the  justice  of  the 
claim.  He  said,  however,  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  then  make  the  reduc- 
tion on  the  import :  that  they  reduced  the 
duty  on  the  export  as  a  boon  to  the  wool- 
growers  in  their  distress ;  but  that  they 
must  postpone  carrying  out  the  recognised 
principle  of  equality  till  a  more  favourable 
opportunity.  I  trust.  Sir,  that  this  oppor- 
tunity has  now  arrived.  I  trust,  that  a 
Government  in  which  the  Nobleman  who 
laid  down  the  principle  in  1824,  presides 
over  the  department  charged  with  the  care 
of  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country, 
will  now  carry  that  principle  into  practice. 
I  know,  that  the  manufacturers  have  al- 
ways considered  the  expectations  thea 
held  out  to  them,  in  the  light  almost  of  an 
express  engagement ;  one  part  of  which 
has  been  fulfilled  to  the  manifest  ad  van. 
tage  of  the  parties  interested  in  the  export 
of  wool,  but  the  fulfilment  of  the  other 
part  of  which  has  been  unfairly  withheld 
from  them.  I  will  not  argue  the  question 
on  this  ground,  but  I  do  call  upon  the 
Government,  remembering  the  principles 
which  have  been  avowed  on  this  subject^ 
and  the  reasonable  expectations  created  in 
the  minds  of  the  manufacturers,  not  to 
withhold  from  them  in  their  distress,  that 
boon  which  was  conceded  to  the  agricul- 
turists in  1828.  I  call  upon  them  to  mete 
out  equal  measure  to  both  parties,  and 
sure  I  am,  that  the  circumstances  of  those, 
in  whose  favour  I  am  pleading,  are  such  as 
to  form  the  most  unanswerable  claim  upon 
our  consideration.  Sir,  I  have  hitherto 
spoken  almost  entirely  as  to  the  importa- 
tion of  the  higher  qualities  of  wools ;  but 
the  grounds  for  reducing  the  duty  on  the 
low  priced  wools,  though  of  a  different  de- 
scription, are  equally  strong.  It  is  true, 
that  the  importation  of  this  kind  of  wool 
has  increased  very  considerably  ;  but  the 
rate  of  duty  is  out  of  all  proportion  to  the 
value  of  the  article,  and  presses  upon  it 
most  unfairly.  The  duty  is  Jd  per  lb., 
but  in  many  cases  it  operates  so  as  to 
amount  to  a  charge  of  1  Id.  per  lb.  Great 
part  of  this  coarser  wool  is  brought  from 
countries  in  a  very  low  state  of  improve- 
ment;  where  the  ordinary  processes  of 
cleaning  the  wool  are  utterly  unknown. 
The  wool,  therefore,  comes  to  ihjiB  country 
mixed  with  dirt  and  other  foreign  matter 
to  such  an  extent,  ^^^|  Jj^^weight  of  the 


1417 


Customs  Acts-- 


{JuwB  8}  The  Tariff— WooL 


article  in  the  state  id  which  it  arrives,  is 
often  reduced  to  lib.  before  it  under, 
goes  the  first  process  of  manufacture. 
This  duty,  therefore,  becomes  most  enor- 
mous OD  the  raw  material  actually  used. 
Even  if  this  be  not  the  case,  the  duty  far 
exceeds  the  rate  which  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  proposed  for  the  limit  on  the 
raw  material  of  any  of  our  manufactures. 
That  limit  was  to  be  5  per  cent. ;  but  I 
bold  in  my  hand  a  letter  containing  the 
particulars  of  a  quantity  of  wool  recently 
imported,  in  which  the  ^d.  duty  amounted 
to  1 3  per  cent.,  and  if  taken  on  the  price 
of  the  wool  when  shipped,  to  18  per  cent. 
In  consistency,  therefore,  with  the  avowed 
principle  of  the  tariff,  this  duty  ought  to 
be  reduced.  I  know  not,  that  I  can  add 
any  thing  to  the  simple  statement  of  facts 
which  I  have  laid  before  the  committee ; 
but  before  I  sit  down  I  must  briefly  notice 
one  argument  which  I  have  heard  urged 
against  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  the 
importation  of  German  wool,  which  is, 
that  if  we  reduce  our  import  duty,  the 
Germans  may  raise  their  export  duty  by 
precisely  the  same  amount ;  so  that  our 
manufacturers  will  not  be  in  any  way  be- 
nefitted by  the  reduction.  I  canot  believe, 
that  this  argument  will  be  seriously  urged 
by  any  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. It  is,  of  course,  true,  that  the  Prus- 
sians may  raise  their  export  duty,  and  they 
may  do  so,  whether  we  reduce  our  import 
duty  or  not;  but  the  Prussian  or  Saxon 
farmer  has  the  same  interest  in  exporting 
bis  wool,  that  we  have  in  importing  it ; 
the  export  duty  on  their  wool  has  indeed 
lately  been  reduced  ;  and  I  do  not  believe, 
that  there  is  any  ground  whatever  for  ap- 
prehending, that  they  have  any  disposition 
to  raise  it.  But  the  argument,  such  as  it 
is,  most  be  equally  good  against  the  re- 
duction of  any  import  duty  whatever. 
Indeed  I  have  heard  it  urged  against  re- 
ducing the  duty  on  foreign  corn.  In  that 
case,  however,  and  in  many  others,  the 
Government  have  wisely  neglected  so  ab- 
surd an  apprehension ;  and  I  do  not  anti- 
cipate, that  it  will  be  seriously  urged  even 
as  an  argument  in  the  present  case.  The 
last  and  great  objection  which  will  be  used 
against  me,  is,  of  course,  the  state  of 
the  revenue ;  as  it  was  in  the  case  of 
the  duty  on  cotton  wool.  I  must  ob- 
serve,  however,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
amount  of  revenue  in  question  in  the 
two  cases  is  very  different.  The  revenue 
railed   by   the  duty   on   cotton   wool, 
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amounts  to  upwards  of  600,000/.,  which 
it  was  proposed  totally  to  repeal ;  whilst 
the  loss  by  my  proposal  would  not  exceed 
100,000/.  The  weight,  however,  of  the 
argument  derived  from  the  state  of  the 
revenue  is  entirely  destroyed  by  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Government  propose  to 
dispose  of  the  surplus  revenue  to  be  de- 
rived from  the  Income-tax.  The  more  I 
consider  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
applied  that  surplus,  the  more  injudicious 
I  think  their  selection  of  the  articles  on 
which  they  have  made  the  great  sacrifice 
of  revenue.  I  do  not  mean  to  undervalue 
the  advantage  of  cheap  timber;  but  I  am 
convinced  that  other  duties  might  have 
been  reduced  with  much  more  advantage 
to  the  country.  I  believe  that  the  neces- 
sity for  the  reduction  which  I  am  advocat- 
ing to  be  far  greater  than  any  benefit  to 
be  derived  from  the  same  amount  of  re- 
duction on  timber.  I  entertain  the  same 
opinion  as  to  the  duty  on  many  articles  of 
consumption,  which  are  untouched  in  the 
tariff.  I  will  not,  however,  pursue  this  argu- 
ment further,  as  it  has  already  been  urged 
on  the  committee  on  former  occasions. 
I  will  only  say,  that  when  I  look  at  the 
amount  of  loss  which  the  adoption  of  my 
proposal  would  entail,  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  Government  deals  with  other 
articles,  I  do  not  think  that  any  consider- 
ation of  this  kind  should  interfere  with  the 
reduction  of  duty  on  the  import  of  wool : 
that  redaction  is  called  for  both  in  policy 
and  in  justice.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the 
old  staple  trade  of  England  -,  and  I  sin- 
cerely hope,  that  the  committee  will  agree 
with  me  in  that  opinion.  I  move.  Sir,  that 
the  duty  henceforward  payable  on  the  im- 
portation of  all  foreign  sheep  and  lambs' 
wool  be  reduced  Is.  per  cwt. 

Mr.  Beckett  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  having  referred  to  that 
part  of  the  country  with  which  he  was 
connected,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  that  he 
felt  it  his  painful  duty  to  state,  that  as  yet 
there  had  been  no  improvement  in  the 
cloth  markets.  The  documenU  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  elucidated  the  state 
of  trade  up  to  January  last,  but  events 
had  occurred  since  that  time  which  corro- 
borated the  statements  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  showed  that  there  was  no  prospect 
of  a  revival  of  trade.  To  illustrate  now 
trade  had  suffered  he  would  just  mention 
one  instance.  The  North  American  Fur 
Company  bad  for  a  number  of  years  an^ 
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Dually  8ent  orders  to  Gott  and  Company, 
of  Leeds,  for  goods  to  the  amount  of 
10,000/.;  this  year,  however,  that  order 
had  been  given  to  the  French.  The  effect 
of  this  one  instance  would  be  to  transfer 
2,500/.  to  a  foreign  country — a  sura  which 
had  hitherto  been  laid  out  in  wages  in 
Yorkshire,  and  which  was  equal  to  six 
weeks*  poor  rales.  There  was  no  interest 
in  the  country  which  would  not  benefit 
from  a. relaxation  of  the  duty.  He  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
consider  that  the  tax  derived  from  restric- 
tions on  labour  was  very  different  from 
that  which  was  derived  from  the  free  em- 
ployment of  the  people.  Looking,  there- 
fore, to  the  interest  of  all  parties,  he  felt 
he  could  conscientiously  advocate  this 
relaxation,  and  support  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Halifax.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  was  not  in  the  House, 
because,  had  he  been  present,  he  would 
have  appealed  to  him  to  grant  this  relax- 
ation to  the  woollen  trade.  When  he 
considered  how  much  higher  the  duty  on 
wool  was  compared  to  the  duly  on  cotton, 
he  thought  that  he  was  fairly  entitled  to 
ask  the  Government  to  consent  to  the 
reduction  proposed. 

Mr.  Gladstone  acknowledged  the  im- 
portance of  the  woollen  manufacture,  and 
could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
whole  question  had  received  the  best  and 
most  matured  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. But,  considering  the  state  of  the 
revenue,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  up  the  sum  which  would  be 
sacrificed  by  the  proposed  reduction  of  the 
duties  on  cotton  and  wool.  A  consider- 
able remission  of  duties  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  indigo,  and  other  articles 
used  in  the  process  of  dying,  amounting 
to  150,000/.,  which  must  be  beneficial  to 
the  manufacturers. 

Mr.  C.  Stansjield  supported  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  S.  Worthy  said,  there  was  enough 
in  the  state  of  the  manufacture  to  justify 
those  who  took  an  interest  in  it  in  sup- 
porting the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Halifax.  Whatever  might  be  said,  the 
tax  would  press  very  heavily  on  the  lower 
qualities  of  wool.  He  implored  the  Go- 
verment  to  bear  in  mind  the  slate  of  this 
trade. 

Mr.  Aldam  opposed  the  proposition  of 
the  Governmenti  and  read  letters  from 
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manufactures  In  the  north,  showing  that 
it  would  be  highW  prejudicial  to  their 
interests.  He  would  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  Lascelles  said,  that  the  decline 
of  the  woollen  trade  was  not  to  be  dis- 
puted, and  it  was  owing,  in  his  opinioti, 
to  the  operation  of  the  tax  upon  the  raw 
material.    That  tax  ought  to  be  reduced. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  duty  be  Is.  per  cwt. :— Ayes, 
65 ;  Noes  122  .-—Majority  57. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworlb,  P. 
Aldaro,  W. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brodie,  W.  p. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
BusfieW,  W. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford.  W.  S. 
Deoison,  £.  B. 
Duncan,  0. 
Escott,  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Fielden,  J 
Gibson,  T, 
GiU,T, 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Hardy,  J. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Hult.  W. 

Labouehere,  rt.  hn.H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Marshall,  W. 
Milues,  R.  M. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  t>. 


Lutofihe  Ayes. 

Norreys,  Sir  D,  J. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Pecbell,  Capt. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Bundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lotd  J. 
8andon,  Viset. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smiih,  rt  hon.  R.  V. 
Somerville.SirW.M. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  G. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Slrutt,  £. 
Thornely,  T. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,B. 
Wood>  G.  W. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrighlson,  W.  B. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Beckett,  W. 
Wood,  C. 


M. 


List  qf  the  Noes, 


A*Conrt,Capt 
Alexander,  N. 
AUix,J.P. 
Arehdall,  Capt. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring, hon.  W.  B 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bell,  M. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Biackburne,J.  I. 
Black8tone,W.  S. 
Boldero,  H,  G 
Botfield,  B. 


Bradshaw,  J. 
BnMdley,  U. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Buckley,  B. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  O. 
Coekburn.Tt.hn.SirG. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Co^e,  Sir  C.  li. 
Cresswell,  B* 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
DigitizDawnay,  h^n.  W.  H. 
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D«Mrt,Barlo 
DioUoBOD,  F.  U. 
Douglas,  Sir|C.  £. 
Dowdeswell,  W, 
DuQCombe*  hoo.  O. 
EMt,  J.  B. 
Bateoy  R.  J. 
Egertott,  W.  T, 
EgeitoDsSir  P. 
Emlyo,  Visct, 
Farnham,  £.  B. 
Fellowes,  £. 
Fluroy,  Capt. 
Forbes,  W. 
FttUar,A.£. 
GaikeU,  J.  MUdm 
Glad8t<Mie,rt.liii.W.E. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gordon,  hoo,  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  G. 
Goulburo,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.Sir  J. 
Ureenall,  P. 
Grtmsditcbj  T. 
Grogan,  £• 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  W.J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
HardiDge,rt.hn.Sit  H. 
Heathcote,G.  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Utttsey,  T. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jerroyn,  Earl 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knal€hbttU,rt.hn.Sir£. 
Knigh^  F.  W. 
Ltfroy,  A. 
Legh,G.  C. 
Liddell,  boo.  H.  T. 
littcoln,  Earl  of 


Litton,  £• 
Lockbart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H, 
Lyall,  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenaie,  W.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T, 
Marsbam,  Visct. 
Master,  T.  W.  C, 
Masterroan,  J. 
Mundy^E.  M. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicboll,  rt.  boa.  J. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  J. 

Plumptre,  J.P. 
Pollock^  Sir  F. 
Praed,W,T. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reid,Sir  J,R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,Col. 
Rose,  rt.  boo.  Sir  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rushbroke,  Col. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  boo.  II.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verner,  Col, 
Wodehouse,  £• 
Worsley,  Lord 
Yorke,  bon.  £.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS, 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Pringley  A. 


Mr.  G.  W.  Wood  moved,  tbat  the  daty 
OB  imported  aheep  and  lamb's  wool,  not 
being  of  the  value  of  Is.  the  pound,  be 
reduced  to  Is.  the  cwt. 

Mr.  Qhditom  admitted,  that  there 
wae  a  distinction  between  the  case  in- 
volved in  this  proposition  and  tbat  in  the 
last,  arising  oat  of  the  btgker  rale  of  duty 
on  the  low  class  of  wools,  but  as  at  the 
same  time  the  trade  in  them  was  iocreas- 
iag  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  espedient 
to  alter,  in  reference  to  these  wools,  the 
general  principle  which  thtoommittee  bad 
just  affirmed. 

The  committee  divided  on  Mr.  Q.  W. 
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Wood's  proposition  : — Ayes  47 ;  Noes  96  : 
— Majority  49. 

•<  Duty  on  all  wool  to  be  one  halfpenny 
"  the  pound."  • 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit  again. 

House  ac^ourned. 

[We  omit  the  lists  of  the  second  divi- 
sion on  wool,  as  the  principle  of  the  ques- 
tion decided,  was  the  same  as  on  the  first 
division,  which  included  all  the  names  of 
the  second.] 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  9,  1842. 


MijrnTBs.]     Bills. 


Pubttc^JUported^-^dwH  BOl  De« 

S''  toad  ptneds— Finei  wad  Reooveriei  (WalMaad  Cbt- 
shire)!  Jurisdiction  of  Justices. 

J*rftNi<«.— 2*-  Mostyn'k  Estate;  Viscount  Lorton'k  Bs- 
tale;  City  of  Glu^ow  UA  Assursnee  Comptny ;  Liaeolp 
Roads t  St  Pancras  Improrement ;  Brentford  Cast  Bos- 
ton Harbour  (No.  2) ;  Ely  Place  Improvement ;  Boston 
Harbour  (No.  3) ;  Camberwdl  and  Peekham  Lighting, 
ikpeiisd.— Ouk0  of  ArgyU*s  Estate  t  Kin^atown  Mari- 
ner's Church {  Tozteth  Patk  Paving  and  Sewerage: 
Warkworth  Harbour;  liverpool  Borough  Court ;  Dun- 
dalk  Road ;  Gravesend  Terrace  Pier. 
3*-  aud  pasKd :— .Drai^eda  Harbour  ;  Yarmouth  and 
Norwich  Railway;  Dundee  and  Arbroath  Railway i  In« 
demnity  Mutual  Marine  Insnranoe  Company. 
Commi#r«d.— Hawke's  Divone;  Ashton's  Divorce. 
PrrmoRS  PRKsnifTKn.  By  the  Earl  of  Yarborough,  and 
Lord  Western,  ftom  Llnootai,  and  Maldon,  i«ainst  the 
Income-tax  BilL— By  Earl  Stanhope^  fh>m  the  Members 
of  Benefit  Societies  at  Kelemdoo,  Rawseth.  lUyleigh,  and 
South  Benfleet,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Act.— From  the  Sawyers  of  Manchester,  against 
the  use  of  Machinery.— Prom  Blackmove,  Doddinghttnt, 
and  Ketvedon  Hatch,  agaioit  the  measures  ftr  the  Altera- 
tion of  the  COm-laws.->By  the  Earl  of  Bandoo,  and  Vis- 
count Lofton,  ftom  Dromdaleague,  and  Aahflekl,  fior  the 
Encouragement  of  Sdwols  in  eonncziOD  with  the  Church 
Edneation  Society  (Ireland).  —  From  the  Newmarket 
Farmers  Monthly  Meeting,  tan  Protectloo  to  the  Agri- 
cultural Interests— From  the  Island  of  Foulness,  against 
the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Coriander,  Mustard,  Car- 
raway,  and  Canary  Seeds.  By  Lord  Western,  from  the 
Oardcnen  at  Cotehaster,  CqggeihaU,  and  Halslad,  against 
the  Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Onion  Seed.— Flom  the 
Magistrates  of  Leith,  against  the  Oiwton  Fcny  BilL 


Adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  June  \0, 1842. 

Mniinvb]  BiLM.  PmkHtk  f*-  Pioperty  (?■■■■»)  TmC. 
»  ndiMMBBdi-ClvilBilllleesBca (Ireland)* 
PrimU^f^  Wlcklov  Harbour;  Metropolitan  Wood 
Paving  Owpinyi  North  Aanerioaa  Colonial  Association 
(IsbIbdOi  Gtaveeend  Town  Pkrt  Fleetwood  Impeove- 
■will;  Medfeonn  ladosun ;  Loq^  Foyle  Drain^a. 
A^pDrleA— Gteat  North  oT  Ei^land  Railway;  Boston 
Haxhoar  (No.  8)  i  Brsntlbrd  Gas ;  Burntisland  and  Gran- 
ton  Pis  and  Fairy. 

S'  and  passed  t—Duke  pi  Argyll's  Estate;  Ku^town 
Mariner^  Church  i  Warkworth  Haiteur  i  Liverpool  Bo- 
nugh  Cowt t  Donialk.  Road  ;  Gravceend  Tenaoa  Pier; 
Asbton's  Divorosk 

F«mon  Pnaaaawn.    By  tba  Eari  of  Yarborough,  the 
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flrom  York*  Grimsby ,  Burnley,  St  Jamest,  Westmiwter, 
and  Poole,  against  the  Property  Tax  BilL— From  the 
Guardians  of  the  Ware  Union,  for  Exemption  from  the 
Payment  of  Paroddal  or  County  Rates.— By  the  Bishop 
of  Exeter,  from  Derb^,  Brailsford,  and  Kentisbeare, 
against  any  fruther  Grant  to  Maynooth  College.— From 
Dalbury,  for  Church  Extension^— By  the  Bishop  of  Exe* 
ter.  from  Frome,  and  Selwood,  for  the  substitution  of 
Declarations  in  lieu  of  Oaths;  and  from  Drumleare, 
Tashlnny,  Abbeyshrub,|Armaduff,  Kemps  District,  and 
Connor,  for  the  Encouragement  <k  Sduwls  in  connexion 
with  the  Church  Education  Society  (Ireland).— By  Lord 
Brougham,  firom  MiU^nmers  at  Bingley,  for  Limiting 
the  Hours  of  Attendance  of  all  Persons  in  the  Factories. 
—From  Prince  Edward  Island,  that  the  Duties  on  Colo- 
nial Com  and  Salted  Prorisions  may  oeaie. 

Income-Tax.]  Viscount  Melbourne, 
on  the  part  of  bis  noble  Friend  (Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  who  had  given  notice  of  a 
motion  on  the  Income-taXt  and  who  had 
been  suddenly  attacked  with  indisposi- 
tion, had  no  objection  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Income-tax  bill  taking  place 
that  night  sub  silentio^  on  the  understand- 
ing that  his  noble  Friend's  resolution 
should  be  moved  and  the  debate  taken  on 
the  next  stage  of  going  into  committee. 

Arrangement  acquiesced  in. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday f  June  10,  1842. 

MiNOTia.]    BtLLs.    PiiMic— !••    Perth  Prison;  Law  of 
Evidence;  Justices  Jurisdiction. 
2*'    Postponed  for  tix  iMOfi<A«.— Turnpike  Roads. 
3*-    and  passed  :—«laTe  Trade   Suppression   (Hayti); 
Slave  Trade  Abolition  (Argentine  Confedeiation) ;  Slave 
Trade  Treaties ;  Witnesses  Indemnity. 
Private*—\*'    Ashton*s  Divorce;   Roumat  Naturalise 
tion;   LesbaaeiUe^s  NaturaUaation  s   Duke    of  Aigylc's 
Estate. 

2*-    Bathurst's  Estate. 
Reported, — ^Bromyards  Roads. 

S"-  and  passed  :—KitaniDgtoa  IncfcisuRS  BritweU  In- 
ckMure. 

PaxiTioNS  Prssbntko.  By  Mr.  CConneU,  from  St. 
John's,  Newfoundland,  complaining  of  Dday  in  Conven- 
ing the  Legislative  Assembly,  and  in  support  of  the  Ex- 
isting Constitution  of  UuU  Island.— By  Mr.  Flelden,  Mr. 
Stuart  WorUey,  Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr.  Hindley,  Mr.  Brother- 
ton,  and  Lord  Ashley,  from  Oklham,  Chorley,  Stockport, 
Royton,  Ashtoc-under-Lyne,  Harwich,  Warrii^ton, 
Charlton-upon-Medkxdc,  Todmocden,  LitUeborough,  Wi- 
gan,  Manchester,  LitUe  Bolton,  Crompton,  Darlington, 
Mudderslield,  Ovetsden  Marrii,  Mienden,  and  other 
places,  for  a  frirther  Limitation  of  the  Hours  of  Labour 
of  Young  Persons  in  Factories.— By  Mr.  FieUen,  and 
Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  firom  Honley,  Foukton,  Oolcar. 
Shepley,  Afanoodbury,  Todroorden,  and  Wakdiekl,  for 
Alteration  or  Repeal  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act — 
From  the  Ross  Union,  for  ReductiOQ  of  the  number  of 
Assisstant  Commissioners.  —  From  St  Michaefs,  and 
Holy  Trinity,  Coventry,  Todmorden,  and  other  places, 
against  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act— From  Ash,  Put- 
tenham,  Sealandkmg,  Sutton,  Ash  (Surrey),  and  Fam- 
borough,  agamst  the  Repeal  of  GUberfs  Act— From 
Dublin,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Mimidpal  Corporatums 
Act  (Ireland). ^By  Viscount  Bernard,  from  Killaloe, 
Knockbridge,  Taghmoo,  Ballyoormick,  Kilcolgan,  Kuaria 
Aughxina,  KiUaghUn,  and  otiier  plaoei,  fiNT  the  Altentioo , 


of  Uie  Present  System  oT  Education  (Irelaad).— From 
Frome  Selwood,  for  the  Substitution  of  Oaths  in  Lien  of 
Affirmations.— From  Bristol,  toft  Inquiry  into  the  mode 
of  Education  at  Maynooth  College.— From  Bristol. 
Brecon,  Wexford,  Brecknock,  and  the  Onat  WcsC«a 
Railway  Company,  against  any  Alteration  of  the  Present 
System  of  communication  with  the  Sooth  of  Irdaad.-M 
From  the  CaUioUos  at  Sbeflbid,  and  Newport,  Iste  of 
Wight,  for  EquaUartion  of  Civil  Rights.— From  Artlach- 
med,  for  the  Repeal  of  so  mudi  of  the  Act  of  6  &  7,  Geo. 
4,  c.  77,  as  provides  for  the  Union  of  the  Sees  of  Bangor 
and*  St  Asaph^ ;  and  the  Appeopiiation  of  Surplus  Reve- 
nuew— From  Birkenhead,  and  Wcndovcr,  %ainst  RaUway 
Travellii^  on  Uie  Sabbathr— By  Mr.  Hastie,  from  the 
Bengal  Chamber  of  Commerce,  for  the  Reduction  of  the 
Duty  on  its  Importatioii  into  Great  Britain.— From  St 
Leonard'k  Shoreditcfa,  for  the  Redemption  of  the  ToUa 
on  Waterloo  and  other  Metrop(^tan  Bridges. — By  Mr. 
Maddnnon,  from  Residents  in  Bdgium,  for  Improved 
PostolBoe  commonication  with  that  oountry^— From 
Newport  Bucks.,  against  the  Importation  of  Cattle  and 
Meat— From  Ormskirk,  for  the  Reduction  of  the  duty 
on  Sugar  and  Coflbe^— Ftom  the  Governors  of  the 
Gknslough  and  Emyvale  Dispensary,  gainst  plaoiqg  sneh 
Institutions  under  the  Control  of  the  Poor4Aw  Com- 


Waterfobd  (City).]  House  informed 
that  the  committee  bad  determined, — 

''That  William  Christmas  and  William 
Morris  Reade,  esquires,  were  not  duly  returned 
as  Members  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament 
for  the  county  of  the  city  of  Waterford  t 

"  That  Henry  Winston  Barron,  esquire  (now 
Sir  Henry  Winston  Barron,  baronet,)  andXho- 
mas  Wyse,  esquire,  ought  to  have  been  re- 
turned as  Members  to  serve  in  this  present 
Parliament  for  the  county  of  the  city  of  Water- 
ford." 

Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  amend  the  return 
accordingly. 

Athloke  Election.]  House  informed 
that  the  committee  bad  determined, — 

''  That  George  De  la  Poer  Beresford,  es- 
quire, was  not  duly  returned  a  burgess  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  bo- 
rough of  Athlone ! 

"  That  Daniel  Henry  Farrell,  esquire,  ought 
to  have  been  returned  a  Burgess  to  serve  in 
this  present  Parliament  for  the  said  borough 
of  Athlone." 

Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  amend  the  return 
accordingly. 

Temperance  Processions.]  Colonel 
Acton^  seeing  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland  in  his  place,  wished  to  ask 
whether  the  Government  proposed  to  in- 
troduce any  measure  for  regulating  or 
restricting  the  parading  of  vast  bodies  of 
men  dressed  in  scarfs,  and  accompanied 
by  bands  of  music,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting teetotalism  ? 

Lord  Eliot  said,  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Oovernment  at  present  to 
introduce  any  measure  for  the  regulation 


1425  Blockade  of  the 

or  restriction  of  temperance  proceBsions 
in  Ireland.  Thej  were  not  conducted 
avowedly  for  any  party  purpoaest  and  he 
•hould  be  loth  to  interfere  with  proceed- 
ings which  bad  been  beneficial  to  the 
lower  order  of  people  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  (yCormell,  as  these  processions 
had  taken  place  for  the  last  three  years, 
begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  whether 
any  instance  had  been  reported  to  the 
Government  of  any  breach  of  the  peace 
occurring  by  reason  of  any  one  of  them  ? 

Lord  Eliot  could  not  answer  the  ques- 
tion decidedly ;  but  he  was  not  aware  of 
any  such  instance  having  been  reported. 

Maoistrates  (Irelavd)--Mr,  St. 
Oeoroe.]  Mr.  Fox  Maule  begged  also 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Lord.  Some 
time  since  a  Mr.  St.  George  had  been  re- 
mofed  from  the  commission  of  the  peace 
in  Ireland,  in  consequence  of  a  letter 
which  he  had  thought  fit  to  address  to  his 
noble  Friend  the  late  Lord-lieutenant  of 
Ireland.  An  application  was  subsequently 
made  to  restore  bim  to  the  position  which 
be  had  formerly  held,  the  answer  to  which 
was,  that  on  his  withdrawing,  or  apolo- 
gising for  the  letter  which  be  had  written, 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  his  restora- 
tion. It  was  now  stated,  however,  that 
Mr.  St.  George  had  been  restored  to  his 
position  as  a  magistrate,  without  any  apo- 
logy, and  without  his  withdrawing  the 
offensive  letter.  He  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  Mr.  St.  George  had 
apologised  for  that  letter,  or  had  with- 
drawn it. 

Lord  Eliot  said,  that  shortly  after  the 
appointment  of  the  present  Lord-lieute- 
nant, a  representation  had  been  made  to 
him  by  the  whole  of  the  magistrates  for 
the  county  for  which  Mr.  St.  George  acted, 
supported  by  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  the 
county  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  who 
recommended  the  case  to  the  favourable 
consideration  of  the  Government.  The 
Lord  Chancellor,  however,  was  so  strongly 
impressed  with  the  impropriety  of  the 
letter,  viewing  it  as  an  insult  to  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Sovereign,  that  he  refused 
to  comply  with  the  application  until  an 
explanation  had  been  given.  Such  an 
explanation  had  been  given  as  had  satis- 
fied the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  he  of  his 
own  motion,  but  with  the  entire  concur- 
rence of  the  Lord-lieuteoant,  had  rein- 
stated Mr.  St.  George* 

Mr.  Fox  ManUe  wished  to  knowi  whe« 
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ther  in  the  letter  written  by  Mr.  St.  George 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  there 
was  an  apology  for  having  written  the 
letter  to  the  Marquess  of  Norroanby.  He 
also  wished  to  know  whether  there  would 
be  any  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  the 
correspondence  on  the  subject  between  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  and  Mr.  St. 
George. 

Lord  Eliot  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  apology  that  had  been  made 
appeared  satisfactory  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. He  knew  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  refused  to  restore  that  gen- 
tleman to  the  commission  of  the  peace, 
when  he  was  applied  to  by  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  magistracy  of  the  county, 
until  a  satisfactory  explanation  had  been 
made  to  him.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
say  whether  the  communications  that  had 
passed  were  not  more  of  a  private  than 
of  a  public  nature.  The  decision  of  the 
whole  matter  belonged  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  he  did  not  think  that  these 
papers  could  be  produced. 

Blockade  OF  the  Coast  of  Mexico.] 
Mr.  D'Israeli  wished  to  put  a  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  of  very  deep  in- 
terest to  the  commerce  of  this  country. 
There  had  lately  been  a  modification  of 
the  Mexican  tariff,  which  it  was  supposed 
would  lead  to  an  increase  of  our  com- 
merce with  that  country.  It  appeared, 
however,  from  a  proclamation  which  had 
been  inserted  in  tne  London  Gazette ^  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
had  received  that  document,  announcing 
a  blockade  of  the  eastern  coast  of  Mexico, 
by  a  Texican  squadron.  The  publica- 
tion of  this  proclamation  in  the  London 
Goze^tohad  caused  great  alarm  amongst 
the  mercantile  classes  trading  to  Mexico. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  were  the 
intention  of  her  Majesty's  Government  to 
sanction  the  blockade,  and  if  it  were  not 
intended,  then  he  wished  to  know  why  the 
proclamation  had  been  allowed  to  be  pub- 
lished in  the  London  Gazette. 

Sir  R.  Peel  replied  that  the  insertion 
of  the  proclamation  in  the  Gazette  was  in 
conformity  with  the  usual  practice  in 
similar  cases.  The  notification  in  the 
Gazette  was,  that  a  blockade  of  the  coast 
of  Mexico  was  said  to  be  instituted  by  the 
Republic  of  Texas.  It  was  stated  in  this 
form,  because  there  had  been  no  official 
notification  from  the  Texian  authorities* 
Her  Majesty's  GovemmQt  bad  received  C 
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eommunieation  from  our  Minister  in 
America  that  suoh  proclamation  had  been 
issued.  The  Government,  therefore, 
deemed  it  to  be  their  duty  to  give  notice 
to  the  persons  trading  to  Mexico  that  it 
had  received  sueh  an  intimation.  The 
mere  notification  of  the  blockade  bj  the 
proclamation  of  the  Texian  government 
did  not  make  it  a  blockade  in  conformity 
with  the  law  of  nations,  for  the  question 
then  was,  whether  it  wer«  a  hind  Jide 
blockade  or  not.  If  the  blockade  were 
bonmjide,  and  according  to  the  custom  of 
this  and  other  countries,  it  would  be 
binding  on  us  and  must  be  observed.  He 
would  only  add  that  he  was  extremely 
sorry  that  such  a  blockade  had  been  either 
notified  or  instituted. 

Thb  Qold  Coinaob.]  Mr.  ChUder§ 
said  the  proclamation  which  had  been 
issaed  respecting  the  gold  coinage  had 
occasioned  great  inconvenience,  had  put 
a  stop  to  almost  all  payments,  and  as  he 
had  been  informed,  had  most  seriously 
prevented  the  payment  of  rents.  He 
wished  to  ask  whether  the  bank  had  the 
sanction  of  the  Government  in  cutting 
sovereigns  in  two  which  were  presented 
there,  if  they  should  be  short  in  weight, 
and  then,  tell  the  persons  who  presented 
them  that  they  might  sell  them  where  they 
could.  He  need  hardly  say  what  would 
be  the  loss  occasioned  by  such  conduct, 
in  leaving  the  public  at  the  mercy  of  Jew 
money  brokers. 

The  Chanc$ll0r  of  the  Exchequer  ob« 
served  that  the  proclamation  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  gold  coinage  which  had  re- 
oently  been  issued  wes  merely  a  repe- 
tition of  former  proclamations  which 
bod  been  issued  from  time  to  time 
on  the  same  aobject,  warning  the  pub- 
Uo  thai  sovereigns,  below  a  certain 
weight,  were  not  a  legal  tender.  He  was 
aware  that  the  proceedings  alluded  to  by 
the  hoa.  Gentleman  had  caused  great 
oomplainis,  bat  the  bank  had  now  agreed 
to  receive  the  light  sovereigns  at  the  Mint 
price  of  S/.  17«.  l(ki.  per  os.  By  this 
means  ke  trusted  they  would  soon  with- 
draw the  light  gold  coin  (h>m  circulation. 

Tab  CavRCH  or  Scotlavd.]  Mr. 
Fern  Maule  wished  to  ask  whether  the 
Government  had  made  up  their  minds  to 
take  up  the  subject  on  which  almost  the 
exislenoc  of  the  Scoteh  church  depended, 
m  whether  they  intended  to  allow  the  dis* 


cussion  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyle- 
shire's  bill  to  come  on  on  Monday. 

Sir  J.  GroAam  said,  the  House  would 
remember,  that  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  a  question  was  put  to  him  as 
to  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernoient  to  bring  forward  any  measure  to 
put  a  stop  to  matters  which  so  seriously 
disturbed  the  Church  of  Scotland.  He 
then  stated,  that  after  the  most  careftil  ro*- 
view  of  the  subject,  the  Government  had 
determined  not  to  introduce  any  measure 
on  the  subject.  So  matters  stood  until 
the  hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  on  the  subject. 
The  Government  did  not  oppose  the  in- 
troduction of  that  measure,  but  a  discus- 
sion took  place,  in  which  it  was  plainly 
intimated  that  to  its  principle  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  opposed,  and  ihM, 
at  a  future  stage,  they  would  consider  it 
their  duty  to  oppose  its  enactment.  The 
consequence  of  that  was,  that  communi- 
cations were  made  to  the  Govern  meat 
from  Scotland,  which  led  the  present  Go* 
veroment  to  entertain  a  hope,  not  very 
confident,  however,  that  legislative  mea- 
sures, founded  on  such  principles  as  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  support, 
might  conduce  to  the  peace  of  Scotland, 
and  to  the  settlement  of  the  disputed 
points.  He  had  stated  to  the  House  that 
as  matters  stood  at  the  time,  he  could  not 
pledge  himself  to  the  introduction  of  suoh 
a  measure,  but  that  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  Government  very  carefully  to  consider 
the  representations  made  to  them  on  the 
subject  before  they  finally  decided.  That 
was  on  the  eve  of  the  meeting  of  the 
general  assembly  of  Scotland.  That  as- 
sembly embodied  the  views  of  the  general 
Chufch  of  Scotland.  At  the  meetings  of 
the  assembly  proceedings  took  place 
which  were  known  to  the  House,  and 
which  he  might  be  permitted  to  say  he 
deeply  deplored,  though  he  would  not  eha* 
raoterise  them  by  any  harsh  terou.  Yet 
after  careful  refiection,  he  was  bound  to 
state  to  the  House  that  the  hqM  he  had 
originally  entertained  on  the  subject  bad 
pensbed,  and  that  Government  stood  in 
the  same  position  with  respect  to  the 
question  as  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session.  He  could  not  hold  out  any  ex- 
pectation on  the  part  of  the  Govemment, 
of  any  measure  which  would  produce 
those  efiects  which  would  alone  justify 
their  interference  in  the  matte?.  Uoder 
these  eiroumstaiieofy  it  waa  ^eu  to  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire  to  move  the 
■ecood  reading  of  his  bill  on  Wednesday 
neit,  when  an  opportunity  would  be 
aiTofded  for  full  esplanation  and  further 
discussion  on  the  subject.  He  therefore 
Ihooght  it  would  be  inexpedient!  particu- 
larlf  as  the  question  which  had  been  put 
to  him  had  been  so  careftitly  limited,  to 
enter  on  the  present  occasion  upon  any- 
thing like  argument  on  the  subject.  How- 
etrer,  he  might  be  allowed  to  be  explicit 
upon  another  point,  namely,  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  Government  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  bill. 

Sir  A.  L.  Hay  said,  that  there  was  a 
document  in  existence  respecting  these 
proceedings  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  called  the  claims  of  right,  and 
which  was  of  a  most  important  nature. 
He  wished  to  ask  whether,  before  the 
House  proceeded  to  discuss  the  bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire  on  Wednes- 
day, the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  have 
any  objection  to  request  her  Majesty  to 
lay  a  copy  of  this  paper  on  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

Sir  James  Graham  was  not  then  pre- 
pared to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  as  no  notice  had 
been  given  that  such  a  question  would 
have  been  pat. 

Mr.  Fox  Mauk  wished  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Argyleshire,  whether  ha  in- 
tended to  move  the  second  reading  of  his 
bill  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  A.  Campbell  said,  that  it  was  hia 
iotentioB  lo  ^oceed  with  his  bill  on  Wed- 
aasday  next. 

W%n  9^tL  Nottiitgham]  fiir  R.  H. 
I^^lis  roee  to  move,  that  the  writ  for  Not- 
tiaglMmi  alWiiU  issue. 

^  81f  G.  Oney  wished  to  know  whethet 
his  hoB.  Friend  intended  to  press  this 
notlan.  lie  was  read?  to  admit,  that  if 
Us  hon.  Friend  insisted  on  his  right,  that 
it  wss  competent  ibr  hiai  to  bring  it  on, 
but  he  would  put  it  to  him  whether  it 
^«uM  he  advisaUe  for  him  to  do  so. 
[♦♦Hear,  hear n 

Sir  R.  H.  InfUs  obserred,  that  the  ap- 
plication of  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not 
sb  tpoeh  surprised  him,  as  the  cheers  that 
had  come  from  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Ifember  Ibr  Montgomeryshire,  because  his 
right  hen.  Friend  agreed  with  him,  that 
when  a  vacancy  occurf«d,  it  was  a  matter 
of  oonrse  t^at  a  writ  shoold  issue.  If  it 
Ma  the  ty^ntoD  of  Iho  Hoine,  that  he 


should  not  prooeed,  he  would  withdraw 
his  motion.  [Cries  qf  '*  Qe  on*]  Ho 
believed  the  impression  of  the  House  wae, 
that  he  should  at  onoe  proceed  with  his 
motion.  ['"No,"  and  '^Hearl"]  H« 
thought  he  should  best  constilt  his  dtttfi 
and  at  the  sanse  time,  tlio  prevalent  ieel- 
iug  of  the  House,  if  he  proceeded.  Ha 
could  not,  indeed,  hope,  after  the  intermp- 
tion,  however  gdod-naturedi  he  had  just 
experienoedt  that  the  motion  he  was  about 
to  make  would  be  unoppoaedi  but  he  threw 
himself  with  confidence  upon  the  House* 
He  was  totally  unoonneoted  with  the  por<« 
sons  from  whom  the  petition  proceeded, 
and  he  presumed  that  the  petition  liad 
lieen  entrusted  to  him  simi^y  in  oonse* 
quence  of  the  opinion  he  had  expressed 
upon  the  sulyeot  of  issuing  writs  in  gene- 
ral. He  did  not  seek  in  moving,  that  this 
writ  ahould  issue,  to  make  the  House  stul* 
tify  itself  in  reierenoe  to  any  of  the  pio- 
oeedings  which  had  been  adopted  upon  tho 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mombee 
for  Bath,  or  in  connection  with  that  mo« 
tion.  He  did  not  ask  the  House  to  rescind 
any  of  the  resolutions  which  stood  on  its 
journals  respecting  the  issue  of  writs.  On 
the  day,  that  the  vacancy  was  declared  to 
exist  in  the  representation  of  Nottingham, 
an  hon»  and  learned  Friend  of  his  moved* 
that  the  Rpeaker  do  issue  his  warrant  for 
the  issue  of  a  writ  to  fill  that  vaoancjr; 
that  motion  was  not  negatived  i  it  was 
met  by  a  motion,  which  was  carried,  "  that 
this  House  do  now  adjourn."  On  dm 
10th  of  May,  the  same  motion  waa  re* 
newnd  bythe  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle; 
that  motion  was  not  negatived ;  it  waa 
withdrawn :  and,  therefore^  so  for  as  the 
forme  of  the  House  were  eoncerned,  he 
was  entitled  to  say,  that  he  was  not  asking 
the  House  to  violate  any  of  its  rules  iu 
rsfereooB  to  this  case,  but  he  was  ask*< 
ing  it  to  conform  to  its  general  rule 
of  imning  a  writ  when  a  vacaoey  for 
any  bonmgh,  city,  or  conntjr  la  do* 
dared.  He  was  not  asking  tho  Howse 
to  take  any  proeeedings  which  need 
baffle  the  objeot  of  the  hon.  and  kamed 
Member  for  Hath.  The  hon.  and  leamed 
Member,  it  was  true,  had  included  Not* 
tingham  in  the  list  of  those  boroughs 
which  he  had  pointed  out  for  inquiry  |  bat 
all  the  other  imrooghs  oompriaed  in  that 
inqnivy  were  borovghs,  she  seats  for  whieh 
were  occupied.  It  was  only  the  happy  ac« 
cident  of  one  dT  the  seats  for  Nottingham 
having  beooBse  vnsant,  tiiat  placed  that 
bonmgh  in  a  difibroRt  pesitimi  firan  BeaiU 
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itkg,  Peniyn,  and  the  other  places  which 
constituted  the  preamble  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's biU;  there  was  no  circumstance  in 
the  case  which  justified  the  exclusion  of 
Nottingham  from  its  fair  share  in  the  re- 
presentation in  Parliament.  If  there  were, 
on  what  principle  was  it  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  moved   the 
exclusion  of  the  sitting  Member  for  Not- 
tingham?   piir.  Roebuck:    Nothing  has 
been  proved  yet.]     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  admitted,   that  as  yet  he  had 
proved  nothing.   He  thanked  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gendemau  for  that  admission.  He 
would  ask,  then^  were  they  to  disfranchise 
Nottingham,  not  only  when  no  proof  of  its 
guilt  had  been  given — ^not  only  when  the 
sworn    committee,  after  examining  wit- 
nesses on  oath,  had  made  no  damnatory 
reproof-^but  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  himself,  upon  whose  allegation  an 
inquiry  into  alleged  bribery  and  corruption 
in  this  borough  was  to  take  place,  admitted 
at  once,  very  honestly  and  candidly,  and 
very  usefrilljr  for  him,  that  he  had  no  proof 
as  yet  against  the  constituency  of  this 
borough.     Under  such  circumstances,  he 
would  contend,  that  Nottingham  was  fully 
entitled  to  that  rule  of  law,  which  gave  the 
benefit  of  a  belief  of  innocence  to  every 
borough,  to  every  constituency,  to  every 
body  corporate,  as  well  as  to  every  indivi- 
dual who  has  not  been  proved    guilty. 
There  was  no  instance  in  the  whole  rarlia. 
mentary  history  of  England  in  which  a 
writ  had  been  suspended,  except  on  the 
report  of  a  committee  especially  directing 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject. 
In  the  present  there  was  no  such  report, 
but  only  the  allegation  of  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who,  rising  in  his  place  in  the  House, 
and  very  dramatically  pointing  with  his 
finger,  first  at  his  friends  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House,  and  then  at  his  opponents  on 
the  other,  gave  forth  an  ipse  dixit  that  this 
among  the  other  boroughs,  was  tainted 
with  oorraption.    He  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  some  facts.    On 
the  4th  of  May,  a  committee  of  that  House 
reported  by  its  Chairman,  that  *'  the  com- 
mittee appointed  to  try  and  determine  the 
merits  of  the  election  for  the  borough  of 
Nottingham,  declared  that  Sir  J.  C.  Hob- 
house,  Bart.,  and  Sir  G.  de  Hochpied 
Larpent  had  been  dulv  elected."    It  ap- 
peared from  the  journals  that  no  proceed- 
ings had  subsequently  taken  place,  as  hr 
as  any  resolution  of  the  House  was  con- 
cemedt  for  vitiating  the  report  of  that 
wmmittee,  that  these  Gentlemen  werei 
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bond  Jlde  eXedb&i.    Now,  as  regarded  Sir 
Georee    Larpent,  he   had  yesterday  fe- 
ceived  a  letter  from  that  Gentleman,  the 
substance  of  which  he  felt  it  but  an  act 
of  justice  to  his  hon.  Friend  to  state.     It 
had    been    insinuated   that    Sir    George 
Larpent  had  withdrawn  from  the  House 
in  order  to  avoid  any  proceedings  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
might  take.     Now,  the  fact  was  —  a  bet 
which  he  had  not  been  acquainted  with  till 
he  received  this  communication,  that  for 
five  weeks  before  the  House  had  the  report 
of  the  committee.  Sir  G.  Larpent  had  been 
confined  to  his  room  by  a  severe  medical 
and  surgical  malady,  which  had,  indeed, 
for  the  greater  part  of  the  time  kept  him 
in  bed ;  in  fact,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  been  in  the  House  of  Commons  since 
March,    At  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
mean  to  say,  or  suggest,  or  insinuate,  that 
Sir  G.  Larpent  was  induced  to  accept  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds,  in  consequence  of  the 
state  of  his  health ;  the  case  did  not  depend 
on  the  state  of  Sir  G.  Larpent's  health  one 
way  or  the  other,  but  the  f  ict  that  he  had 
been  so  afilicted  was  sufficient  to  justify 
him  from  the  imputation  of  having  vacated 
his  seat  in  order  to  avoid  inquiry.  But  the 
case  of  Nottingham  did  not  stand  alone, 
nor  alone  in  connection  with  the  other  bo- 
roughs which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
had  brought  forward.     There  were  many 
other    places   to  which     the    hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  might  with  equal  ad- 
vantage have  directed  his  attention,  be- 
cause, strictly  speaking,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's proposition  that  the  withdrawal 
of    a   Member   from    his   seat    in   the 
House  after  the  presentation  isi  a  petition 
against  him  on  the  ground  of  bribery  were 
sufficient  to  justify  another  hon.  Member 
in  demanding  an  inquiry  into  the  circum- 
stances of  such  alleged  bribery  or  corrup- 
tion, then  not  merely  Nottingham,  Read- 
ing, Lewes,  and  the  other  places  in  ques- 
tion ought  to  be  comprised  in  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  proposition,  but  a  goodly  list 
of  other  boroughs,   V^ey mouth,  to  wit, 
Clitheroe,  Belfiut — not  Belfost  under  the 
new  report,  but  Bel&st  under  the  old 
petition— >and  a  number  of  other  places. 
He  had  looked  over  the  whole  list  of  peti-> 
tions,  and  he  found  that  besides  the  six 
into  which  inquiry  was  ordered,  there  were 
twenty-one  cases  in  which  allegations  of 
bribery  had  been  made,  in  which  tlie  prose- 
cution of  the  petitions  had  been  withdrawn* 
and  other  circumstances  of  which  might 
seem  to  place  them  on  the  same  footing  •• 
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those  boroufths  spedallv  named  and  in- 
cluded bv  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
in  his  Witnesses  Indemnity  Bill.  But  the 
point  at  issue  was  this-^not  whether  the 
non.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  was  or 
was  not  consistent,  in  taking  the  six  bo- 
roughs and  not  taking  the  other  twenty- 
one  cases,  or,  indeed,  sll  the  cases  in  which 
bribery  was  suggested;  but  whether  he 
had  laid  before  the  House  any  sufficient 
grounds  for  excluding  the  electors  of  Not- 
tingham from  the  exercise  of  their  great 
constitutional  right.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bath,  perhaps,  would  reply  that  tbe 
matter  was  not  confined  to  his  ipse  dixii — 
that  there  was  more  in  it  than  that— that 
a  vehement  suspicion  had  been  added,  from 
the  circumstances  that  one  Member  for 
Nottingham  had  accepted  the  Chiltem 
Hundieds,  and  that  the  other  right  hon. 
Member  had  refiosed  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion put  to  him— circumstances  which,  by 
the  peculiar  reasoning  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man,, were  supposed  to  afford  a  strong 
presumption  of  corruption.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber reasoned  altogeuer  in  the  way  that 
the  people  formerly  used  to  decide  in  cases 
of  alleged  witchcrm ;  if  the  accused  when 
thrown  into  the  water  could  swim,  she  was 
adjudged  guilty  and  taken  out  and  burnt; 
if  she  could  not  swim,  she  was  allowed  to 
be  innocent*  but  then  she  was  drowned; 
so,  acoordinff  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath,  if  an  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted, that  a  compromise  had  taken  place, 
this  admission  at  once  proved  him  so  guilty 
that  he  was  not  eligible  to  sit  again ;  if,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  hon.  Member  diould, 
as  Sir  J.  Hobhouse  had  done,  refuse  to 
answer,  then  this  refusal  would  be  made 
an  equal  proof  of  guilt,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  at  once  pro- 
ceeded in  either  case  to  move  that  the  writ 
do  not  issue.  The  petition  which  he  pre- 
sented from  Nottmgham,  and  which  had 
been  printed  with  the  votes,  stated  the  case 
of  the  petitioners  in  a  manner  so  clear  and 
temperate,  that  did  he  not  suppose  every 
Gentleman  present,  who  had  to  act  that 
night  judicially,  whether  in  giving  or  re. 
fusing  his  vote  for  the  issue  of  the  writ, 
had  made  himself  master  of  this  document, 
he  should  have  been  tempted  to  trespass 
on  the  patience  of  the  House  bv  quoting 
largely  from  it ;  as  it  was  he  should  call 
the  attention  of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  two 
or  three  particular  points  in  the  petition. 
It  stated— . 

^^Tbat  in  consequence  of  the  .vacancy  thus 


occasioned,  yonr  petitioners  expected  that  your 
honourable  House  would  have  forthwith  di« 
rected  tbe  clerk  of  the  Crown  to  issue  a  uew 
writ  to  the  sheriff  of  the  town  and  county  of 
the  town  of  Nottingham,  ordering  him  to  take 
the  usual  legal  measures  for  the  election  of  a 
burgess  to  serve  in  the  present  Parliament  for 
the  said  borough ;  but  that  up  to  the  present 
moment  your  honourable  House  has  abstained 
from  giving  any  such  directions,  to  the  great 
disappointment  and  manifest  grievance  of  your 
petitioners.  That  your  petitioners  have  been 
informed,  and  verily  believe,  that  a  writ  for  a 
new  election  for  the  town  and  borough  of 
Nottingham ^which  they  claim  as  a  right  and 
prinlege  belonging  to  the  said  borough,  of 
which  they  ought  not  and  cannot  be  legally 
divested,  at  the  arbitrary  wiQ  and  pleasure  of 
any  single  branch  of  the  Legislature — has 
1)een  withheld  from  them  on  the  mere  sur^ 
mise  and  allegation  of  an  individual  Mem- 
ber of  your  honourable  House,  thus  stated 
in  your  printed  votes: — 'That  a  corrupt  com- 
promise has  been  entered  into  in  tbe  case  of 
the  election  petition  from  Nottingham,  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  investigation  into 
the  gross  bribery  alleged  to  have  been  prac- 
tised at  the  election  for  the  aforesaid  town.* 
That,  if  any  such  corrupt  compromise  has  been 
entered  into,  your  petitioners  are  ignorant  of 
its  nature,  and  are  m  no  respect  parties  to  its 
stipulations;  and  they,  therefore,  submit  to 
your  honourable  House  that  they  ought  not  to 
be  punished,  even  by  the  temporary  suspen- 
sion of  their  franchises,  for  an  offence  of  which 
they  are  not  guilty,  and  in  which  they  disclaim 
all  participation.  That,  although  grievous  al- 
legations nave  been  made  against  your  peti- 
tioners on  tbe  score  of  gross  bribery  practised 
at  the  last  general  election,  no  proof  has  yet 
been  adduced  in  support  of  such  allegations  ; 
but  that,  nevertheless,  your  petitioners  have 
been  condemned  to  the  deprivation  of  the  ser- 
vices of  one  of  their  representatives  in  Parlia- 
ment without  having  had  an  opportunity  af- 
forded them  to  make  any  defence  against  such 
charges— a  course  of  proceeding  which  they 
firmly  but  respectfullv  maintain  to  be  un- 
known in  the  history  of  Parliament,  and  in  the 
practice  of  the  courts  of  law,  and  to  be  con« 
traiy  to  the  immutable  laws  of  substantial  jus- 
tice. That  the  law  of  the  land  regulates  the 
issue  of  all  writs  on  vacancies  occasioned  in 
your  honourable  House  by  deaths,  by  unjust 
returns,  by  the  acceptance  of  office,  and  by 
other  causes  which  it  is  unnecessary  to  enu« 
merate,  and  that  any  new  restraint  upon  the 
issue  of  such  writs,  cannot  be  legally  imposed 
without  the  assent  of  all  the  three  branches  of 
the  Legislature.  That  in  all  the  other  cases  in 
which  your  honourable  House  has  proceeded 
against  boroughs  for  gross  and  extensive  bri- 
bery, it  has  never  suspended  the  writ  until  it 
has  received  a  report  from  one  of  its  own  select 
committees,  declaring  that  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers had  been  guilty  by  themselves,  or  agents 
of  such  bribery,  and  no  committee  has  ev(^ 
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yft  comt  to  ittoh  a  roport  without  hearing 
couniel,  aod  eKaminlDg  witneates  on  both 
tidM,  in  confirmation  and  refutation  of  such 
charges.  That  in  the  inBtance  of  your  peli- 
tionera,  all  thew  safeguards  of  justice  have 
been  disregarded  and  set  aside,  and  your  pe- 
titioners, feeling  how  deeply  they  have  been 
aggrieved  in  being  condemned  without  proof, 
and  in  being  punished  without  conviction,  im- 
plore your  honourable  House  to  reconsider 
the  propriety  of  directing  a  new  writ  to  issue 
for  the  borough  of  Nottingham." 

Now,  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to 
tell  the  House  that  the  individuals  signing 
this  petition  were  parties  to  the  compro- 
Biiee?  At  the  last  election,  speaking  from 
recollectioD,  there  were,  he  believed,  529 
fotes  for  Sir  G.  Larpent,  627  for  Sir  J. 
C.  Hobhouse,  and  147  and  127  for  the 
Other  two  candidates  respectively,  showing 
an  aggregate  which  very  little  exceeded 
the  number  of  electors  whose  petition  he 
bad  presented,  and  who  declared  in  th^t 
petition  that  if  ftny  such  corrupt  compro- 
mise had  been  entered  iato,  they  were  ig- 
Boraot  of  its  nature,  and  in  no  respect  par- 
ties to  its  stipulations;  and  not  merely 
that,  but  that  they  were  no  parties  to  any 
of  those  corrupt  practices  included  in  the 
allegations  of  the  non.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Batb,  which  the  House  bad  been 
pleased  tbuf  far  to  sanction.  The  peti- 
tioners stete, 

"  That,  although  grievous  allegations  have 
been  made  against  your  petitioners  on  the 
score  of  gross  bribery  practised  at  the  last 
general  election,  no  proof  has  yet  been  ad- 
duced in  support  of  such  allegations;  but  that, 
nevertheless,  your  petitioners  have  been  con- 
demned to  the  deprivation  of  the  services  of 
ene  of  their  representatives  in  Pariiament 
without  having  bad  an  opportunity  afforded 
tjiem  to  make  any  defence  against  such  charges 
— a  course  of  proceeding  which  they  firmly 
but  respectfully  maintain  to  be  unknown  in 
the  history  of  Parliament  and  in  the  practice  of 
the  courts  of  law,  and  to  be  contrary  to  the  ira- 
i^tttable  laws  of  substantial  justice.  That  the 
law  of  the  land  regulates  the  issue  of  all  writs 
on  vacancies  occasioned  in  your  honourable 
House  by  deaths,  by  unjust  returns,  by  the  ac- 
ceptance of  office,  nnd  by  otjier  causes  which 
it  is  unnecessary  to  enumerate,  and  tliat  any 
new  restraint  upon  the  issue  of  such  writs  can- 
not be  legally  imposed  without  the  assent  of 
all  the  three  branches  of  the  Legislature.  That 
in  all  the  other  cases  in  which  your  honourable 
House  has  proceeded  against  boroughs  for 
gross  and  extensiye  bribery,  it  has  never  sus- 
pended the  writ  until  it  has  received  a  report 
from  one  of  its  own  select  committees,  declar- 
ing that  the  sitting  Members  had  been  guilty 
by  themselves  or  agents  of  such  bribery,  and 


port  without  hearing^  counsel  and  examining 
witnesses  on  both  Sides  in  confirmation  ana 
reftitation  of  sueh  charges.'* 

In  this  case  the  writ  bad  been  SMspeaded, 
not  by  any  order  of  the  House«  but  upog 
what  the  right  hop.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Devonport  called  3|  tacit  understand- 
ing.    His  right    hon.    Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  admitted — he  be- 
lieved he  ought  to  apologise  to  him  for 
using  the  word,  for  \%  was  a  full  and  free 
admission,  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  rather 
maintained  that   the  issuing  of  the   writ 
was  right,  and  ought  not  to  be  withhel4 
except  for  i^   reasonable  time,  and  upon 
ffood  cause  being  shown.    He  asked  the 
House,  then,  whether  he  was   not    en- 
titled, upon  the  lOtb  of  June,  to  ask  the 
Speaker  tp  take  the  necessary  steps  for  ia- 
suing  the  writ?  and  whether  a  reason- 
able time,  had  not  elapsed,  and  a  good 
cause  had  not  been  sliown )"  what  wm 
a  reasonable  time  was  a  question  which 
could    not     be    fixed   by    statute;    but 
must  be  left  to  the  feelipgs,  the  prin- 
ciples, and  the  judgment  ^f  the  House  to 
determine.    He  would  say  five  weeks,  evep 
on  the  report  of  a  committee  charging  a 
borough  with  corruption^  which  was  not 
the  c^ise  in  this  instance,  but  that  even 
then,  if  no  proceeding  had  been  taken  to 
disfranchise  the  borough,  five  weeks  would 
have  been  sufficient  time  to  have  been  al- 
lowed to  elapse  in  order  to  justify  t^ 
House  in  ordering  the  issue  ot  the  writ. 
Then  with  regard  to  *'  good  cause  being 
shown:"  the  hon.  and  )^ned  Gentleman 
himself  admitted  that  be  bad  as  yet  showa 
no  cause  for  the  suspension  of  the  writ,  al- 
though five  weeks  ago  he  alleged  that  a 
corrupt  compromise  had  been  entered  into 
bv  the  withdrawal  from  the  House  of  oqe 
or  the  hon  Members.    The  petitioners  alao 
stated  that 

<<TUey  likewise  submit  with  all  deferaa«e 
and  respect  to  your  honourable  Uouse,  that  the 
right  of  the  electors  of  Nottingham  to  their  writ, 
and  a  right  which  has  belonged  to  them  for 
some  centuries,  not  derived  from  the  House  of 
Commons^  and  therefore  not  to  be  taken 
away  by  the  House  ef  Comioons,  except  npon 
proof  satisfactory  to  both  Houses  of  Pariia- 
ment that  the  decCoii  have  ofiended  grienronely 
against  the  law,  and  have  therefore  individn- 
alty  and  c^HecUvely,  forfeited  their  title  to  this 
privilege,  which  is  and  mas^  be  exercised 
under  the  law." 

It  was  a  right  which,  he  cQu^ndiHl* 
could  only  be  properly  taken  awav  by  a 
bill,  that  bill  becoming  an  act  of  tne  en- 

'      'em 


BO  committee  has  ever  yet  some  to  sn^  a  re- .  tfre  Legisbtuce.  f^My^j^^Cf^y^f^ 


1437 


Writ  fir 


{June  10} 


NotHngham, 


14SS 


not  take  it  away  upon  the  allegation  of  an 
individual  member,  however  learned  and 
acute  he  might  be  ;  let  them  not  do  upon 
the  authoritj  of  one  man  that  which  they 
had  never  done  iiefore,  unless  upon  the  re- 
port of  a  committee,  supported  by  the 
•worn  evidence  which  was  taken  before  it. 
Upon  these  grounds  he  called  upon  the 
House  not  to  refuse  to  issue  a  new  writ 
for  the  borough  of  Nottingham.    To  with« 
hold  it  under  the  circumstances  he  had 
stated,  was  to  substitue  allegation  for  truth 
it  was  io  punish  without  trial,  and  even 
without   indictment  —  it  was  to  punish 
those  who  might  be  innocent  as  much  as  if 
aU  had  been  proved  to  have  been  guilty ; 
or,  admitting,  that  some  were  guilty,  it 
was  to  punish  one  hundred  innocent  men 
in  order  that  ten  might  not  escape.    He 
had  already  shown  that  1,257  of  the  elec- 
tors  were  no  parties  Io  the  alleged  com- 
promise, and,  moreover,  were  not  guilty 
of  those  corrupt  practices  to  which  that 
compromise  was  stated  by  the  hoo.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  to  have  been 
owing.     He  was  willing  to  admit,  if  a  le- 
gislative measure  involving  these  boroughs 
were  before  Parliament,  even  though  it 
shoold  not  have  proceeded  through  that 
House,  that  the  l^gal  right  of  those  parties 
might  be  suspends ;  but  as  he  felt  he  was 
asking;  finr  them  no  more  than  any  boo. 
Member  would  feel  himself  entitled  to  ask 
for  any  borough  whose  guilt  had  not  only 
not  been  proved,  but  whose  innocence  had 
not  been  suspected,  he  should  conclude  by 
moving,  that  the  Speaker  do  issue  his  war- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make 
out  a  new  writ  for  the  borough  of  Not- 
tingham   in    the    rooin    of   Sir    G.    de 
Hochepied  Larpent,  bart.,  who  since  his 
election  has  accepted  the  office  of  Steward 
of  the  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Mr.  6.  Knight,  in  seconding  this  mo- 
tion, said  he  had  no  interest  whatever  in 
the  matter,  except  the  natural  and  pardon- 
able interest  which  any  roan  may  be  sup- 
posed to  have  in  the  principal  town  of  the 
county  to  which  he  belongs.  He  consi- 
dered that,  except  in  cases  of  the  last 
necessity,  a  borough  had  a  right  to  receive 
the  writ,  when  a  vacancy  occurred  -  that 
it  was  no  light  matter  to  suspend  the  pri- 
vileges of  such  a  borough  as  Nottingham, 
and  to  keep  a  town,  containing  60,000 
inhabitants,  unrepresented  for  an  indefinite 
period.  And  what  are  the  grounds  upon 
Which  the  privileges  of  Nottingham  are 
suspended?  There  was  nothing  before 
.the  House  bot  the  Report  of  A)e  Commit- 


tee, and  the  Report  of  the  Committee  had 
neither  substantiated,  nor  even  brought  any 
charge  against  Nottingham.      The   rest 
was  all  rumour  —  reports  heard  in  the 
streets ;  and  were  the  privileges  of  Not- 
tingham   to    be    suspended    upon   such 
grounds  as  no  magistrate  would  think 
sufficient  for  detaining  the  humblest  of  her 
Majesty's    subjects  ?      And   upon    what 
principle  of  justice  was  the  writ  refused  to 
Nottingham,  when  it  had  been  granted  to 
Ipswich  and  Newcastle  7  Would  the  House 
let  off  those  against  whom  something  had 
been    proved,    and    punish    Nottingham 
against  which  nothing  had  been  brought 
forward  ?    How  would  the  public  be  able 
to  understand  transactions  of  so  partial 
and  cspriciousa  character?     He  did  not 
stand  there  to  defend  bribery.     It  would 
be  better  for  all  if  no  such  thinjg  existed. 
Bribery  was  the  very  reverse  of  charity : 
it  is  twice  cursed — it  curseth  him  that 
gives  and  him  that  takes ;  and  whatever 
might  have  been  the  amount  expended 
upon  the  last  election,  of  this  they  might 
be   sore,  that   every  farthing  of  it   was 
spent  in  drink  and  riot,  and  not  a  shilling 
of  it  remained  to  do  good  to  a  human 
being.     But  that  House,  in  its  eagerness 
to  pat  down  bribery,  ought  not  to  over- 
step  the  bounds   of  moderatioq.     The 
elective  franchise  of  a  borough  used  to 
be   considered   a   very  grave  matter — a 
matter  of  such  importance  and  value,  that 
that  House  had  always  been  slow  to  en- 
tertain any  motion  having  a  tendency  to 
destroy  that  privilege;    but  now  it  was 
quite  another  thing.     Now  because  the 
**  Simon  Pure"  of  that  House,  who  was 
constantly  telling  them  that  he  was  the 
only  honest  man,  it  chose  to  get  up  and 
put  a  string  of  the  most  irreeolar  and 
disorderly  interrogations  (such  interroga* 
tioos   as  he  trusted  that  House  would 
never  allow  to  be  put  again),  that  House 
had  been  frightened  out  of  its  usqal  course 
— seven  boroughs  had  been  trundled  at 
once,    most   unceremoniously,    into    the 
tittle  green  bag  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  and  indemnified  cul- 
prits were  invited   to  come  and  begrime 
them  with  anything  they  pleased.    He 
could  not  approve  of  such  reckless  and 
precipitate  proceedings — much  less  could 
he  approve  when  that  House  went  far- 
ther, and  condemned  by  anticipation— 
suspended  writs  without  a  tittle  of  evi- 
dence, and  vrhere  nothing  but  rurooarhad 
whispered  repreacb.    If  that  House  p^- 
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silted  in  so  indecent  and  unjnst  a  course, 
it  would  do  anything  but  raise  itself  in 
the  opinion  of  the  community  at  large. 
Agreeing,  therefore,  in  the  sentiments  of 
the  petitioners  that  the  withholding  of  the 
writ  was  unconstitutional,  unprecedented, 
and  that  it  tended  to  destroy  all  electoral 
rights,  he  most  cordially  seconded  the  mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  if  upon  the  statement 
which  I  made  to  this  House  I  had  asked 
the  House  to  suspend  the  writ  for  Not- 
tingham, then  the  appeal  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  me  would  have  been  pertinent ; 
but,  under  the  present  circumstances,  that 
appeal  might  be  described  by  a  much 
more  applicable  phrase.  What  was  done 
was  done  by  this  House,  and  with  the  ap- 

Erobation  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
ead  of  the  Government.  I  never  spoke 
upon  the  motion.  I  never  expressed  an 
opinion  upon  it.  Why,  therefore,  am  I  to 
be  assailed  by  the  virtue  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  and  the  supereminent  and  sub- 
lime virtue  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Not- 
tinghamshire ?  He  says  I  am  the  Simon 
Pure  of  the  House,  that  I  am  invariably 
telling  the  House  that  I  am  the  only 
honest  man  in  it.  I  ask,  is  that  a  true 
statement  ?  I  ask  him  to  say,  to  the  best 
of  his  knowledge,  have  I  ever  told  the 
House  that  I  am  the  only  honest  man  in 
it  ?  If  I  have  not,  what  is  the  value  of 
the  hon.  Member's  statement?  But  have 
I  ever  said  so  ?  [Mr.  O.  Knight :  Over 
and  over  again.]  I  suppose  it  was  the 
same  sort  of  virtue  which  induced  the 
hon.  Member  to  make  that  assertion  that 
compelled  him  to  cry  out  against  the 
Whig  Ministry  before  they  had  quitted 
office,  and  then  ingenuously  to  confess 
that  he  intended  another  thing.  That  was 
to  say,  when  he  cried  out  against  their 
liberality  he  only  meant  their  persons ;  it 
was  not  the  thing,  but  the  persons  he  dis- 
liked. The  hon.  Member  knew  very  well 
the  meaning  of  what  he  said,  although 
what  he  said  in  June  he  denies  in 
January ;  what  he  means  in  January  is  very 
different  from  what  he  said  in  June.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  and  I  put  it  to  all  the 
hon.  Members  sitting  on  the  same  Bench 
with  him,  whether  it  be  a  fair  statement, 
that  when  I  brought  forward  this  measure 
I  grounded  it  on  my  own  individual 
honesty  ?  I  said  nothing  of  myself.  What, 
then,  is  the  worth  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  ?    I  have  charged  certain  Mem- 


bers in  this  House  with  a  particular  pro* 
ceeding,  which  they  have  not  bad  the 
courage  to  deny.  Some  acknowledged 
it,  while  others  refused  an  answer ;  but  in 
the  case  of  Nottingham,  I  said,  that  a 
compromise  had  been  entered  into.  I  said, 
that  bribery  had  been  charged  against  the 
sitting  Members,  and  that  for  the  purpose 
of  avoiding  the  investigation  into  that 
bribery  it  was  agreed,  that  one  of  those 
Members  should  retire;  and  accordingly 
one  of  them,  on  the  very  night  of  the 
arrangement,  did  accept  the  Chiltem 
Hundreds.  What  said  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth? 
Why,  that  this  was  a  circumstance  pr^- 
nant  with  suspicion.  I  appeal,  therefore, 
not  to  that  sort  of  technical  know- 
ledge so  much  resorted  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford,  but  to  the  common 
sense  of  the  House,  in  justification  of  the 
course  I  have  pursued.  I  am  not  a 
casuist.  I  am  a  lawyer,  it  is  true,  but 
not  in  this  House.  In  this  House  I  am 
a  legislator,  acting  upon  that  sort  of 
knowledge  which  is  of  service  to  the  coun- 
try. What  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
say  ?  He  said,  that  this  was  a  case  preg- 
nant with  suspicion.  Now,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  University,  tells  as 
that  Sir  Somebody  Something  Larpent 
has  retired  on  account  of  ill-hedth.  That 
was  the  hon.  Mover's  account.  That  was 
what  he  said.  Will  he  repeat  it — will  he 
say  it  again  ?  I  say  he  retired  because  he 
wished  to  avoid,  not  my  question,  that 
was  not  it — but  an  investigation  into  a 
charge  of  bribery.  Now,  is  that  denied  ? 
What  said  the  right  hon.  Baronet  upon 
the  point?  Why,  he  told  us,  that  the 
case  was  so  pregnant  with  suspicion,  that 
he  thought  the  writ  ought  to  be  suspended. 
But  what  have  I  to  do  with  that?  Did  I 
speak  upon  the  question?  Did  I  vote 
upon  the  question  ?  When  I  heard  of  the 
circumstances  I  told  you  the  case  was  a 
case  of  suspicion,  and  yon  said  wisely, 
**  We  will  inquire  into  it."  But  I  see 
what  your  tactics  are  now.  I  see  per- 
fectly well  what  you  are  about.  It  is  to 
make  an  onslaught  on  me,  that  you  came 
down  to  this  House.  Perhaps  before  I  have 
done,  you  will  see  what  is  the  real  value  of 
your  onslaught?  Tell  me  fairly — what 
was  the  hon.  Member's  statement  ?  Was 
it  not  that  I  was  the  Simon  Pure  of  this 
House,  that  I  grounded  my  motion  not 
upon  public  principle,  but  on  a  statement 
that  I  was  the  only  honest  man  within 
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these  walls  ?    Now,  I  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber I  never  said  that.    I  never  spoke  sach 
words.    Then  how  am  I  mixed  up  with 
this  matter  ?    Why  am  I,  and  I  only,  to 
be  assailed  ?     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it 
— Oh,  I  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
shake  his  head ! — but  I  tell  him  I  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  it,  and  so  much  is  this 
the  fact,  that  knowing  the  motion  was  to 
come  on,  I  discussed  with  myself  yesterday 
what  course  I  should  take,  whether  I  should 
vote  or  not,  whether  I  should  speak  or 
not,  whether  I  should  be  present  or  not, 
and  the  consequence  was,  that  I  deliber- 
ately stayed  away.    Then  why  am  I  as- 
sailed ?  why  am  I  to  be  selected  for  special 
attack  t    I   repeat,  I  never  said  a  word 
about  Nottingham.      I  never  uttered  a 
sentence  against  issuing  a  writ  for  Not- 
tingham.    I  contented  myself  with  the 
conviction,  that  the  judgment  of  this  House 
was  sanctioned  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and   I   purposely  avoided  interfering,     I 
said  I  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it, 
and  I  kept  my  word.    Can  any  one  say  I 
have  interfered  ?    No.    Is  there  a  record 
in  this  House  of  my  interference?    No. 
Is  there  a  report  of  a  single  speech  I  have 
made  on  the  subject  ?    No.    Then  I  put 
it  to  the  hon.  Member — I  put  it  to  him  as 
an  honest  man,  can  he  say  that  I  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  it  ?    But  let  us  come  to 
facts.    Whilst  one  party  says  there  is  no 
proof  of  bribery  or  corrupt  compromise, 
another  party  allege  that  in  Nottingham  a 
foul  conspiracy  exists  to  cheat  the  people 
of  England,  to  cheat    the  independent 
electors  of  England,  to  cheat  them  by 
buying  with  gold  the  voices  of  the  peo- 
ple  of   that  borough.    ['*  Hear.'*]    Ay, 
hear,  hear,  hear.    We  know  what  that 
cry  implies.    We  know  that   there   are 
some  who    think  it  but    a  very   venial 
offence.    I  am  well  aware  that  many  of 
you  think  it  no  crime  so  to  impose  your- 
selves upon  the  people.     Wealth,  in  your 
estimation,  covers  a  multitude  of  sins; 
but  in  my  opinion  the  wealthy  brit>er,  whose 
sins  seem  covered  by  bis  gold,  is  much 
more  guilty  than  the  needy  bribed,  whose 
sin  is  created  by  the  influence  of  the  tempt- 
ing gain.    But  do  you  defend  bribery— -do 
you  shield  the  real  guilt?  And  then  I  want 
to  know,  where  is  your  tenderness  of  con- 
science ?    Is  it  the  rich  candidate  you  care 
for,  or  the  poor  elector  ?     For  whom  have 
you  such  soft  and  tender  sympathies  ?    I 
know  vott  tell  us  you  are  only  seeking  to 
uphold  the  privileges  of  the  people.    You 
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say  you  have  great  regard  for  the  people 
and  their  privileges ;  so  have  I.     And  my 
way  to  uphold  them  is,  to  prevent  their 
being  bought  and  sold  like  the  sheep  you 
bring  to  the  shambles.     I  have  a  great 
regard  for  those  privileges,  and  that  is  why 
I  brought  this  matter  under  the  notice  of 
the  House.     It  was  no  desire  to  sanctify 
immorality ;  it  was  no  desire  to  exculpate 
vice   that  influenced  my  conduct;  but 
standing  up  in  my  place,  I  thought,  and 
still  think,  that  I  was  best  doing  my  duty 
when  I  said,  **  You  and  your  rights  shall 
not  be  bought  and  sold  for  gold,  and  he 
who  attempts  to  perpetrate  such  an  ini- 
quity shall  be  fixed  and  crucified  before 
the  people."    That  was  my  design  before, 
that  is  my  desire  now ;  and  yet  between 
me  and  my  just  object  comes  the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Oxford   Uni- 
versity—he  comes  and   spreads  the  in- 
fluence of  his  name  over  the  cause— he 
comes  with  his  friend  beside  him  and 
attacks  me — I,  who  never  asked  for  the  sns« 
pension  of  the  writ — I,  who  up  to  this  time 
never  said  one  word  upon  the  subject,  and 
who  would  not  have  spoken  a  single  syl- 
lable now,  if  I  bad  not  been  so  pointedly 
alluded  to.    And  the  personal  reference 
of  one  of  those  speakers  I  must  say  I  con- 
sider to  have  been  couched  in  anything 
but  language  consonant  with  the  rules  of 
this  House.     He  is  a  Member  whom  I 
never  imitated  here.    I  may  safely  say, 
that  up  to-night  I  have  never  cared   to 
refer  to  him,  much  less  have  I  ever  conde- 
scended to  nickname  him.    I  ask  him, 
then,  how  he   reconciles  it  to  his  con- 
science to  nickname  me,  to  designate  me 
by  the  undeserved  appellation  of  Simon 
Pure?    [Laughter]    Aye,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber may  laugh.     If  I  chose,  however,  to 
exercise  that  sort  of  power  towards  him, 
perhaps  I  should  make  him  feel  very  un- 
comfortable.    But  what  I  say  is,  that  I 
have    done    nothing,    that  I  have   said 
nothing,  upon  the  subject  of  the  suspension 
of  this  writ.     I  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
I  appeal  to  him  if  I  have  said  one  word  or 
done  one  act  to  influence  his  opinion,  and 
I  ask  if  his  opinion  does  not  influence,  and 
deservedly  influence  this  House?     The 
right    hon.   Baronet     took  a    particular 
course  upon  this  subject.    My  course  has 
been    consistent     throughout.      I    voted 
against  issuing  the  Ipswich  writ,  and  I 
shall  now  vote  against  issuing  the  Notting- 
ham writ.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  saw 
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or  fancied  a  diflTerence  between  the  cases 
<^he  voted  for  issuing  the  writ  in  the  one 
case  and  suspending  it  in  the  other.  He 
sees  a  difference— I  do  not.  The  distinc* 
tion  he  fancies  has  no  influence  on  my 
mind ; — it  had  an  influence  on  his  mind, 
and  I  have  no  right  to  presume  otherwise 
than  that  he  acted  in  accordance  with  that 
influence*  But,  whether  inconsistent  or 
not,  T  see,  in  all  his  proceedings,  a  great 
regard  and  care  for  the  purity  and  the 
privileges  of  this  House:  and  it  is  not  for 
me  in  any  way  to  question  the  motives  of 
bis  conduct.  That  conduct  is  his  own — 
he  it  is  who  has  guided  this  House,  and 
the  responsibility,  such  as  it  is,  must  rest 
on  his  own  head.  If,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  and  his  Friend 
and  co-operator  in  this  matter  had  fairly 
considered  the  state  of  parties— if  they 
bad  only  reflected  who  guided  this  House 
— >if  they  had  been  disposed  to  act  fairly 
and  candidly  upon  such  reflection-^why, 
then,  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  might  have 
pointed  the  finger  of  reproach  at  the 
leader  of  their  own  party,  and  not 
have  trouUed  themselves  to  cross  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  attacking  me : 
the  responsibility,  1  say,  rests  with  him-^ 
you  have  acted  on  the  judgment  of  the 
fight  hon.  Baronet,  and  you  are  now,  it 
seems,  very  much  ashamed  of  what  yoo 
you  have  done. 

Mr.  G.  Knighth^id  not  intended  to  con* 
vey  anything  personally  oflensive,  by  styling 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  a  Simon  Pure. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  that  he  was 
never  inclined  to  shrink  from  any  respon- 
sibility that  properly  belonged  to  him. 
If  he  had  used  any  influence  on  the  mat- 
ter now  before  the  House,  he  roust,  at  the 
same  time,  state,  that  it  was  the  influence 
which  reason— and  reason  alone — gave 
him  ;  for,  as  he  had  before  said,  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  he  looked  on  questions 
of  this  sort  as  questions  solely  of  a  judi- 
cial nature,  and  he  never  intended  to  act 
with  regard  to  them,  under  any  other 
influence  than  that  which  his  own  reason 
supplied  with  reference  to  the  judicial 
merits  of  each  particular  case.  At  the 
same  time,  he  roust  also  state  that  he  felt 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  vote  he  had 
given  on  this  subject  when  it  was  pre- 
viously discussed,  and  that  he  intended 
to  give  a  vote  to  the  same  effect  upon  the 
present  occasion.  He  could  not  asy,  that 
ha  thought  it  would  be  at  all  satisfactory 


to  the  country,  that  they  should  lay  it 
down  that  the  result  of  an  investigation 
by  an  election  committee,  should,  in  all 
cases  be  perfectly  and  entirely  conclusive. 
When  the  House  appointed  a  comnittea 
to  inquire  into  or  decide  upon  a  queatioD 
appertaining  to  their  rights,  it  did  not 
follow,  that  they  also  parted  with  tha 
general  right  of  subsequent  inquiry ;  and, 
supposing  they  passed  a  measure  last 
Session,  for  the  more  effectual  checking 
of  bribery,  and  the  result  was,  that  inquiry 
was  evaded,  and  that  corrupt  com  promises 
were  entered  into,  it  surely  could  not  be 
satisfactory  to  the  nation,  that  the  mea- 
sures intended  to  be  remedial,  should  bo 
defeated  by  the  stoppage  of  inquiry  at  the 
point  where  the  compromise  commenced. 
It  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  any 
measure  of  such  a  description  was  intended 
to  close  the  House  against  the  more  geoe« 
ral  investigation.  He  had  said  before, 
that  he  thought  each  of  those  cases,  they 
being  all  of  a  judicial  nature,  ought  to  km 
treated  on  their  peculiar  merits.  Ha 
knew  the  imputations  to  which  the  ex* 
pression  of  this  opinion  would  subject  him 
irom  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  oppo* 
site  (Mr.  Roebuck),  as  well  as  from  others, 
but,  at  the  saaae  timet  he  did  not  sea  hoar 
they  could  otherwise  arrive  at  satisfactory 
conclusions;  indeed,  he  did  not  beaitatt 
to  say,  that  he  thought  it  quite  impoatibla 
to  apply  one  universal  rule  to  these  cases 
without  reference  to  the  evidence  in  eadi. 
He  now  came  to.  speak  of  the  cue  of 
Nottingham.  What  was  the  coarse  of 
proceeding  on  the  motion  for  the  isaoing 
of  the  new  writ  being  previously  submit- 
ted ?  The  House  had  determined  to 
appoint  a  committee  of  inquiry  into  certain 
alleged  corrupt  compromises  of  election 
petitions,  and  under  these  circumstances, 
it  was  stated  to  the  House,  that  the  pro* 
ceedings  before  the  Nottingham  commit- 
tee had  concluded,  and  that  they  had 
been  brought  to  a  close  in  consequence  of 
a  compromise  of  the  nature  deacribed.  It 
was  also  alleged,  that  there  had  been  ex* 
tensive  bribery  at  Nottingham,  and  that, 
ra  consequence,  lorther  inquiry  should  be 
made.  The  Nottingham  Election  Com. 
mittee,  almost  at  the  same  time,  reported 
to  the  House,  that  the  two  sitting  Mem- 
bers had  been  rightly  returned  as  repre- 
sentatives in  Parliament  for  the  borough; 
but  it  was  found  Che  very  next  day,  that 
one  of  those  hon.  Members  had  vacated 
bis  seal.    It  was  possiblei  that  ihm  oir* 
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comsUDce  mi|ht  be  aceounled  for.  It 
might  be  said,  as  had  been  hinted  to- 
night, that  that  boo.  Member  retired  in 
cootequence  of  iU-health.  ["  No,  no  !*'] 
If  that  were  not  meant  to  be  implied,  he 
did  not  quite  understand  why  any  refer- 
ence to  ill  health  should  bate  been  made 
at  alh  If  it  had  been  meant,  that  ill 
health  prevented  the  hon.  Member  from 
attending  the  House,  then  he  could  have 
understood  his  hon.  Fiiend  when  he  re- 
ferred to  it,  but  as  the  question  stood,  he 
must  set  aside  that  consideration.  Well, 
then,  he  understood  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  10  say  this  was  not  only  a  vacant 
aeatf  of  which,  indeed,  they  had  conclu- 
sive proof,  but  a  bond  had  been  given,  or 
else  a  sum  of  money  had  passed,  for  the 
purpose  of  insuring  the  return  of  another 
Member  for  Nottingham,  of  opposite  poli- 
tics to  the  hon.  Member  who  retired. 
Then  the  question  arose  of  issuing  the 
writ.  Why,  he  must  say,  that  under  these 
circumstances,  when  they  heard  of  4,000/. 
or  5,000/.  being  paid  or  received,  the 
meaning  of  which  was  to  obtain  and  in. 
sure  the  return  of  a  Member  of  opposite 
political  principles  to  the  Member  retiring 
-"^hen,  be  said|  he  beard  of  such  state- 
ments, be  must  say  he  thought  they  ought 
not  to  issue  the  writ ;  and  further,  that 
there  was  a  fair  cause  for  inquiry  by  the 
House ;  the  more  espeoially,  too,  as  the 
rights  of  the  electors  would  not  be  preju- 
diced. He  must  say  this,  that  to  find  a 
Member  seated  by  the  return  of  the  com- 
mittee, then  to  find,  that  there  was  a  re- 
tirement immediately  subsequent,  together 
with  an  allegation  that  a  sum  of  money 
had  been  paid«^finding  all  this,  he  must 
say,  that  he  retained  his  opinion,  that  it 
would  not  be  for  the  credit  of  the  House 
of  Commons  that  such  statements  should 
be  made  and  that  no  inquiry  should  be 
instituted.  On  that  principle  he  should 
give  his  vote  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  S.  Craufard  said,  that  he  consi- 
dered the  House  was  not  possessed  of  fair 
and  just  grounds  for  deciding  in  favour  of 
the  further  suspension  of  this  writ.  An 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the  al« 
leged  compromise  was  necessary,  but  the 
House  had  clearly  no  right  to  prevent  the 
return  of  a  representative  for  the  borough, 
and  least  of  all  ouglit  they  to  attempt  to  do 
so,  when  such  important  questions  were 
under  discussion,  as  those  now  before  that 
Hoiise.  If  be  thought  for  one  moment,  that 
the  issoing  of  tbe  writ  wovU  prevent  or 


throw  any  impediments  in  the  way  of  the 
inquiry,  be  should  be  the  last  man  in  that 
House  to  support  the  motion  for  issuing  it, 
but  as  he  did  not  think,  that  the  doing 
this  act  of  justice  to  the  electors  would  be 
attended  with  any  such  effect,  he  should 
give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  fVilliams  Wynn  said,  that  with  re- 
ference to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  University  in  the  ear- 
lier portion  of  his  speech  that  evening, 
taking  the  strict  right  of  the  law,  a  Mem- 
ber had  certainly  the  power  to  make  any 
motion  he  pleased  ;  and  even  if  the  repeal 
of  the  union  were  pressed  upon  them  for 
discussion,  there  would  be  nothing  irregu- 
lar in  the  proceeding,  though  it  was  very 
doubtful  how  far  the  House  would  agree 
to  it.  At  the  same  time,  however,  when 
the  House  had  once  shewn  its  disapproba- 
tion of  a  proposition  like  the  present,  it 
was  more  convenient,  more  in  accordance 
with  the  rule  of  the  House,  if  the  ordinary 
notice  were  given  of  the  intention  to  bring 
the  subject  under  discussion.  With  respect 
to  this  motion,  he  must  own,  that  it  seemed 
to  him  to  rest  on  exactly  the  same  ground 
as  when  it  was  previously  debated.  It 
then  appeared  to  be  the  general  sense  of 
the  House,  that  having  appointed  a  corn-* 
mittee  to  inquire  into  certain  allegations 
of  bribery  and  Corrupt  compromises,  it 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  appointment 
of  that  committee,  that  the  writ  should  be 
issued.  What,  then,  had  happened  since 
that  discussion  ?  Had  there  been  any  de- 
lay ?  Unquestionably,  there  had  been 
delay,  but  that  delay  was  caused  solely  by 
the  pressure  of  other  business,  which  the 
House  thought  of  more  urgent  importance. 
Certainly,  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  was 
not  responsible  for  the  delay,  for  he  had 
not  been  at  all  wanting  in  his  endeavours 
to  press  the  bill,  which  he  thought  essen- 
tial to  the  business  of  his  committee, 
whenever  an  opportunity  of  so  pressing  it 
had  presented  itself.  It  seemed  to  him, 
therefore,  that  the  question  resting  on 
precisely  the  same  ground  as  before,  very 
little  argument  was  requiicd  to  induce  the 
House  not  to  alter  the  decision  they  had 
previously  arrived  at.  He  had  heard  it 
objected  in  some  quarter,  that  the  allega- 
tions of  corrupt  compromise  were  not  of 
themselves  a  sufficient  ground  for  inquiry. 
There  was  a  case,  however,  which  occurred 
in  1725,  in  which  a  compromise  of  this 
nature  was  alleged,  and  after  an  examina- 
tion by  a  select  committee  of  election^  the 
3A2 


1447 


Wntfor 


{COMMONS} 


Nottingham. 


144B 


sitting  Member  was  expelled.  On  that 
occasion,  too,  the  House  only  by  a  very 
small  majority  rejected  a  resolution  which 
was  moved  having  special  reference  to  the 
case.  He  mentioned  this  circumstance, 
as  he  understood  it  had  been  said  by  some 
parties,  that  this  was  not  a  case  requiring 
such  a  proceeding. 

Colonel  RoUeston  begged  leave,  as  one 
of  the  electors  of  the  borough  of  Notting- 
ham, to  request,  both  in  his  own  name, 
and  in  the  name  of  the  greater  portion  of 
his  brother  electors,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  would  prosecute  this  inquiry  with 
the  utmost  assiduity  and  perseverance. 
Heavy  charges  had  bieen  made  against  the 
town — charges  which  had  caused  the  name 
of  Nottingham  to  become  a  by-word.  It 
was  due  to  the  electors,  and  he  demanded 
in  their  name,  that  those  charges  should 
be  sifted. 

Sir  R.  H.  Inglis  would  not  have  pre- 
sented himself  to  the  House,  had  it  not 
been,  that  he  had  been  misapprehended 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury.  He  had  not  referred  to 
the  letter  of  Sir  G.  Larpent  to  make  it 
appear,  that  illness  was  the  cause  of  that 
gentleman's  resignation  ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  had,  as  be  almost  feared,  with  tauto- 
logy, endeavoured  to  impress  it  upon  those 
who  heard  him,  that  he  did  not  attribute 
the  course  which  Sir  G.  Larpent  thought 
proper  to  adopt  to  ill-health  ;  but  he  had 
said,  that  owing  to  the  state  of  Sir  George's 
health  for  five  weeks  before  and  five  weeks 
after  the  period  alluded  to,  Sir  George  had 
not  been  able  to  attend  and  answer  the 
allegations  which  had  been  made.  He 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  would  excuse  him  for 
thinking,  that  the  arguments  used  by  him 
referred  more  to  the  case  of  the  candidate 
than  the  petitioners,  and  the  inquiry  could 
be  as  well  proceeded  with  if  the  writ  were 
issued,  as  it  would  if  it  were  withheld. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  said,  he  was 
no  party  to  the  case,  and  wondered,  that 
he  did  not  address  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
rather  than  address  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  on  the  subject.  Now,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had  been 
the  first  to  cry  out  '<  Mad  dog."  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  permitted 
himself  to  address  language  to  the  whole 
of  those  on  his  side  of  the  House,  and  to 
attribute  motives  to  them  to  the  imputa- 
tion of  which  some  of  them  were  not  liable. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 


Government  would  be  the  first  to  disown 
the  power  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  attributed  to  him,  and  but 
that  he  did  not  think  the  matter  sufficiently 
serious  he  would  have  called  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  order  when  he  stated 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  could  command 
him,  and  those  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House.  They  were  as  little 
willing  to  call  his  right  hon.  Friend  master 
as  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  himself, 
or  any  other  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
Though  no  person  could  be  more  sensible 
than  he  of  the  merits  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  who  had  so  frequently  obtained 
the  praise  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath,  he  would  never  consent  to  call 
his  right  hon.  Friend  master. 

Sir  R,  Peel  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
in  explanation.  The  argument  which  he 
used  was,  that  he  thought  the  present  case 
was  a  peculiar  one,  from  the  fact  of  its 
being  alleged  that  a  gentleman  who  agreed 
in  opinion  with  the  majority  of  the  con- 
stituency of  Nottingham  had  lodged  a  sum 
of  money  with  a  view  to  aid  the  return  to 
Pariiament  of  a  person  opposed  to  him 
and  his  constituents  in  opinion.  Such  ao 
allegation  was  so  important  that  it  would 
be  highly  desirable  to  have  its  truth  sifted, 
and  he  considered  that  it  was  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  constituency  themselves 
thoroughly  to  understand  the  nature  of 
the  transaction. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  41 ;  Noes, 
136;  Majority,  95. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
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TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Tufoell,  H. 


Witnesses  Indemnity  Bill.]  Mr. 
Roebuck  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Witnesses'  Indemnity  Bill.  The  crime 
about  which  they  were  inquiring  was  one 
that  could  not  be  committed  by  a  single 
person — there  must  be  the  briber  as  well 
as  the  bribed.  The  crime,  unfortunately 
too,  was  one  not  branded  by  society,  but 
rather  looked  upon  with  toleration.  It 
would  be  frequently  found  that  a  party 
would  be  willing  to  make  disclosures  as  to 
himself,  but  not  as  to  others.  Persons 
would  object  to  involve  their  friends,  and 
one  of  the  objects  of  the  bill  was  to  remove 
that  impediment  from  arriving  at  the  truth. 
The  inquiry  was  not  one  the  object  of  which 
was  vengeance  nor  punishment— it  was 
for  legislation.  They  wanted  to  know  how 
these  crimes  were  committed,  in  order  that 
they  might  hereafter  prevent  an  occurrence 
of  them,  through  legislation.  What  he 
wanted  was  a  thorough  and  searching  in- 
quiry. Two  objections  had  been  made  to 
the  present  bill ;  one  was  its  novelty,  the 
other  the  mischief  that  it  might  do.  The 
mere  novelty  was  not  so  strong  an  objection 
that  it  should  appear  insuperable;  and  then 
as  to  the  mischief,  he  certainly  could  see 
no  danger  in  the  House  granting  the 
powers  that  he  sought  for.  He  hoped 
they  would  be  granted,  in  order  that  the 
committee  might  search  to  the  bottom  of 
these  transactions.  If  they  were  not,  the 
inquiry,  he  feared,  would  be  truncated, 
and  not  give  that  satisfaction  which  it  was 
otherwise  calculated  to  produce. 

The  Attorney 'General  said,  the  present 
bill  went  far  beyond  all  other  precedents, 
and  was  fraught,  if  adopted,  with  consider- 
able danger.  The  first  clause  gave  a  power 
to  the  chairman  to  give  to  the  party  under 
examination  a  certificate,  stating  that  such 
person  had  made  a  faithful  disclosure,  and 
that  certificate  was  to  have  the  efiect  of  a 
complete  indemnity  with  respect  to  all 
things  that  either  he  or  she  had  beea 
examined  before  the  committee,  and  not 
going  beyond  that.  The  second  clause 
enacted  as  follows : — 

'<  And  be  it  enacted,  that  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  such  committee,  at  its  discretion,  to  make 
a  report  to  the  House  of  Parliament  by  which 
it  shall  have  been  appointed,  certifying  that 
any  witness  examined  by  or  before  it,  or  any 
person  touching  whom  evidence  shall  hai^ 
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been  given  t>ef<9re  it,  shall  be  saved  heriaiew 
from  all  proceedings,  end  suph  person  so  men- 
tioned in  such  leport  shall  be  apd  is  hereby 
freed,  indemnified,  and  discharged  of,  frpm, 
and  against  all  penal  actions,  forfeitures, 
punishments,  disabilities,  incapacities,  and  all 
criminal  prosecutions  which  he  or  she  may 
have  been  or  may  become  liable  or  subject 
to,  or  which  he  or  she  may  have  incurred  or 
may  incur  at  the  suit  of  her  Majesty^  her  heirs 
or  successors,  or  any  other  person  or  persons, 
for  or  by  reason  or  means  of  or  in  relation  to 
any  act,  matter,  or  thing  dop^  or  committed  by 
such  person  in  respect  of  or  connection  with 
or  compassing  of  the  withdrawing  or  of  having 
withdrawn,  compromised,  or  abandoned  any 
election  petition  or  petitions  relating  to  the 
boroughs  or  plaees  before-mentioned,  or  in 
anywise  relating  thereto,  or  to  any  bribery, 
corruption,  or  intimidation,  at  any  election  or 
elections  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliamenly 
at  any  tim^  vvha^oever.*' 

No  act  of  indemnity  before  this  had 
ever  gone  beyond  the  giving  indemnity 
to  the  witness  examined,  and  with  regard 
to  the  matter  upon  which  be  had  been 
examined.  The  present  bill,  however,  pro- 
posed to  give  to  the  individual  witness  an 
indemnity  on  every  matter  of  bribery  on 
every  other  *  election  whatever  that  he 
might  choose  to  give  evidence;  but  the 
bill  also  proposed  to  extend  the  indemnity 
to  individuals  who  did  not  give  evidence, 
but  who  might  be  naq^ed  in  the  report. 
He  opposed  the  bill  in  this  part,  because 
here  it  went  beyond  (he  established  prece- 
dents. On  the  other  parts  of  the  bill  he 
furrendered  his  own  opinion,  because  of 
the  established  precedents.  He  meant  to 
throw  no  other  impediment  in  the  way  of 
the  bill,  if  the  second  clause  were  removed. 
There  bad  been  very  few  bills  of  this  de- 
scription. The  fifst  was  in  1805,  upon 
the  impeachment  of  Lord  Melville.  In 
1819,  there  was  the  Barnstaple  case,  and 
then  the  Grampound  case— itD<l  then  fol- 
lowed Penrhyn,  Retford,  and  Stafford, 
and  then  came  this  case.  What  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  anxious  for, 
was  to  give  to  each  witness  the  motive  to 
tell  the  truth.  Let  them,  he  said,  do 
nothing  to  get  rid  of  that  protection  which 
the  law  gave,  that  no  man  was  bound  to 
criminate  himself.  The  law  justiQed  a 
man  in  protecting  himself,  but  not  iq  pro- 
tecting another.  If  they  gave  that  power,  it 
would  stamp  the  transaction  with  the  cha- 
racter of  bribery.  To  the  second  clause 
he  had  a  very  ^reat  objection,  and  after 
the  bill  had  been  read  a  third  time  he 
me^pt  to  propo9e  that  the  clause  be  ob- 


jected to  shoiil4  be  hUoq)^  91^  I  And  that 
being  done,  he  wished  his  boq.  ^nd  learned 
Friend  the  aupcess  that  he  bope(l  fpr,  al« 
though  be  owned  be  was  not  very  aangiiim 
on  the  subjeot. 

Sir  R.  H.  Inglii  laid,  the  preaenl  in<* 
stance  showed  that  bills  ought  net  to  be 
allowed  to  be  read  a  third  time  ffooi  anjf 
ponftideratiqns  of  personal  convenience. 
He  thought  tbe  pbjeotions  to  th^  bi|l  OQ|ht 
to  have  been  taken  at  an  earlk;r  pon^» 
He  objected  to  thin  bill  became  II  pro* 
posed  not  only  ta  indemnify   witoAises 
but   parties  also.     This  bill  would  have 
the  effect  of  promoting  a  betrayal  of  con- 
fidence between  a  principal  and  bis  agent. 
Would  not  theefieet  of  the  measure  pe,  if 
it  were  effectual,  to  eompel  an  boi|.  Mem- 
ber and  bia  aoljeitor  alsQ  to  diiolosa  mt^r 
ters,  which,  if  they  were  before  the  Court 
pf  Queen's  Beneh,  they  could  not  be  oom- 
pelled   to  disclose?     He  asked  this  be- 
cause he  understpod  that  the  object  pf  the 
hon.  Member  fpr  Bath  wa|  ipquiry,  not 
punishment.    He  thought,  tha|,  howeft^r 
good  the  object,  there  were  many  good 
pbjects  that  coi)ld  only  be  attaioaa  by 
means  so  bad  as  that  their  sueoess  weold 
be  very  dearly  purchased.     He  concarred 
jn  the  observations  of  bis  bon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attomey-f  eneral,  apd  be  bpp^ 
that  the  hpn,  Men^ber  for  Batb  would  ior 
liroate  hi^  intention  to  withdraw  bis  clause. 
Mr.  Hardy  could  not  give  bia  cpnseot 
(0  this  clause  of  the  bill.     He  thought  it 
going  too  far  to  Indemnify,  not  only  wit- 
nesses, but  also  to  identify  parties  r^pect- 
ing  whom  avid§(|ce  bad  been  ^iveh.  There 
was  apoth^r  objection,  and  it  was  tbi|» 
By  what  means  woold  iboy  pompol  tba 
witnesses  to  give  evidence  ?    Tbe  indem* 
nity  which  this  bill  proposed  was  wbea  the 
qommittep  reported  that  tbe  witi^ess  had 
given  true  and   faithful  evidence.     How 
would  the  witpess  bo  sure  that  tbe  com* 
mittee  wpuld  po  repprt,  and  wb^n  a  wilH^ 
went  before  the  epipmittee  ba  wOMld  still 
bave  a  right  to  object  to  answer,  op  tbe 
ground  that  his  answer  might  criminate 
himself.     In  1836  he,  in  conjunction  with 
the  late  Mr.  Ord,  then  a  Member  of  the 
late  Administration,  brought  in  a  bjll  which 
ooutained  a  clause  for  the  popppee  pf  dis** 
covering  bribery^     This  elapse  ine^  tba 
unanimous  conourrence  of  thai  Hense. 
But  the  bill  did  not  afterwards  pass  the 
House  of  Lords,  partly  on  account  of  the 
approaching  termination  of  the  Session. 
The  etfiKt  ef  t^gii|||ji|9V!W!)t)^t  «I»ey 
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Mr.  WilUamB  Wynn  objected  to  the  bill 
iDdemnifying  any  persons  whose  namea 
might  be  introduced  by  witnesses,  as  hav- 
ing been  connected  with  mai*practice8. 
The  indemnity  should  only  extend  to  pre- 
vent any  thing  said  by  a  witness  from 
being  made  use  of  against  himself.  He 
objected  to  the  second  clause. 

Mr.  Roebuck  would  save  the  time  of 
the  House,  by  at  once  acceding  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, the  Attorney-general,  and  wiih- 
drawing  the  second  clause. 

Mr.  Law  suggested  that  the  revealing 
of  confidential  communications  between  a 
client  and  a  professional  man  should  not 
be  allowed  to  be  attended  wiih  prejudicial 
consequences  to  the  latter. 

Mr.  C,  Buller  regretted  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  consented  to  withdraw  the 
clause.  It  was  for  the  dignity  of  the 
House  to  accompany  the  severe  proceed- 
ings which  it  was  about  to  institute  by  a 
general  indemnity  clause.  It  would  be* 
come  the  House  to  say,  that  as  they  were 
about  to  create  unusual  powers,  thosa 
powers  should  not  be  used  for  the  hurt  of 
aoy  persons ;  and  while  they  would  expose 
the  proceedings  of  late  elections,  they 
would  throw  around  those  concerned  in 
them  the  mantle  of  general  indemnity. 
He  thought,  that  parties  would  have  a 
right  to  complain,  if,  after  having  gone 
through  the  ordinary  legal  proceedings, 
tbey  should  be  subjected  to  a  fresh  in- 
quiry, of  which  the  consequences  might 
be  penal  proceedings,  to  which  in  the 
ordinary  couAe  of  law  they  would  not 
hate  been  subjected.  The  object  of  the 
bill  was  to  prevent  any  such  proceedings ; 
and  when  tbey  made  these  inquiries  for 
objects  of  public  utility,  tbey  should  put 
their  intentions  above  the  imputati(m  of 
malignity  or  extraordinary  severity. 

Mr.  Darby  thought  that  the  effect  of 
tha  bill  would  be  to  make  people  join  to 
impede  the  law,  and  that  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  injuring  the  good  which 
would  be  otherwise  done  by  the  Bribery 
Bill  before  the  House.  It  was  quite  a  new 
principle  to  introduce  an  indemnity  bill 
for  the  purpose  of  legislation  without  af- 
fecting any  individual.  Thinking  that 
the  bill  would  not  elicit  truth,  but  that  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  creating  evidence 


abould  be  able  to  compel  everjr  one  who 
might  be  called  on  to  give  evidence  in 
an  inquiry  respecting  bribery.  The  clause 
provided,  that  after  the  passing  of  that 
act  nobody  should  be  entitled  to  object  to 
be  examined  ai  a  witness,  or  to  answer  any 
qoestionsj  either  before  that  House  or  a 
oommittee  of  the  House,  on  the  ground 
that  his  doing  so  might  criminate  himself; 
and  the  clause  further  provided,  that  any 
answer  so  given  oould  oot  afterwards  be 
used  egainst  the  witness,  unless  upon  a 
prqaectttion  for  perjury.  He  thought  that 
a  provision  of  this  kind  would  answer  all 
the  purposes  of  justice,  and  would  be  more 
effectual  than  the  bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath.  The  bill  did 
not' stop  at  giving  indemnity  to  witnesses, 
but  extended  it  to  ail  whom  their  evidence 
might  implicate,  and  this  he  thought  a 
monstrous  provision. 

Mr.  0*Cann$ll  could  not  go  with  the 
bill,  as  far  as  the  second  clause  relieved 
persons  from  prosecution  against  whom 
witnesses  might  have  given  evidence  as 
having  been  concerned  in  briberv,  and  he 
would  recommend  his  hon.  Friend  to  with- 
draw the  clause.  He  would  take  this 
opportunity  of  protesting  against  that 
leaning  of  the  legal  mind  which  he  had 
heard  exhibited  m  favour  of  what  was 
considered  to  be  a  sound  legal  maxim, 
which  prevented  people  from  answering 
questions  which  might  tend  to  criminate 
themselves.  It  was  a  principle  unknown 
in  any  system  of  jurisprudence  except  that 
of  this  country.     He  did  not  know  one 

Srinciple  so  well  calculated  to  prevent  the 
iscovery  of  criminality.  Lord  Denman 
had  laid  it  down,  that  any  fact  which 
might  connect  itself  with  anything  which 
had  a  tendency  to  criminate  the  witness 
might  be  concealed*  An  instance  occurred 
last  year  of  the  baneful  efiects  to  the  ends 
of  Justice  of  the  maxim  in  question  on  a 
trial  in  the  House  of  Lords.  An  objection 
was  made  by  counsel  on  that  ground. 
What  was  the  effect?  Why,  that  that 
which  all  knew  to  be  a  fact,  which  occurred 
in  the  presence  of  twenty  people,  could 
not  be  proved  by  reason  of  this  maxim. 
Could  there  be  a  more  glaring  instance  of 
the  menifeat  injustice  of  the  operation  of 
the  principle^  He  was  not  in  favour  of 
any  mode  of  compelling  witnesses  to  make 
disclosures*  he  simply  protested  against   against  parties  who  must  necessarily  be 


the  pinciple  of  their  bemg  allowed  to  evade 
justice  on  the  ground  that  their  testimony 
would  crimtASta  themselves* 


absent  when  that  evidence  was  given-^ 
under  all  these  circumstances,  believing 
that  the  bill  was  an  anomaly,  tf^^Mfr^ff fi» 
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be  of  little  or  do  use,  he  would  oppose  the 
third  reading, 

Mr.  Watson  said,  that  if  the  investiga- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  was  to 
be  carried  on,  they  must  examine  wit- 
nesses connected  with  bribery,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  carry  on  that  in* 
▼estimation  unless  they  provided  indem* 
nity  against  the  evidence  which  witnesses 
were  to  bear  before  the  committee.  But 
there  was  one  observation  which  seemed 
to  be  lost  sight  of  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  Witnesses  were  not  to  be  indem- 
nified in  giving  evidence,  but  it  was  to  be 
in  the  discretion  of  the  committee  to  grant 
to  the  witness  a  certificate,  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  screening  him  from  pro- 
secution, and  therefore  it  would  be  only 
cases  in  which  the  witness  had  given  fair 
and  true  evidence,  that  the  indemnity 
would  be  granted.  As  regarded  the  se- 
cond clause,  he  did  not  deem  it  very 
highly  important,  whether  or  not  it  should 
pass,  but  there  were  reasons  why  it  should. 
With  respect  to  the  suggestion  which  had 
been  thrown  out  with  reference  to  evidence 
given  by  attorneys,  it  should  be  recollected 
that  such  evidence  was  often  given  by 
consent  of  their  clients,  and  he  thought 
that  persons  giving  such  consent,  should, 
in  such  cases,  be  indemnified. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Amendments  made — Bill  passed. 

Customs'  Acts.  The  Tariff.]  On 
the  question  that  the  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair,  to  go  into  a  committee  on  the 
Customs'  Acts, 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  to  a  vote  which  the  House 
had  come  to  in  his  absence,  opposing  a  re- 
duction of  duty  upon  cotton,  and  to 
another  and  a  similar  vote,  opposing  a  re- 
duction of  duty  on  wool — two  articles  of 
raw  material.  The  decision  of  the  House 
on  these  points  he  considered  to  be  con- 
trary to  the  principles  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  when  he  stated  his 
anxiety  generally  to  relieve  from  duty  as 
much  as  possible"  articles  of  raw  material, 
and  he  would  submit  that,  whatever 
amount  of  money  might  be  raised  as  duty 
on  these  substances,  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion for  consideration,  whether  Govern- 
ment would  not  lose  more  by  a  diminution 
in  the  Excise  and  Customs  revenues  paid 
on  the  articles  consumed  by  the  labour- 
ing  classes*    Many   branches  of  trade 


were  altogether  lost  by  being  under-sold 
to  the  amount  of  only  4  or  5  per  cent. ; 
and,  he  trusted,  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  take  the  cases  to  which  he 
had  alluded  under  his  consideration. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  had  proposed  ao 
Income-tax  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  a 
surplus  revenue,  and  be  could  not  look  at 
the  subject  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber exclusively  with  reference  to  those 
considerations  upon  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  touched.  He  could  not  consent 
to  sacrifice  the  revenue, — nearly  800,000/. 
derived  from  the  duties  on  raw  cotton  and 
wool. 

House  in  committee. 

Schedule  13  agreed  to. 

The  proposed  rates  of  duty  on  the  two 
first  articles  in  schedule  14,  relating  to 
silk,  namely,  '*  knubs  or  husks  of  silk,*^ 
and  **  raw  silk/'  were  also  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  duty  on  raw 
silk  not  dyed,  singles  be  \d.  the  lb. 
Thrown  silk,  not  dyed,  viz.,  singles,  tram, 
organzine,  or  crape  silk ;  dyed,  viz.,  sin- 
gles, or  tram,  organzine,  or  crape  silk. 

Mr.  Orimsditch  objected  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  duty,  that  it  might  produce  great 
incontenience  in  this  branch  of  the  British 
manufactures.  He  should  move  to  leave 
the  duties  as  they  stood  at  present,  which 
did  not  amount  to  a  protection  exceeding 
more  than  5  per  cent.  As  he  considered 
his  proposition  was  founded  in  a  just  re- 
gard for  the  large  amount  of  capital  em- 
barked in  throwing  mills,  he  should  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  it.  He  there- 
fore moved  that  the  blank  be  filled  up 
with  Is.  &d. 

Mr.  Brocklehursi  seconded  the  motknii 
and  said,  it  was  a  bad  thing  to  reoogniae 
the  principles  of  free-trade  with  respect  to 
the  manufacture  of  silk  alone  before  they 
were  generally  introduced.  The  adoption 
of  Mr.  Husldfflon's  plan,  as  applied  to  that 
manufacture,  had  had  a  most  mjurious  ef- 
fect on  the  wages  of  the  work  people  which 
had  been  reduced  one-half.  He  believed  if 
that  plan  were  followed  out  as  now  pro- 
posed, it  would  finally  cause  the  total  ruin  of 
the  silk  manufacture  in  this  country.  Free- 
trade  might  under  certain  circumstances 
be  beneficiali  but  the  silk  trade  in  this 
country  had  always  been  a  protected  trade» 
and  the  diminution  of  the  protection  which 
had  already  been  made,  had  almost  ruined 
one  large  branch  of  it,  that  depending  chiefly 
on  manual  labour.  The  hand-loom  weavers 
in  the  silk  trade  were  in  a  state  of  great 
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destitution.  On  these  accounts  he  should 
cordially  support  the  motion  of  his  hon* 
Colleague. 

Mr.  M.  Attwood  thought  this  particular 
reduction  on  thrown  silk  did  not  carry  out 
the  principles  of  the  tariff,  the  present  pro- 
tection was  a  reasonable  one.  He  would 
take  upon  himself  to  say,  that  since  the 
adoption  of  free-trade  principles  with  re- 
gard to  the  silk  trade,  no  improvement  in 
the  machinery  for  silk  manufacture  had 
been  made.  The  Jacquard  loom  was  not 
introduced  by  Mr.  Huskisson's  measures  ; 
it  had  been  in  use  long  before.  The 
quantity  of  silk  worked  op  had  undergone 
no  increase^  and  since  that  trade  had  been 
subjected  to  the  curse  of  free-trade  theo- 
riesy  they  had  seen  only  one  solitary  silk 
mill  erected  through  the  length  and  the 
breadth  of  the  land.  Here,  then,  was  a 
trade  which  had  gone  on  flourishing  for 
years  under  the  benumbing  influence,  as  it 
was  termed,  of  a  protective  system ;  and 
which  had  been  no  sooner  subjected  to  the 
experiments  and  theories  of  modern  poli- 
tical philosophers,  than  its  prosperity  was 
arrested ;  no  more  foreign  silk  was  intro- 
duced and  worked  up,  and,  with  one  soli- 
.tary  exception,  no  silk  mill  had  been  since 
then  erected  throughout  the  country.  No 
doubt  the  late  Secretary  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  the  clerks  of  the  Customs, 
bad  stated  before  the  Import  Duties  Com- 
mittee that  the  silk  trade  had  improved ; 
but  it  would  have  been  more  discreet  in 
them  to  have  said,  that  they  were  not  com- 
petent to  answer  those  questions,  and  that 
the  proper  source  of  information  was  the 
silk  manufacturers  themselves.  The  most 
influential  of  them  had  been  examined 
before  the  committee  of  1832,  and  they 
had  described  the  ruinous  effect  entailed 
upon  the  silk  trade  by  Mr.  Huskisson's 
measure  of  1826.  They  were  removing 
prohibitory  duties  at  a  time  when  foreign 
powers  were  adopting  an  entirely  different 
policy.  What  was  America  doing?  What 
was  France  doing  ?  The  conduct  of  the 
American  Government,  and  the  feelings 
of  the  American  people,  were  exhibited  in 
a  speech  of  Mr.  Clay,  in  which  he  said, 
that— 

'*  His  experience  had  led  him  to  defend  a 
large  protection  to  native  indastry— that  free- 
trade  was  a  splendid  vision  of  philosophers, 
but  a  vision  practically  repudiated  by  all  the 
nations  of  the  world,  and  that  the  advance 
which  America  had  made  in  free-trade  prin- 
ciples, bad  been  the  cause  of  her  commercial 
fuiure.'? 


He  did  not  understand  the  ground  upon 
which  this  reduction  of  the  duty  upon  silk 
was  proposed,  and  he  should  certainly  vote 
against  it. 

Mr.  Oladsione  would  not  follow  the 
hon.  Gentleman  through  all  the  remarks 
which  he  had  made,  but  would  simply  re- 
fer to  the  effect  which  the  present  pro- 
posal would  be  likely  to  have  upon  the  silk 
trade.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  strongly 
condemned  the  policy  which  Mr.  Huskis- 
son  had  pursued ;  and,  in  support  of  his 
argument,  had  compared  the  prices  of  two 
years  under  the  prohibitory  and  under  a 
more  free  system.  But  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  the  years  1825  and  1826, 
which  were  known  to  have  been  years  of 
extraordinary  speculation.  Upon  the 
flgures  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
himself  quoted,  he  had  made  out  no  case 
against  the  present  motion.  With  regard 
to  it,  it  would  be  admitted  that  a  sufficient 
protection  was  now  given  to  the  throwsters 
of  England,  in  comparison  with  the  quan- 
tity of  raw  silk  imported,  as  was  proved  by 
the  fact  that  the  quantity  of  thrown  silk 
imported  had  been  gradually  diminishing 
from  345,0001bs.  to  252,0001bs.  The 
throwsters  themselves  had  come  forward, 
and  supported  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
thrown  silk,  provided  the  system  of  deben- 
tures was  done  away  with.  In  fact,  under 
the  proposed  change,  the  uniform  duty  of 
If.,  without  the  system  of  debentures, 
would  be  a  protection  fully  equal  to  the 
present  duties,  which  varied  from  U.  6d. 
to  3«.  6d.  per  lb.  with  it.  By  imposing  a 
moderate  auty  on  thrown  silk,  they  would 
place  themselves  in  a  more  favourable  po- 
sition for  entering  into  engagements  with 
foreign  countries  as  to  the  importation  of 
raw  silk.  The  present  proposal  was  no 
diminution  of  duty,  but  it  was  a  duty  levied 
in  an  eqaally  effective  and  far  more  con- 
venient manner. 

Mr.  Attwood  had  picked  out  no  parti- 
cular years  for  his  argument.  He  had 
taken  the  general  state  of  the  trade  before 
and  after  Mr.  Huskisson's  proposal. 

Mr.  Gladstone  thought,  notwithstanding 
the*  remark  of  the  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven, that  he  had  not  dealt  fairly  with  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  had  rested  his 
argumenu  on  the  years  of  such  extraordi- 
nary speculation,  that  one  manufacturer 
then  put  an  advertisement  in  the  public 
papers  offering  employment  to  1000  ad- 
ditional hands. 

Mi^rocklehurst:  5^000  additional  band^ 
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Mr.  GMfUme:  I  am  obUged  to  the 
^.  G^Ptlemaft  for  oonfirming  uni  ex* 
t«ii4i9g  my  8t9tement. 

Mr.  Brocklehurst :  Though  tber^  wa9 
an  ady^niseiQ«nt  for  5j000,  it  wcui  aot  hand 
fi4s^%  WW  put  forth  for  effect,  «nd  in 
cgDaMuence  qf  sonie  differences  whi^h  that 
mmufftctttrer  had  bud  with  his  m^n.  Mr. 
Huskisson  knew  the  facts  to  he  so,  al« 
though  hq  gave  tb^m  to  the  Hou9e  in  the 
manner  just  »tated  bj  the  ngbt  hop. 
Vice-president  of  th^  Board  of  Trado.  I 
inforoied  Mr.  Huski*o»  of  the  real  cir- 
cumstances of  that  case,  yet  he  came  down 
to  the  House  and  mad^  a  statement  wholly 
contranr  to  the  information  which  he  had 
received.  I  never  before  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  mentioning  this  in  publiC|  and  I 
gladly  avail  myseli  of  the  present  occasion, 

Mr,  G  Intone  reef  ratted,  that  the  rules 
of  order  jn  that  House  did  oot  prpbibit 
tbos^  (^rms  of  cepsure  regarding  the 
dead  which  could  not  be  us«d  with  re- 
ference to  the  living,  It  filled  him  wiib 
surprise  tQ  learn  that  an)  bon.  Member  ip 
that  House  should  consider  the  proposed 
duty  an  insufficient  protection.  He  cer- 
tainly should  reiift  the  present  motion^  or 
aqy  other  which  went  to  increase  protection. 

Mri  Struit  prgtested  against  the  dpc 
tripei  both  of  the  hon.  Meoiber  for  Mac* 
cleffield  and  of  the  bop.  Member  for 
Whitehaven.  They  recommended  the  re. 
peal  of  J^r.  Huski9son'9  measurc^y  and  a  re- 
currence tp  the  old  protective  system.  To 
such  a  change  the  constituency  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent  would  look 
with  dismay.  The  manufacturers  with 
whom  he  was  best  acquainted  desired  no 
such  protectiona  as  tbo^e  pqw  proposed ; 
all  that  thev  wented  was,  that  the  Legisla^ 
turesboulado  them  justice  in  other  re- 
spects. There  had  been  considerable  im- 
prpvemepts  in  machinery  for  throwing  silk ; 
and  as  an  illustration  or  that  fact  he  might 
mention  one  CurioMS  circumstance*  A  very 
large  silk  mill  wfts  first  erected  in  Perby 
by  Sir  Thomas  I<ombe,  who  received  a 
patent  on  condition  that  he  should  lodge 
a  model  of  his  mill  in  the  Tower  Qf  Lon- 
don, where  it  bftd  remained  to  the  present 
day.  The  mechanism  of  that  mill  was  of 
the  most  barbarous  descriptipn,  %nd  in  the 
course  of  years  it  became  a  mere  curiosity 
—  a  memento,  ip  fact,  of  the  great  inferio- 
rity of  the  machinery  of  bygone  days.  And 
what  effect  did  the  measure  of  Mr,  Huskis- 
son  produce  ?  The  old  and  inferior  ma- 
chinery mm  (praiJwUy  swept  gw^y,  wd  a 


new  and  improved  kind  was  brougbt  inil 
operation,  by  whieb  a  greater  quantity^ 
silk  was  thrown,  and  more  pro6ta  realised. 
However  it  might  suit  sont  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  sneer  at  politioal  toonomists,  and 
those  who  were  called  *'  reformers  of  miff 
eommeroial  laws,'^  he  must  say,  that  he 
knew  of  no  higbtr  and  prouder  oharaeter 
that  a  British  statesman  oould  onjoy  than 
that  of  being  a  reformcF  of  our  oororoercisl 
code.  With  roapact  to  the  duty  on  thrown 
silk,  he  must  oooflsss,  that  althavg h  ha 
was  frequently  in  eorrespondenoe  with  his 
oonstituents,  not  one  of  them  had  yat  exf 
piassad  the  slightest  ofajeetion  or  disap* 
probatioo  of  this  proposition  of  the  Oo« 
vornment.  But  while  they  did  not  objaot  to 
the  principles  of  free-trside  being  applied 
to  their  own  eaae,  they  otrtatnly  felt  tbem« 
selves  treated  hardly,  and  with  oryiaf 
injustice,  because  the  sane  priociplea 
which  were  applied  to  their  trade  were  nol 
at  the  same  time  applied  to  those  romme« 
ditiea  which  they  consumed  and  upoa 
which  they  subsisted.  They  asked  only  a 
fair  field  and  no  favour ;  they  were  ready 
to  compete  with  foreigners  upon  equal 
terms,  iMit  they  said  **  Do  not  permit  the 
grou  injustice  of  acting  upon  perfectly 
different  principles  when  you  are  deaiiag 
with  those  articles  of  eonsumptton  without 
which  we  cannot  live/* 

The  committee  divided  on  the  qoestioa 
that  theblank  be  filled  with  li.:^Ayeai{4Qs 
*^Noea  23  :-p^MajoFity  218. 
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Miteiilie,  H. 
HJiHjh?ll,T,A. 
JVlorgan,  0. 
Morris,  D. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Morrison,  J. 
Murray,  A. 
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N^wrv,  Viact. 
ff  i^boil,  rt.  hoa.  J, 
^orreys,  Lor4 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  C. 
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O'Brien,  W.  8. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H, 
Pack©,  C,  W. 
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Paget,  Loi4  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pecbell,  Capt. 
P«el,  rt.  bn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Philips,  a  R. 
Plumrids;e,  Capt. 
Pollifigtoo,  Visct. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
PnoCbaroa,  E. 
Piyse,  P. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
|tepton,G.  WfJ. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rolle^ton,  Cq|. 
Rose,  right  Uoo*  Sir  0. 


Round,  C.  a 
Round,  J. 
Rurobold,  C.  E. 
Bundle,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Ruaael),  J.  D.  W. 
Ryder,  boi|,  G.  D. 
S^ndersoUi  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shaw,  rt*  hon.  F. 
Sbeppard,  T. 
Shirley,  £•  J. 
Shirley,  E,  P. 
Smith,  J.  A* 
Smith,  rt.  hpn.  R.  V, 
Somerset,  Lord  G, 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stansfteld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W,  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  J, 
Strutt,  R. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hop.  H.  M. 
Taibot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tanered,  H.  W. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompsan,  Aid. 
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Afnsworth,  P. 
Attwood,  M. 
Bnekley,  R. 
Copelaad,  Aid. 
Dfirby,  Q, 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Fielden,  J, 
Grimston,  Viset. 
HMferd,  H. 
Heatbcaat,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hiqde,J.{l. 


Kemble,  H. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Palmar,  O. 
SandoajViaat. 
Sibtborp,  CoL 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Wilbraham,  bn. 
Williams,  W. 
Wodebonae,  E. 

TELLBas. 
ProobUbarstiJ, 
Gitiaaditob,T. 


R.B. 


Blank  filled  with  1«. 

On  the  qaeation  that  plain  ailk  or  aatia 
be  adfpitted  at  a  dpty  of  11«,  per  lb.,  or, 
at  the  option  ef  the  officer  of  costomf,  at 
25  per  cent,  ad  vahrem. 

Dr.  Bawring  objected  to  the  proposed 
amount  of  duty,  and  aai^,  that  (he  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  himself  ad- 
mitted that  a  doty  of  90  per  eent.,  would 
afford  ample  protection.  This  article  was 
not  dealt  with  on  the  same  principle  as 
other  articles  in  the  tariff,  becaofe*  tn 

S»iqt  of  fact,  the  old  doty  w^s  to  remain, 
e  considered  this  impolitic  on  many 
grounds,  and  thought  that  it  would  have 
the  eflfbct  of  encouraging  smuggling. 
During  the  last  twelve  ye^rs,  silk  ma- 
Dufhctures  from  Prftnee  of  the  Ti^tte  of 
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12,130,000^.  had  obtained  admission  into 
this  country,  while  on  1,875,000/.  worth 
of  it  only  had  the  duty  been  paid.  This 
prored  the  disadvantage  of  high  duties, 
and  he  could  only  say,  that  in  this  respect^ 
this  country  did  not  reciprocate  as  they 
ought  with  foreign  countries.  He  moved, 
as  an  amendment,  that  foreign  manufac- 
tured silk  goods  should  only  pay  an  ad 
valorem  duty  of  20  per  cent. 

Sir  R,  Peel  could  not  deny  that  the 
proposed  duty  upon  manufactured  silk 
was  high,  and  admitted  that  great  advan- 
tages would  result  from  a  reciprocal  com- 
mercial intercourse  between  this  country 
and  France.  He  trusted,  however,  that 
looking  to  the  state  of  the  negotiations 
pending  between  France  and  England, 
the  House  would  not  press  the  Govern- 
ment too  hastily  upon  this  point,  Eng- 
land had  made  offers  to  France  which  be 
believed  would  not  only  be  attended  with 
great  pecuniary  and  commercial  advan- 
tages to  both  countries,  but  would  also 
tend  to  allay  those  unfortunate  differences 
which  of  late  years  had  grown  up  between 
them.  A  proposition  highly  advantageous 
to  both  countries  was  made  some  time 
ago,  but  had  not  yet  been  acceded  to  by 
France ;  and  he  very  much  doubted  whe- 
ther, if  the  House  now  went  too  far  upon 
a  principle  which  abstractedly  was  very 
good  in  itself,  and  gave  to  French  pro- 
ductions the  advantage  of  a  readier  ad- 
mission into  this  country,  there  would  not 
be  danger,  looking  to  the  present  feeling 
of  France,  that  the  advantage  of  a  recip- 
rocal admission  of  English  manufactures 
into  that  country  would  be  postponed. 
The  present  Government  had  expressed 
its  readiness  to  carry  out  the  treaty  pro- 
posed by  its  predecessors.  France  had 
not  yet  acceded  to  it.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  press  propositions  of  the  cha- 
racter just  submitted  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bolton.  It  would 
not  be  vkII  to  make  concessions  to  France, 
until  an  equivalent  could  be  obtained  from 
ber. 

Mr.  Labouchere  thought,  that  in  the 
present  state  of  our  commercial  relations 
with  France,  the  House  would  exercise  a 
sound  discretion  in  leaving  this  question 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  A  treaty 
had  not  only  been  in  negotiation  between 
the  two  countries,  but  as  far  as  the  com- 
mercial part  of  it  was  concerned,  had  been 
actually  agreed  to.    The  terms  of  the 


treaty  had  been  submitted  to  no  less  than 
three  governments  of  France,  that  of 
Count  Mole,  M.  Thiers,  and  M.  Guizot, 
and  up  to  a  certain  point  had  been  agreed 
to  by  each,  but  unfortunately  had  ulti- 
mately been  rejected  by  all,  solely  on  ac- 
count of  the  political  differences  which 
had  arisen  between  the  two  countries.  In 
truth,  the  difficulties  interposed  to  the 
ratification  of  the  treaty  were  purely  po- 
litical— there  was  no  difficulty  or  obstacle 
upon  the  mere  commercial  part  of  it.  He 
understood  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  he  was  prepared  to  adhere  to  the 
treaty  as  left  by  the  late  Government; 
but  that  the  government  of  France  bad 
not  yet  acceded  to  it.  In  this  state  of 
things,  it  would  be  a  pity  that  the  House 
should  interfere.  Though  he  thought 
much  advantage  would  result  from  a  re« 
duction  of  the  duty  on  French  manufac- 
tured silk,  he  should,  upon  the  present 
occasion,  unite  with  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net in  resisting  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bolton.  He 
would  take^that  opportunity  of  stating  that 
although  he  thought  the  Government  of 
England  would  be  perfectly  right  in  enter- 
ing into  a  commercial  treaty  with  France, 
stipulating  for  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
certain  articles  of  our  manufactures  in  re- 
turn for  a  similar  reduction  of  duty  on 
certain  articles  of  French  manufactures, 
he  yet  hoped  that  our  Government 
would  be  cautious  how  they  pushed  the 
principle  too  far^  He  thought  it  would 
be  most  inexpedient  for  this  country  to  tie 
itself  up  too  much  by  engagements  to 
other  countries,  in  respect  to  the  precise 
amount  of  customs  duties  to  be  levied 
upon  particular  articles.  He  was  the 
more  anxious  to  say  this,  in  consequence 
of  something  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  other  evening,  in  the 
debate  on  the  sugar  duties.  He  hoped 
that,  in  reference  to  such  an  article  as 
sugar,  upon  which  so  great  a  portion  of 
our  revenue  depended,  the  Government 
would  be  cautious  how,  in  entering  into 
any  treaty  with  other  countries,  they  bound 
themselves  to  levy  any  specific  and  posi- 
tive amount  of  duty* 

Mr.  Hume  agreed  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  that  it  would  be  very  de- 
sirable to  reduce  the  duty  on  manufac- 
tured silk ;  but  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  trusted  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  not  press 
his  amendment.   Digitized  by  ^OOglC 
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Dr.  Bowringy  after  the  declaration  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  would  not  press 
his  amendment. 

Viscoont  Howick  thooght  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton  acted  judicionsly  in 
declining  to  press  the  House  to  a  division. 
But  at  the  same  time,  he  could  not  refrain 
from  expressing  his  doubts  of  the  justice 
of  the  grounds  on  which  the  Government 
refused  to  reduce  the  duty  on   French 
silks.     It  was  admitted  by  all  that  great 
benefits  would  result  from  an  extended 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  two 
countries.    Government  had  thought  it 
expedient  to  postpone  any  reduction  of 
duty,  in  the  hope  that  they  would  obtain 
concessions  from  France,  but  he  doubted 
whether  they  would  arrive  at  the  wished- 
for  results  by  mutual  concessions,  instead 
of   acting  independently  at  once.    The 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment said,  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
it  was  the  interest  of  this  country  to  buy 
in  the  cheapest  markeU^  whether  other 
countries  dia  so  or  not.    When  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  declared  that  he  would 
not  ultimately  persevere  in  the  present 
system  of  prohibition,    he    thought   the 
wisest  policy  for  this  country  to  pursue 
would  be  at  once  to  admit  to  our  own 
market  those  articles  which  were  required, 
and  to  regulate  our  commercial  policy 
according  to  our  own  interests,  and  he 
was  persuaded  that  no  long  time  would 
elapse  before  other  nations  would  follow 
the  example.    He  did  not  think  if  they 
reduced  the  duty  on  French  commodities, 
that  France  would  increase  the  duty  on 
linen  yarn.     If  it  did,  the  smuggler  would 
at  once  redress  the  inequality,  and  the 
only  result  would  be,  that  the  revenue  of 
France  would  suffer. 
Amendment  withdrawn. 
Proposed  duties  on  manufactures   of 
foreign  silk  were  agreed  to. 

On  the  proposal  that  for  every  100/. 
value  of  manufactures  of  silk,  or  of  silk 
mixed  with  any  other  material,  the  pro- 
duce of,  and  imported  from,  British  pos- 
sessions, a  duty  of  5/.  be  levied. 

Captain  Mangles  admitted  that  this  was 
a  great  and  important  concession,  but  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
whether  he  would  not  consent  to  put  the 
same  duty  on  the  goods  exported  by 
India  to  this  country,  as  was  levied  by 
India  on  the  goods  imported  into  India, 
being  3|  per  cent. 
Sir  R.  Peel  hoped  the  House  would 


bear  in  mind  the  extreme  difSciiUy  whifeh 
Government  experienced  in  defending 
every  separate  article  in  the  tariff.  The 
hon.  Member  admitted  that  they  had 
made  a  great  and  important  concession, 
in  reducing  the  duty  on  the  article  in 
question,  from  20  to  5  per  cent.,  and  what 
Government  attempted  to  do  was,  to  at^ 
tempt  to  approximate,  as  nearly  as  possi" 
ble,  to  justice,  without  giving  a  great  shock 
to  any  interest.  They  may  have  fallen 
short  in  their  attempts  in  some  particular 
cases,  but  looking  to  the  tariff,  as  a  whole, 
he  thought  they  had  taken  the  wisest 
course.  No  one  felt  more  strongly  than 
he  did  the  claims  which  India  had  on  the 
consideration  of  this  country,  but  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  forget  that  the  re- 
duction in  the  present  ease  was  from  20 
to  5  per  cent.,  and  he,  therefore,  trusted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  his  proposal. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed.    Committee  to  sit 


agam. 
The  House  adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  June  13,  1842. 

MnfUTSB.]    Bills.    PkAUc— !••    WitncHei  Indemnitr  t 
Slave  Trade  AtwUtion  (Aigentliie  CaoftdBntioa)  i  Slave 
TnileSiqipraMionlHaytf);  Slave  Tmite  Tieadai. 
2*    PeeiBgePedicieeEvideDoet  TflitiinoDyPcrpetuatinf. 
Private.— '!*•    Britwell  Salome  Incioiiaet  KUmingtoo 
Indoaure;  Lord  SouUiampton't  EMate. 
r*  Buxntiiland  and  Granton  Pier  and  Ferry. 
Reported. '-•Bremood  Free  Granmar  School;   lioooln 
Roada;  St.  Pancxaa  Improvement ;  Ely  Place  Improve- 
mentt  Camberwell  and  Peckham  Lighting;  Boeton  Har- 
bour (No.  9). 

3^  and  paMed:— Great  North  of  England  Railways 
Hawke^i  Divoroe;  Boaton  Harbour  (No.  8)}  Brcntfbrd 
Oaa. 

Pmrrovs  Pnaanmo.  From  Tnden  ii^  the  Strand  and 
it!  neighbourhood,  Ibr  the  Redemption  of  the  ToUi  on 
Waterloo,  and  the  other  Metropdlitan  Bridgei.— From 
the  Stewartry  of  Ktacudbiight,  agatant  Uie  Inoome-taz.— 
—From  Balbnadadi,  and  Rathdrum,  for  the  adoption  of 
a  new  plan  of  Education  in  Irdand.— By  the  Biihop  of 
Bangor,  flrom  the  Rural  Deanery  of  Arllechwedd.  for  the 
Repeal  of  that  part  of  Uw  Aet  which  provide!  for  the 
Union  oC  the  Sees  of  Bangor  and  St.  Aaiphw— From  the 
Lord  Provost  and  T6w»«ouncU  oC  Edtaibuigh,  agiUMt 
the  Granton  and  Buxntiiland  Pier  and  Ferry  Bill. 

The  Gold  Com.]  Lord  Beaumont  wish- 
ed to  ask  the  nohle  Lord  the  President  of 
the  Council,  whether  it  were  the  intention 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  any 
steps  to  flJleviate  the  inconvenience  and 
alarm  occasioned  by  the  recent  proclama- 
tion with  regard  to  the  ^Id  com  of  this 
country  ?  This  inconvenience  was  chiefly 
experienced  by  the  holders  of  the  sold  coin 
of  the  reigns  of  Ge«j^  Sn^j^^^ 


AAiiMitratk$k  of  {LORDS}  Jusik^  (aoottani}.         1468 


1467 

41th.,  but  thott  w«re  eoins  wich  which  do 
tricks  had  been  plajtd^  which  had  not 
been  pluffgtd  nor  sweated^  but  which  by 
MtfOD  ci  long  use  and  circulation  had 
become  light.  The  penoDswho  chiefly 
suffered  firom  the  existing  difficolties  which 
irere  experienced  in  procuring  the  value 
of  light  coin  were  those  who,  by  reason  of 
their  small  means»  were  unable  to  collect  a 
terge  amount  of  money,  50/.  being  the 
•mallest  sum  which  the  Bank  of  England 
undet took  to  purdiase,  and  they  were  ooro- 
pelled  to  resort  to  common  tradesmen  who 
ehai]ped  a  much  larger  per  centage  than 
was  just. 

Lord  Whameliffe  was  glad  that  his 
Boble  Friend  had  put  this  question  to  him^ 
and  had  thus  enabled  him  to  make  a  com- 
Dkunication  to  the  House  which  he  thought 
would  relieve  the  public  of  a  great  deal  of 
anxiety  and  apprehension  upon  this  sub- 
ject. He  was  aware  that  the  charges 
made  for  exchanging  the  lijght  sovereigns, 
many  of  which  were  in  curculation,  were 
in  some  instances  monstrous,  and  he  had 
been  informed  that  in  some  instances  as 
much  as  if.  was  charged  upon  each  sove- 
reign changed.  He  was  happy  to  be  able 
to  inform  the  HouSei  that  It  had  been 
found  on  an  average  that  the  loss  upon  the 

5 old  coin  sent  into  the  Bank  of  England 
td  not  eaoeed  l|  or  2  per  cent.  He 
was  glad  to  aay^  thai  the  Qovemment 
were  taking  measures,  and  were  in  com- 
munication with  various  public  boards, 
in  order  to  five  greater  fMlity  for  the 
exchangfttg  of  light  coin,  both  in  London 
and  the  country. 

The  Duke  of  Cleveland  had  heard  of 
many  cases  of  very  serious  Inconvenience 
which  had  resulted  from  the  system  at 
pKesent  ia  foroe,  and  he  believed  that,  un^^ 
less  some  measures  were  taken  to  remedy 
die  evil,  inextricable  confusion  would  re- 
sult. The  actual  deficiency  in  the  sove- 
reign in  many  cases  did  not  arise  from  any 
ufibir  practioea  having  been  resorted  to, 
but  fi'om  the  weight  of  metal  being  les- 
sened bv  use  and  wear  and  tear.  It  was 
extremely  hard,  therefore,  that  the  public 
should,  where  such  was  the  case,  be  sub- 
jected to  such  deductions. 

Inojikmitt  OF  WiTHBSSBS.I  Lovd 
Brougham  said,  that  there  was  a  bill  brought 
up  to  their  Lordship's  House  from  the  House 
of  Commons  to  which  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships.  At  pre- 
iSBt,  howensri  he  should  do  no  more  than 
say,  iImI  the  UU  waa  the  saaae  which  bad 


befiire  been  introduced  into  thai  Houie, 
but  a  part  of  which  had  been  omitted,  in 
his  opinion  very  considerably  to  the  detrU 
ment  of  the  efficacy  of  the  general  mea- 
sure* It  was*  nevertheless,  highly  desira* 
ble  that  their  Lordships  should  on  no 
account  hesitate  to  pass  the  meaeurei  and 
he  should  to-morrow  move  that  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  be  suspended,  in  order  that  it 
might  plainly  appear  that  there  was  no 
impediment,  no  obstacle,  presented  by 
their  Lordships,  but  every  facility  afforded 
by  them,  for  the  conduct  of  the  inquiries 
necessary  to  be  made  into  the  late  alleged 
acts  of  bribery. 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Administration  op  JnsncB  (Scot** 
land).]  Lord  Campbell  rose,  in  pursu- 
ance of  notice,  to  submit  to  the  notice  of 
the  House  the  circumstances  which  took 
plaoe  on  the  trial  of  James  Henry,  at  the 
late  Spring  Assizes  for  the  county  of  Stir- 
ling, respecting  the  examination  of  Wil- 
liam Simpson,  as  witness,  ad  to  his  religious 
opinions.  It  was  a  subject  of  the  greatest 
imoortance  to  the  liberty  of  conscience, 
ana  the  due  administration  of  justice.  If 
there  had  been  no  departure  firotn  the  law 
t>f  Scotland  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
referred,  it  would  be  indispensably  neces- 
sary for  their  Lordshins,  In  their  legiria- 
tive  capacity,  to  remedy  the  law.  But  on 
this  subject  their  Lordships  judicially  bad 
no  jurisdiction.  The  determination  of  the 
courts  of  Scotland  was  final  and  conclusive. 
Not  only  the  High  Court  of  Justiciary, 
but  if  any  of  the  circuit  courts  gave  a 
decision,  unless  the  point  was  Sf^ally 
reserved,  that  decision  was  final.  He 
would  first  lay  before  their  Lordships  the 
facts  as  they  occurred  on  the  trfad,  ac- 
cording to  the  most  authentic  infor- 
mation he  had  been  able  to  obtain,  and  he 
believed  that  information  might  be  entirely 
relied  upon.  A  perion  of  the  name  of 
Samuel  Henry  was  indicted  for  an  assault 
on  a  constable  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty. 
The  constable's  name  was  William  Simpsou. 
The  man  was  likewise  indicted  for  a  coes- 
mon  assault  upon  a  person  of  the  name  of 
Smart,  and  the  only  witness  who  eeuld 
|»ove  the  assault  upon  Simpson  was 
Simpson  himself.  He  was  accordingly 
called  as  a  witness  on  the  part  of  the 
prosecution.  An  objection  was  made  to 
Simmon  being  a  witness,  whioh,  if  duly 
established,  was  certainly  a  good  olgectiesL 
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ooiild  gfv*  bit  efidenct,  and  m  ofttk  could 
be  of  DO  Mndiog  BUthority  tmlMs  the  party 
taking  it  believed  in  the  existence  of  an 
overruling;  ProFidenoe.  The  evideooe  of 
SiaipeoA  wai  objected  to  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  an  Atbeiit,  and  if  this  objec- 
tion had  been  properly  established  the  wit' 
ness  must  have  been  rejected.  But  what 
was  the  proper  mode  of  taking  that  objec- 
tion }  How  was  the  objection  to  be  ascer- 
tained  ?  .  Br  the  examination  of  the  wit- 
ness himself  upon  his  belief.  Instead,  how. 
ever,  of  that  course  being  pursued,  Simp- 
son was  at  once  put  on  his  trial  fbr  blas- 
phemy. Without  one  question  being  put 
to  him,  four  witnesses  were  suooessitrely 
examined  to  prove  that  he  had  madestate« 
meats  which,  if  true,  were  very  much  to 
be  condemned;  as  to  his  not  believing  in 
a  6od«--as  to  his  not  believing  In  the  Chris- 
tian Revelation— as  to  some  doctrines  of  the 
Chuch  of  England  and  the  church  of 
Scotland,  and  also  respecting  his  having 
in  his  possession  some  books  of  Volney  and 
Voltaire.  These  four  witneises  made  state- 
meots  of  which  he  had  had  no  notice,  and 
which  he  could  not  be  expected  by  the  help 
of  other  testimony  to  rebut  ot  contra- 
dict. The  witaess  was  himself  afterwards 
eiamioed.  He  then  declared  that  he  he* 
lieved  in  th«  existence  of  a  God,  in  a  IVi- 
ture  atate  of  rewards  and  punishraeBts,  in 
a  God  by  whom  he  was  created,  and  to 
whom  he  was  accountable.  The  oath  was 
then  administered  to  him,  and  he  ought  to 
have  been  examined  in  causd.  Instead  of 
that,  liowever,  he  was  again  examined  with 
the  sanction  of  the  judge,  as  to  his  reli- 
gious opinions ;  and  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tions put  to  him,  he  again  stated  that  he 
believed  in  the  existence  of  God,  in  a  fu- 
ture state  of  rewards  and  punishments, 
and  in  Divine  Revelation.  He  stated,  in 
addition,  that  he  went  to  church  regular!  v> 
but  that  he  did  not  partake  of  the  holy 
communion  because  he  was  under  scandal ; 
that  Is  to  say.  that  he  had  committed  some 
Irregularity  for  which  he  had  not  made  the 
necessarv  atonement.  He  stated,  however, 
that  if  that  scandal  were  removed,he  should 
very  gladly  partake  again  of  the  rites  of 
the  church.  He  deni^  that  he  had  in  his 
possession  the  worb  of  Volney  or  Voltaire. 
The  examination  was  then  undertaken  by 
the  iudge  himself.  But  that  judge,  in- 
stead of  protecting  the  witness,  though  no 
doubt  the  judge  believed  he  was  acting  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  with 
the  BKWt  conscientious  feeling,  asked  him 
tf  be  bsHevcd  b  the  scheme  ofChristianity 


aa  disclosed  in  the  Seripturei?  He  said 
he  did.  The  judge  was  not  satisfied,  but 
asked  him  if  he  believed  in  the  doctrine  of 
the  Atonement  ?  The  witness  said  that 
he  did.  He  then  said  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve in  the  whole  of  the  Scriptures,  The 
judge  having  asked  him  in  what  part  of 
the  Scriptures  he  did  not  believe,  he  replied 
that  there  were  prts  of  them  which  he 
could  not  comprehend.  After  that  exami- 
nation, the  judge  did  not,  as  had  been 
stated  in  the  public  journals,  reject  the 
evidence  of  the  witness,  but  be  did  what 
was  more  fatal  to  his  reputatlou'^he  inti- 
mated an  opinion  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  witness  could  not  be  believed, 
and  he  recommended  the  counsel  for  the 
prosecution  not  to  proceed  to  examine  him. 
The  Advocate-Depute  adopted  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  judge;  that  part  of  the 
prosecution  which  was  to  he  supported  by 
his  testimony  was  withdrawn,  and  the 
prosecution  was  proceeded  with  only  as  re- 
garded the  assault  upon  Smart.  Now  he 
found  fault  with  the  prooeedings  thus 
taken,  in  three  main  particuhus.  He  com- 
plained, first,  that  extraneous  evidence  was 
given  respecting  the  religious  belief  of  the 
witness;  secondly,  that  the  witness  him- 
self was  not  examined  in  the  first  instance  | 
and,  thirdly,  that  the  judge,  instead  of  re- 
jecting or  admitting  the  evidence,  had 
taken  upon  himself  to  intimate  that  the 
witness  could  not  be  believed.  He  had 
taken  considerable  pains  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  law  of  Scotland  upon  the  subject 
of  the  reception  of  evidence.under  such  cir- 
cumstances as  he  had  detailed.  So  far  as 
he  could  learn,  the  law  of  Scotland  upon 
the  subject  coincided  with  the  law  of  this 
country,  and  ought  to  be  the  law  of  every 
civilized  country.  He  believed  that  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  Scotland,  as  well  as 
according  to  the  law  of  this  country,  the 
evidence  as  to  the  belief  of  a  witness  ought 
to  be  confined  to  the  examination  of  the 
party  himself.  The  question  to  be  deter- 
mined was,  not  what  the  witness  believed 
in  past  times,  but  what  he  believed  at  the 
time  of  his  examination.  If  he  had  enter- 
tained the  most  heterodox  and  sceptical 
opinions  at  any  past  time,  this  would  not 
have  disqualified  him  if  he  had  come  at 
last  to  a  right  understanding.  Then  who 
could  tell  what  his  belief  was  at  this  time, 
except  himself?  If  any  evidence  was  to 
be  received  upon  that  point,  alt  must  be 
taken,  and  a  malidoua  party,  against  whom 
a  respectable  and  unexceptionable  witness 
might  be  called,  mightg.y^r^u^  evldeoce^ 
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of  what  the  witness  had  said  forty  or  fifty 
years  before,  which  might  be  true  or  might 
be  false,  and  whidi,  if  true,  the  opinion  had 
been  long  since  changed,  and  which,  if  false, 
he  would  have  no  power  of  disproving. 
For  these  reaaons  he  believed  the  law  of 


asked  whether  he  had  committed  any  of- 
fence,  or  whether  he  had  not  said  some- 
thing, if  he  denied  the  truth  of  the 
charge  no  evidence  could  be  called  upon  it. 
And  did  not  all  the  reasoning  on  whidi 
this  case  was  founded  apply,  d,  fortunri^ 


Scotland,  and  certainly  the  law  of  £ng-  |  with  regard  to  the  religious  opinions  of  a 


land,  had  made  it  the  invariable  practice, 
with  regard  to  questions  of  religious  belief, 
to  confine  the  examination  to  the  party 
who  was  to  be  a  witness.  He  was  now 
speaking  in  the  presence  of  judges  of  great 
learning  and  experience,  and  he  appealed 
to  them  whether  they  knew  of  any  instance 
in  their  practice,  either  in  Westminster 
Hall,  or  on  circuit,  where  witnesses  were 
caUed  to  prove  the  religious  belief  of  the 
party  about  to  give  evi&noe.  It  was  laid 
down  in  a  book  of  great  authority,  Phillips 
an  Evidence^  that 

^  The  only  means  of  ascertainiog  the  com- 
petency of  a  witness,  with  reference  to  his  reli- 
gious principles,  was  by  examining  the  party 
himself" 

During  all  his  time,  and  under  every 
chief  justice  firom  Lord  Kenvon  down  to  his 
noble  Friend  who  now  presided  with  such 
advantage  to  the  country  over  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  any  attempt  to  do  more 
had  been  invariably  discountenanced.  What 
was  done  in  the  present  case?    W.  Simp- 
son was  called,  and  instead  of  being  asked 
whether  he  had  a  belief  in  the  Godhead  and 
a  future  state  of  rewards  and  punishments, 
was  at  once,  and  in  a  moment,  put  upon 
his  own  trial  for  blasphemy.    Their  Lord- 
ships were  aware  of  tne  extreme  caution  of 
the  law  <rf  Scotland  to  enable  a  party  to 
prepare  for  his  trial.    He  must  tor  forty 
days  have  a  copy  of  the  indictment,  and  a 
list  of  all  the  witnesses.    Here,  however, 
this  witness  was  put  upon  his  trial,  for  an 
ofience  which,  if  he  were  guilty,  would 
render  him,  not  only  in  bis  own  country, 
but  idl  over   the  world,    altogether  in- 
famous.   Here  the  party  had  no  notice 
of  his  trial,  and  four  witnesses  were  exa- 
mined, who  were  asked  whether  he  had 
not  denied  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  ? — 
whether  he  had  not  spoken  irreverently 
of  the  Holy  Scriptures?— and  whether  he 
had  not  lent  one  witness  (named  Ray)  a 
copy  of  Volney  and  Voltaire  ?    Not  only 
was  this  contrary  to  the  existing  law  in 
this  country,  but  contrary  to  the  law  of  all 
countries  in  which  due  attention  was  paid 
to  the  character  of  witnesses,  such  was 
the  care  taken  in  England  of  the  cha- 
racter  of  witnesses,  that  if  a  witness  were 


witness,  who  ought  himself  alone  to  be 
examined,  and  his  examination  ought  to  be 
taken  as  conclusive?  He  now  came  to 
another  matter,  which  was  if  possible  more 
serious,  in  reference  to  the  examination 
that  took  place  with  regard  to  the  religious 
opinions  of  the  witness.  If  this  examina- 
tion were  according  to  the  law  of  Scotland, 
there  was  nothing  like  it  in  Europe  since 
the  inquisition  ^  for  witnesses  were  called, 
not  only  to  prove  the  belief  as  to  the  being 
of  a  God,  and  also  a  future  state  of  rewards 
and  punishments,  but  also  as  to  all  his 
peculiar  doctrines  on  disputed  points  of 
theoloey.  He  held  that  this  examination 
was  wholly  unnecessary;  and  if  it  were 
unnecessary  it  was  entirely  wrong.  The 
court  must  ascertain  whether  an  oath  is 
binding  on  the  conscience  of  a  witness, 
and  the  proper  mode  of  administering  an 
oath  that  would  be  binding,  but  beyond 
that  the  judge  ought  not  to  proceed.  As 
it  was  lud  down  upon  a  great  heathen 
authority—- 

^  Nullum  vinculum  stringendam  fidem  jnr^ 
jurando  arctius,** 

An  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Being 
not  only  justifiable  but  necessary.  It  \ 
an  appeal  calling  the  Deity  to  witness ; 
and  to  know  whether  a  witness  believed  in 
him,  and  that  be  enjoined  truth  and  pro- 
hibited falsehood,  was  required;  but  if 
this  examination  were  to  be  extended,  a 
witness  would  have  to  state,  not  merely 
that  he  believed  in  the  Christian  religion, 
but  whether  he  was  a  CalviniHt  or  an  Ar- 
minian — a  Unitarian,  Trinitarian,  or  So- 
cinian — a  Tractarian  or  Puseyite ;  or  whe- 
ther he  disliked  the  doctrine  which  was 
now  so  much  in  vogue.  It  was  laid  down, 
not  only  in  England,  but  in  Scotland,  that 
a  person  need  not  even  be  a  Christian  to 
be  examined.  By  the  English  law  a  Jew 
might  be  sworn  by  Jehoviw  upon  the  Old 
Testament;  a  Turk  might  be  sworn  on 
the  Alcoran,  and  so  was  a  Gentoo  on  his 
own  mode  of  oath,  so  that  it  was  binding 
upon  his  conscience,  as  it  had  been  held  by 
Lord  Hardwick,  who  called  to  his  aws- 
tance  the  different  chief  justices.  Since 
that  period  every  one  might  be  examined 
on  taking  the  oath  most  Uodioff  on  Us 
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oonacienoe.  On  reference  to  the  autho- 
rities he  found  the  law  laid  down  so  far 
back  as  the  year  1712,  in  the  case  of  Men- 
2ie8  V.  Morrison : — 


**  It  being  objected  against  a  Jew,  who  was 
adduced  as  a  witness  in  a  cause,  that  Jews 
bear  a  rooted  hatred  against  all  Christians ; 
the  Lords  thought,  that  if  a  Jew  were  a  wit- 
ness in  a  cause  betwixt  a  Christian  and  a  Jew, 
there  might  be  reason  in  that  case  to  suspect 
him ;  but  it  being  betwixt  two  Christians,  his 
disowning  Jesus  Christ  for  the  Messias  did  no 
more  incapacitate  him  than  it  would  do  a  So- 
cinian,  our  formula  jurandi  mentioning  only 
God  in  the  general;  and  though  a  Jew  did 
not  swear  on  the  New  Testament,  yet  he  will 
swear  by  Jehovah  or  the  law  of  Moses.  Nay, 
which  is  more,  a  Turk  or  a  Pagan  is  capable, 
for  in  Captain  Green's  case  of  piracy,  two 
heathen  boys  were  admitted  ;  and  if  in  crimi- 
naJ,  why  not  in  civil  cases  ?  It  was  also  re- 
membered that  the  Queen  had  knighted  Sir 
Solomon  de  Medina,  a  Jew^  and  if  capable  of 
honours,  why  not  of  bearing  testimony  ?  And 
we  allow  Quakers  to  declare  in  their  own 
way ;  the  Lords,  therefore,  admitted  him  tine 

And  In  the  case  afterwards,  in  1770,  of 
Nicholson  v.  Nicholson,  it  was  said,— - 

**  A  negro  slave,  not  a  Christian,  but  who 
believed  in  a  God  and  a  future  state,  was  ad- 
mitted as  a  witness  in  a  civil  case,  and  this 
was  affirmed  on  appeal" 

By  the  House  of  Lords.  It  was  laid 
down  by  Bankton,  b.  iv.,  s.  30,  that— 

'*  An  Atheist-infidel  cannot  be  a  witness, 
bnt  a  Jew  or  a  Mahometan  may,  because  he 
owns  the  being  of  God,  to  whom  alone  appeal 
is  made  in  an  oath.  And,  therefore,  if  one 
declares  his  acknowledgment  of  God,  the  ob- 
jection is  removed,  though  he  does  not  believe 
the  blessed  Trinity  of  persons,  or  even  denies 
revealed  religion." 

And  Burnet,  p.  395,  said,— 

*<  A  witness  is  not  set  aside  because  he  is 
not  of  the  Christian  persuasion.  If  he  believe 
in  a  Supreme  Being,  and  understand  the  ob. 
ligation  of  a  solemn  appeal  to  the  Deity,  he 
will  be  admitted  to  give  evidence  after  making 
such  appeal." 

"  It  is  now  held,''  (said  Tait  on  Evidence, 
p.  347,)  ''  although  less  liberal  ideas  seem  to 
nave  been  at  one  time  entertained,  that  all 
persons  are  admissible  as  witnesses,  whatever 
their  religious  principles  may  be,  provided 
they  believe  in  a  God  and  a  future  state  of 
retribution,  in  which  falsehood  will  be  pun- 
Uhed." 

And  since  that  period  all  other  examin- 
ations  into  the  character  of  a  witness  was 
overruled.  In  the  case  of  the  King  v, 
Taylor,  in  1790,  Peake,  p.  11,  in  a  trial 
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which  took  place  before  that  eminent 
judge,  Mr.  Justice  BuIIer,  he  stopped  the 
examination  as  to  particular  religious  opin- 
ions, and  asked  him, — 

*•  Whether  he  believed  in  God,  the  obliga- 
tion of  an  oath,  and  a  future  state  of  rewards 
and  punishments  ?'* 

The  witness  answered  in  the  affirmatiire, 
and  was  admitted.  The  late  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  Lord  Tenterden,  then  Mr.  Chief 
Justice  Abbott,  in  the  year  1820,  in  the 
Queen's  case,  laid  down  the  law,  saying,-i^ 

**  I  conceive  that  if  a  witness  says  he  con- 
siders the  oath  as  binding  on  his  conscience, 
he  does  in  effect  affirm  that,  in  taking  that 
oath,  he  has  called  his  God  to  witness  that 
what  he  shall  say  will  be  the  truth,  and  that 
he  has  imprecated  the  Divine  vengeance  if 
what  he  shall  afterwards  say  is  false;  and 
having  done  that,  it  is  perfectly  unnecessary 
and  irrelevant  to  ask  any  further  questions.'' 

All  the  authorities  had  subsequently 
adopted  this  as  the  law ;  and  Philips,  p. 
910,  in  his  work  on  evidence,  to  which  he 
had  already  referred,  thus  summed  up  the 
rule:— 

*'  If  such  issues  were  permitted,  judicial  in- 
vestigations would  be  interminable;  the  ex« 
pense  might  be  enormous ;  and  Uie  character 
of  persons  called  as  witnesses  might  be  un« 
justly  assailed  by  evidence  which  they  would 
not  be  prepared  to  repel. " 

"  The  proper  mode,"  (he  said,)  **  of  examine-^ 
tion  for  this  purpose,  is  not  to  question  the 
witness  as  to  his  particular  religious  opinions, 
but  to  inquire  generally  whether  he  believes  in 
the  existence  of  a  God  and  in  a  future  state. " 

If  that  were  the  rule,  how  had  it  been 
acted  upon  in  the  case  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred }  The  witness  had  declared  his  so* 
lemn  belief  in  the  existence  of  God,  and 
in  a  future  state  of  rewards  and  punish- 
ments ;  and  further,  that  he  was  account- 
able to  that  God  which  had  created  him. 
He  was  asked  also,  not  only  whether  he 
believed  in  divine  revelation,  but  his  opi- 
nion with  regard  to  disputed  points  of 
Christian  theology.  The  judge  himself 
had  asked  him  if  he  believed  in  the  Atone- 
inent,  and  questioned  him  as  to  the  par- 
ticular parts  of  the  New  Testament  which 
he  did  not  believe.  Four  witnesses  were 
called,  who  were  asked  whether  he  had  not 
denied  the  Trinity,  and  whether  he  had 
not  in  his  possession  books  which  were 
said  to  be  profone,  written  by  Volney  and 
Voltaire.  If  this  precedent  were  suffered 
to  remain,  and  if  it  were  to  be  acted  upon, 
in  what  situation  would  a  person  be  who 
was  subpoenaed  to  give  evidence  in  a  court^ 
3B 
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of  justice  >  In  the  first  place,  he  would 
have  to  be  examined  himself  as  to  any 
doubts  he  might  have  entertained  at  any 
former  period  of  his  life.  Their  Lordships 
must  recollect  that  some  of  the  most  con- 
scientious members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land had  at  some  periods  of  their  lives 
doubted ;  that  some  had  even  gone  over  to 
the  church  of  Rome ;  and  then,  having  re- 
pented of  their  errors,  had  come  back  to 
the  church  in  which  they  had  been  bap- 
tised. Was  a  person  who  had  been  sub- 
poenaed to  dread  an  examination  into  all 
the  doubts  he  had  entertained  and  into  all 
he  had  said  at  a  period  of  time  long  passed  ? 
Let  them  take  the  case  of  the  greatest 
philosopher*-4he  most  profound  reasoner, 
Sir  Isaac  Newton  himself.  It  was  well 
known  that  he  held  peculiar  doctrines  as  to 
some  points  of  Christian  theology :  ought 
he  to  nave  been  examined  as  to  his  part  in 
Arian  controversy  ?  It  would  be  commit- 
ting a  most  monstrous  injustice  if  such 
questions  were  allowed  to  be  asked.  But 
let  them  see  how  the  mischief  would  be 
aggravated  if  they  were  to  examine  wit- 
nesses as  to  what  had  been  said  upon  this 
point  or  other  points  at  any  former  period 
of  the  witness's  life.  If  the  evidence  were 
true  ought  such  facts  to  be  revealed,  and 
blaxoned,  and  discussed  in  a  court  of  jus- 
tice f    Suppose  a  Prelate  of  great  pietp^ 

and  learniDg,  who  was  an  ornament  to  his 

church,  should  be  called  as  a  witness, 

should  it  be  permitted  for  any  malicious 

person  to  give  evidence  of  wnat  he  had 

said  in  his  schoolboy  or  college  days? 

They  must  receive  all  evidence  if  they  re- 
ceive any,  and  was  there  not  great  danger 

that   false  evidence  would  be  brought? 

How  could  a  person  be  prepared  to  refute 

and  contradict  on  the  instant  a  perjured 

witness,  brought  to  swear  most  distinctly 

to  supposed  facts  ?  Would  they  not  pos- 
sibly thus  lose  the  evidence  of  a  mo«it  pious 

man,  and  an  ornament  to  society?     The 

English  law,  therefore,  wisely  said  that  a 

witness  was  to  give  his  own  accouut  of  his 

opinions,  and  that  his  statement  was  to  be 

received  as  conclusive;  because  he  could 

not  be  called  upon  to  vindicate  every  act 

of  his  former  life,  and  could  not  be  pre- 
pared on  the  instant  to  produce  evidence 

to    contradict    false  testimony.    If  such 

examinations  were  allowed,  the  trial  would 

be  infinite*  The  party  might  call  witnesses 

to  prove  that  the  witnesses  against  himself 

were  wholly  irreligious,  and  so  they  might 

go  on,  witness  to  witness,  into  an  endless 

examination.    For  these  reasons,  the  law 
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said,  that  this  evidence  should  not  be  p«- 
mitted,  and  most  melancholy  would  it  be 
to  see  any  further  attempt  made  tochanse 
it.  The  witness  Simpson  was  asked  if  he 
had  Volney  and  Voltaire  in  his  library  ? 
He  denied  that  he  had ;  but  supposing  that 
he  had  admitted  the  fact.  They  were 
works  full  of  error,  but  it  did  not  follow^ 
because  a  man  had  them  in  his  library  that 
he  believed  the  doctrines  they  inculcated. 
All  would  recollect  the  time  of  Algernon 
Sydnev,  who  was  illegally  convict^  be- 
cause he  had  in  his  closet  a  manuscript 
work  on  the  Government,  which  no  eye  had 
seen  but  his  own.  Another  instance  not 
so  well  known  was  quite  apposite.  It  oc- 
curred on  the  trial  of  Archbishop  Laud. 
One  of  the  articles  exhibited  agaunst  him 
was  that  he  had  favoured  the  Papists*  and 
that  he  had  in  his  possession  the  Papist 
liturgies,  and  other  works  on  the  Romish 
iaith.    Hisanwerwas, 

''True,  I  have  such  books  in  my  library, 
and  I  have  them  to  refute  the  errors  of  Poptty, 
and  to  reclaim  to  the  Church  of  England  tboaa 
who  have  erred.  Moreover,  I  have  the  Greek 
liturgy,  and  I  have  a  dozen  copies  of  the  Al- 
coran, which  I  have  deliberately  read;  and 
shall  it  be  said  that  because  I  have  the  Alcoran 
in  my  possession.  I  am  a  Mahometan  ?'' 

What  right  had  they  to  ask  the  oontenta 
of  this  man's  library?  and  how  could  they 
draw  a  lair  inference  that  he  was  ao  infidel 
even  if  he  had  possessed  that  which  he  de- 
nied, the  works  of  Volney  and  Voltaire  ? 
He  now  came  to  what  he  considered  tiw 
third  deviation  from  correctness  in  tbie 
trial.  He  had  heard  it  said,  that  the  obu 
jeetion  was  removed,  if  it  was  shown  that 
Simpson  was  not  rejected  as  awitness^and 
because  the  Lord  Justice  Clerk  had  only 
intimated  to  the  Counsel  for  the  Crown 
that  he  ought  not  to  press  for  aconvietion. 
He  considered  that  that  was  the  worst  part 
of  the  case.  If  the  judge  had  found,  that 
the  rule  of  Uw  was  imperatire,  and  that 
the  evidence  could  not  be  received,  he  was 
bound  to  reject  the  witness;  no  stigma 
would  then  have  been  fixed  on  the  witness. 
He  apprehended,  that  theoffice  of  the  judge 
was  to  determine  whether  the  witness  were 
competent  or  not;  and  if  he  were  oonpa- 
tent,  it  was  the  office  of  the  jury  to  deter, 
mine  whether  he  were  entitled  to  credit. 
After  stating  that  he  was  a  member  of  the 
Church,  and  would  participate  in  tiie 
Lord*s  Supper  if  he  could,  an  iatiraatioQ 
was  given  by  the  judge  to  thecouassi  that, 
as  the  witness  could  not  be  belaeved«  it 
would  be  better  not  to  press  the  charge. 
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William  Simpeon  nottst,  thereforey  have 
beeD  contidered  guilty  of  blaaphenijj  and 
from  the  religious  feelings  of  his  native 
county,  which  he  honoured  and  respected, 
when  W«  Simpson  retired  into  the  country, 
he  would  be  considered  a  degraded  and 
disgraced  man,  and  when  hedieid,  it  would 
be  thought  that  he  ought  to  be  buried  in 
the  sand  of  the  sea  shore.  He  had  seen  it 
stated,  in  a  forced  argument  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  the  witness  had  a  remedy,  be- 
cause he  might  bring  actions  against  the 
four  witnesses  if  they  had  given  false  evi- 
dence. These  foui  witnesses  ought  never 
to  have  been  examined,  and  as  they  spoke 
to  conversations  with  Simpson,  he  was 
wholly  without  evidence  to  contradict— he 
was  without  any  remedy,  and  roust  submit 
to  the  degradation  and  inftimy  that  rested 
upon  him.  He  humbly  argued,  that  the 
judges  ought  to  have  determined  either 
that  the  evidence  of  the  witness  could  not 
be  received  according  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, in  which  case  the  law  would  have 
been  to  blame,  or  they  ought  to  have  per- 
mitted him  to  be  examined,  and  have  left 
it  for  the  consideration  of  the  jury  whether 
he  was  to  be  believed.  Neither  course  had 
been  followed,  but  a  recommendation  was 
made  to  the  Advocate-Depute,  a  young 
gestlemaD  who  eonld  not  be  suppoMd  to 
be  willing  to  resist  the  recommendation  of 
the  learned  judge.  This  part  of  the  case 
was  witbdffswD,  and  Simpson  retired  from 
the  court  as  a  person  on  whose  oath  there 
could  not  be  the  slightest  reliance.  It  mi^bt 
be  thought,  that  the  mode  of  proceeding 
tended  to  promote  religion.  His  humble 
opinion  was,  that  it  had  a  directly  con. 
trary  tendency,  and  that  on  every  account  it 
ought  to  be  condemned.  It  was  not  by  this 
mode  of  proceeding  that  they  could  punish 
the  individual  entertaining  heterodox  opin- 
iona«  Let  them  see  by  this  rejection  what 
injury  they  did  to  the  parties  deprived  of 
the  evidence.  Their  Lordships  might  ex- 
perience it-«they  might  have  evidence  re- 
jected with  regard  to  the  execution  of  a 
will,  because  the  opinions  of  one  of  the 
witBesses  were  not  orthodox.  Again,  in 
another  case,  was  a  murderer  to  be  allowed 
to  give  evidienoe  to  cause  a  witness  to  be 
reJMted-^that  the  murderer  might  escape 
With  impiinity?  It  seemed  to  him,  on 
every  account,  to  be  of  the  last  importance 
that  this,  which  he  would  call  a  great  con- 
stituttooal  4|uestioD,  should  be  settled. 
Aoeording  to  the  b^  inquiries  which  he 
had  heen  able  to  make,  he  did  not  believe 
that  tUs  waa  the  law  of  Sootknd  \  but  if  it 


were  the  law  of  that  country,  it  was  a  de- 
fective law,  and  ought,  as  soon  as  possible, 
to  be  removed.  He  would  conclude  by 
moving  for  a  copy  of  the  record  of  the  last 
assizes  for  the  circuit  of  Stirling,  on  the 
trial  of  James  Henry  for  an  assault  upon 
William  Simpson.  He  confessed,  however, 
that  his  main  object  was  to  obtain  the  opin- 
ion of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack,  whether  this  were  the  law  of 
Scotland ;  for  if  it  were  the  law,  he  would 
give  notice  of  a  bill  by  which  it  should  be 
altered.  He  wished  to  cast  no  blame 
U|ion  the  judge.  If  he  had  erred,  it  was 
through  mistaken  views  of  the  law ;  but 
that  he  had  erred  was  his  decided  opinion. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  the 
motion  with  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  concluded,  was  quite  irre- 
gular. It  was,  indeed,  in  the  extremest  de- 
gree irregular.  The  noble  Lord  had  given 
no  notice  of  the  motion.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  follow  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  into  his  discursive  comments  on  the 
law  of  evidence  in  England.  He  acceded 
to  everything  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  stated ;  there  was  no  doubt  about  it* 
They  were  not,  however,  speaking  of  the 
law  of  England— they  were  now  referring 
to  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  the  question, 
and  the  only  question  was,  what  was  the 
law  of  Scotland  on  this  point  ?  He  much 
regretted  the  course  which  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  pursued.  If  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  nad  reason,  or  thought 
he  had  reason  to  complain  of  the  law  of 
ScH)tlBnd,  he  was  perfectly  capable  by  giv- 
ing notice  of  a  motion,  or  a  resolution,  or 
by  introducing  a  bill,  to  apply  a  remedy. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  complained  of  the  administration 
of  the  law,  he  ought  not  to  have  acted  upon 
light  rumour— he  ought  to  have  communi- 
cated directly  with  the  learned  judges 
themselves.  The  course  which  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  taken  was  calcu- 
lated in  the  highest  degree  to  impair  the 
due  administration  of  justice.  It  was  not 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend's  intention  to 
make  any  motion  as  to  the  conduct  or 
character  of  the  learned  judges ;  but,  with- 
out having  that  view,  be  had  brought  their 
conduct  and  character  under  consideration 
for  the  purpose  of  subjecting  them  to  com- 
ment and  controversy  in  that  House.  The 
statement  made  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  he  would  undertake  to  say,  upon  the 
authority  of  the  learned  judge  presiding 
at  this  trial,  was  wholly  unfounded,  and 
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Dot  discharge  his  duty  to  the  learned 
judge  of  Scotland,  and  to  the  Lord  Jus- 
tice Clerk,  who  presided  at  the  trial,  with- 
out stating  shortly  and  concisely  what  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  were.  Their 
Lordships  would  see,  after  that  statement, 
that  there  was  no  reason  for  the  extraordi- 
nary, perverted,  and  exaggerated  state- 
meat  of  his  noble  and  leamai  Friend.  Two 
learned  judges  had  presided  on  that  occa- 
sion—one of  those  judges  had  been  in 
practice  at  the  bar  in  Scotland,  with  great 
reputation  and  credit  to  himself,  for  a  long 
series  of  years.  He  had  held  the  office  of 
Solicitor-general  for  fourteen  or  fifteen 
years — he  was  more  practised  in  the  cri- 
minal law  of  Scotland  than  any  individual 
now  living.  The  other  judge  was  Lord 
Medwin,  a  person  of  great  learning  and 
of  irreproachable  character,  who  had  sat 
upon  the  bench  administering  justice  for 
many  years.  Was  it  likely  thai  two  such 
indiviauals  should  mistake  the  law  which 
they  were  administering  in  so  important  a 
case  ?  Was  it  probable  that  the  statement 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  could  be 
correct  ?  The  case  was  a  prosecution  for 
an  assault — ^the  witness  called  to  prove 
that  the  defendant  had  committed  the 
assault  was  the  chief  constable  of  Kinross. 
It  was  objected  by  the  counsel,  on  the  part 
of  the  prisoner,  that  he  was  not  a  compe- 
tent witness,  because  he  did  not  believe  in 
the  existence  of  a  Deity,  or  in  a  future 
state  of  rewards  and  punishments.  That, 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  said,  was 
a  good  and  valid  objection  to  the  compe- 
tency of  a  witness  according  to  the  law  of 
England.  That  objection  was  admitted  to 
be  valid  by  the  judges,  and  the  counsel  for 
the  prisoner  proceeded  to  do  that  which  he 
stated,  on  the  authority  of  the  learned 
judges  themselves,  was  according  to  the 
Jaw  of  Scotland,  and  according  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  courts  there— the  counsel  for 
the  prisoner  called  witnesses.  If  the  Lord 
Justice  Clerk  and  the  other  learned  Lords 
were  satisfied  that  this  was  the  law  of 
Scotland,  what  right  had  they  to  prevent 
this  examination?  Two  witnesses  were 
sworn,  who  deposed  to  the  fact  of  conver- 
sations with  the  prosecutor,  in  which  he 
had  not  only  denied  the  existence  of  a 
God,  and  a  future  state  of  rewards  and 
punishments,  but  had  endeavoured  to  in- 
culcate these  doctrines  upon  the  witnesses 
themselves,  who  were  young  men  little 
more  than  twenty  years  of  age.  Two  other 
witnesses  were  called  who  did  not  state 
the  same  facts,  and,  as  their  Lordships 


knew  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  prevent 
witnesses,  in  such  examinations  from  stating 
facts  not  immediately  relevant  to  the  ob- 
jection, and  not  in  strictness  referable  to 
it.  The  counsel  for  the  prisoner,  Mr. 
Logan,  had  conducted  the  examination  with 
great  propriety.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
exclude  everything  which  was  not  strict- 
ly in  point,  and  both  the  learned  judges 
had  interfered  for  the  same  purpose, 
but  had  felt  the  difficulty  of  so  restrain- 
ing the  witnesses  as  to  prevent  circum- 
stances from  coming  out,  which  in  strict- 
ness were  not  applicable  to  the  immediate 
subject  matter  olP  inquiry.  It  had  come 
out  that  the  prosecutor  ridiculed  the 
Christian  religion — spoke  contemptuously 
of  the  person  of  our  Saviour— and  had  used 
other  expressions  too  shocking  for  him  to 
repeat  there  or  anywhere,  and  unfit  for  the 
public  ear.  What  was  the  course  then  taken 
by  the  judges?  It  was  directly  opposite 
to  that  stated  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  The  counsel  for  the  Crown  in- 
sisted upon  cross-examining  these  wit- 
nesses. He  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  so; 
but  the  learned  judges  did  that  which  by 
the  law  of  Scotland  they  were  bound  to  do 
— the  oath  was  administered.  It  was  pre- 
ceded bv  the  question,  "  Do  you  believe  in 
the  Deity,  and  in  a  future  state  of  rewards 
and  punishments  ?  "  The  answer  was,  '*  I 
do."  The  oath  was  administered,  and  the 
party  was  examined  as  a  witness  by  the 
Advocate  Depute.  Not  one  question  was 
put  by  the  judges-»the  whole  examination 
was  conducted  by  the  Advocate  Depute. 
The  judges  had  no  right  to  interfere— it 
would  have  been  improper  for  them  to  do 
so ;  but  in  the  course  of  the  examination, 
when  the  inquiry  was  made  whether  the 

a  was  willing  to  communicate,  the 
Justice  Clerk  did  observe,  "  Surely 
you  do  not  mean  to  communicate,  when 
you  do  not  believe  those  passages  of  Scrip- 
ture which  relate  to  the  life  of  Christ }" 
The  witness  hesitated  a  moment,  and  then 
said,  "  I  do  not  understand."  The  learned 
judges  then  consulted  together,  and  were 
of  opinion  that  the  objection  to  the  com- 
petence of  the  witness  should  be  over-ruled. 
Such,  however,  was  the  impression  of  the 
judges,  and  he  believed  upon  every  one 
present  in  court,  that  one  of  the  judges  did 
say  to  the  counsel  for  the  Crown,  "  Do 
you  press  this  case  ?  "  The  Advocate  De- 
pute said,  '*  I  have  already  made  up  my 
mind  not  to  do  so."  Other  evidence  was 
given  against  the  prisoner  for  another  as- 
sault, and  he  [5ip^gConvicted.    That  wai 
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the  real  case.  There  was  no  examination 
by  the  judge.  The  jadges  presided  whose 
names  he  had  mentioned,  and  when  he 
mentioned  their  names  he  was  sure  that 
every  one  would  pay  the  greatest  respect 
to  them,  and  they  concurred  in  their  state- 
ment of  the  proceeding.  If  the  law  of 
Scotland,  taking  the  facts  from  the  judges, 
was  such  as  he  had  stated^  was  there  any 
blame  to  be  imputed  to  the  judges  ?  He 
was  sure  their  Lordships  would  say  there 
was  not.  They  had  acted  in  conformity  to 
their  duty,  and  to  what  they  considered  to 
be  the  law  of  Scotland.  It  was  the  law  of 
Scotland ;  and  were  their  Lordships  to  sit 
there  to  hear  appeals  against  the  adminis- 
tration of  that  law?  As  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  entertained  some  doubt  as  to 
what  the  law  of  Scotland  was,  he  had  under 
the  hands  of  the  learned  judges  a  state- 
ment of  what  the  law  of  Scotland  was^of 
the  practice  under  the  law,  and  various 
arguments  in  its  support.  He  would  not 
enter  upon  that  question — he  would  not 
enter  into  a  consideration  whether  the  law 
of  England  or  the  law  of  Scotland  were 
better  in  criminal  or  civil  matters — he 
would  not  permit  himself  to  have  his  atten- 
tion withdrawn  from  what  he  considered 
to  be  an  attack  upon  the  learned  judges, 
which  ought  not  to  have  been  made  without 
a  communication  to  those  learned  indivi- 
dualsj  and  if  there  had  been  any  communi- 
cation, he  was  satisfied  that  the  subject 
would  never  have  been  brought  forward  in 
that  Honse.  It  was  the  law  of  Scotland. 
He  found  it  so  laid  down  by  Stair  and  by 
Erskine,  but  he  would  not  enter  upon  that, 
because  he  would  not  argue  as  to  the  law. 
It  was  not  competent  for  him  to  sayj  that 
the  authorities  were  not  correct.  The 
Lord  Justice  Clerk  stated,  that  this  was 
the  law  of  Scotland,  and  that  it  always  was 
80 ;  and  Lord  Medwin  asserted  that  it  had 
been  the  law  throughout  the  whole  of  his 
career :  nay  more,  he  bad  the  authority  to 
the  same  effect  of  the  present  Lord  Pre- 
sident, who  had  presided  so  many  years 
over  the  highest  criminal  court  in  Scot- 
land— the  High  Court  of  Justiciary.^  Then 
what  was  the  charge  against  these  indivi- 
duals? A  person  was  brought  to  trial,  an 
objection  was  made,  which  the^  were  bound 
to  investigate ;  and  how  was  it  made  ?  It 
was  made  according  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land. The  judges  stated  it  now  to  be  the 
law.  He  would  not  be  driven  into  an 
argument  ad  inconvenientem  as  to  whether 
this  law  was  bad,  or  whether  it  oueht  to  be 
altend.    If  his  nobk  and  learned  Friend 
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would  bring  in  the  measure  which  he  had 
threatened,  he  would  consider  the  merits 
of  the  two  systems.  He  had  not,  in  the 
present  case,  considered  them,  because  such 
a  consideration  would  not  be  in  accordance 
with  his  views  of  the  present  discussion. 
When  any  bill  was  before  the  House,  he 
would  consult  the  eminent  lawyers  of  Scot- 
land. He  would  contrast  their  opinions 
with  the  opinions  of  those  who  advocated 
the  law  of  England,  and  he  would  then  say 
whether  he  would  support  a  change.  But 
this  was  for  the  future.  All  he  would  now 
say  was,  that  no  imputation  rested  upon 
the  character  of  these  learned  judges.  He 
would  put  it  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself — recollecting  tiiat  he  had 
recently  held  a  high  judicial  situation— 
that  he  might  be  again  called  upon  to  fill 
one  equally  high — whether,  without  any 
communication  with  these  learned  judges, 
their  conduct  ought  to  be  brought  forward 
for  attack,  and  through  bis  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  for  he  was  not  the  author* 
ity,  such  charges  should  be  made  for  the 
purpose  of  calumniating  and  attacking 
these  eminent  individuals. 

Lord  Denman  would  bear  testimony  to 
the  correctness  of  what  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  said  with  respect  to 
the  law  of  England.  The  practice  of 
Westminster  Hall,  in  which  he  had  been 
not  a  few  years,  independently  of  the  time 
he  bad  occupied  a  judicial  situation,  had 
been  uniform.  These  questions  were  not 
put  to  any  other  individual  than  the  wit* 
nest  himself;  there  was  no  other  authority 
appealed  to  than  his  own  account.  With 
regard  to  which  course  was  best,  the  sub- 
ject was  not  then  under  discussion ,  but 
he  thought  that  the  English  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding had  been  founded,  in  a  great  de- 
gree, on  the  strong  sense  which  the  judges 
entertained  of  the  great  inconvenience  of 
discussion  upon  these  points ;  of  the  im- 
propriety of  having  religious  doctrines  buf- 
fetted  about  in  courts  of  justice  ;  and  of 
the  extreme  scandal  which  might  arise 
froin  such  a  course.  He  would  not  ven- 
ture to  give  an  opinion  as  to  what  the  law 
of  Scotland  was,  or  as  to  what  the  law 
ought  to  be ;  but  with  regard  to  the  law 
of  evidence  generally,  it  would  hardly  be 
thought  that  a  rule  was  right  in  one  coun- 
try which  was  not  admitted  generally  to 
be  right  in  all.  If  the  law  in  this  country 
were  admitted  to  be  right,  it  would  be 
well  worthy  of  consideration  whether  they 
should  not  revise  a  law  by  which  an  indU 
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vidual,  coming  as  a  witnetB  to  inculpate 
others,  might  be  fuddenly  put  upon  bis 
own  trial, 

Lord  Wynford  said,  that  the  law  of 
England  had  been  correctly  stated  by  hit 
noble  and  learned  Friend;  but  this  was 
the  case  of  judges  sitting  in  Scotch  courts, 
who  were  bound  to  proceed  according  to 
the  law  of  Scotland. 

Lord  Abinger  did  not  think  that  he  was 
called  upon  to  state  his  opinion  at  the 
present  time  as  to  what  was  the  law  of 
England.  He  had  his  opinion  upon  that 
subject,  though  he  did  not  believe  himself 
to  be  then  called  upon  to  state  it ;  but  he 
did  venture  to  state  to  their  Lordships  his 
opinion  that  they  ought  not  to  assent  to 
the  passing  of  any  censure  upon  the  Scot- 
tish or  Irish  judges  merely  for  some  mis- 
carriage, as  they  found  it  stated  in  the 
newspapers.  Their  Lordships  sat  in  that 
House  for  two  purposes;  they  sat  as  a 
legislative  body,  and  they  sat  also  judi- 
cially to  hear  appeals.  If  this  were  to  be 
the  subject  of  an  appeal,  that  would  be  the 
right  time  to  consider  it.  They  might  be 
called  upon  to  join  in  an  address  to  re- 
move these  judges,  and  what  would  be  the 
situation  in  which  they  would  be  placed 
if,  when  they  were  so  called  upon,  they 
had  already  passed  a  vote  of  censure? 
The  judges  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  would 
not  be  fairly  dealt  with  if  they  were  to  be 
censured  upon  some  representation  in  the 
newspapers,  or  on  some  private  communi- 
cation made  to  a  noble  Lord.  Whether 
those  judges  were  right  or  not,  he  would 
not  then  determine  or  debate ;  he  would 
only  enter  his  protest  against  a  practice 
which  was  becoming  too  common  in  that 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  of 
attacking  individuals  who  were  not  pre- 
sent to  defend  themselves.  What  right  had 
they  to  pass  a  censure  on  these  judges? 
Any  coffee-house  politician  might  do  that. 
They  did  not  sit  in  that  House  as  a  de- 
bating society  to  pass  censure  here  and 
there.  Till  the  bill  announced  by  the 
noble  Lord  were  before  the  House,  he 
would  not  even  consider  whether  the  law 
was  right  or  wrong,  he  would  merely  pro- 
test against  these  discussions. 

Lord  Brougham  wholly  differed  from 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  for  he  did 
not  think  that  any  charge  was  made 
against  the  judges.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  near  him  had  merely  stated,  that 
his  opinion  leant  against  the  practice  and 
the  course  taken  at  the  Scotch  trial ;  and 


he  had  stated,  that  if  this  was  the  law,  and 
if  the  course  taken  were  according  to  the 
law,  his  noble  and  learned  Fiiend  gav«  a 
general  notice  of  his  intention  to  prooead 
legislatively  for  the  purpose  of  altering  the 
law.  There  was  no  one  who  was  dis- 
posed to  hold  higher  than  he  the  sa- 
credness  of  the  judicial  office,  there  was 
no  man  who  had  more  constantly  and 
habitually  disoountenanced  any  li^ht  at- 
tacks upon  a  judicial  tribunal,  and  he 
would  have  been  the  first  to  reprobate  the 
course  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  if 
he  considered  that  he  had  attacked  the 
judges  who  had  tried  the  cause.  He  held 
that  their  conduct  stood  ynimpeached  and 
also  unassailed  upon  the  present  occasion. 
They  had  not  mistaken  the  law,  they  had 
not  miscarried ;  their  Lordships  had  had 
it  declared,  that  the  law  was  in  conformity 
with  this  proceeding.  Of  the  law  of  Bng- 
land  there  was  no  doubt,  all  were  agreed 
upon  that ;  they  might  have  a  preference 
for  this  law  over  the  law  of  Scotland,  but 
that  was  not  now  the  question.  Their 
Lordships  had  the  deliberate  statement  by 
the  judges  who  had  presided  at  the  trial 
of  what  the  law  was,  and  they  had  ap- 
pealed to  their  brethren  on  the  bench, 
who  were  out  of  the  scope  of  the  presc^qt 
inquiry,  who  agreed  in  stating,  that  they 
had  rightly  apprehended  the  law,  aau 
truly  and  properly  administered  it.  This 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  President, 
who  for  thirty  years  had  presided  in  the 
High  Court  of  Justiciary.  He  spoke  with 
great  doubt  when  he  hesitated  to  think 
that  this  was  the  law  of  Scotland,  because 
he  had  necessarily  had  no  experience  of  what 
the  law  was,  because  there  was  uo  appeal 
to  that  House  from  Scotland  in  matters 
criminal.  Their  Lordships  were  supieoie 
in  matters  civil,  but  in  thecrimiaal  law 
they  had  no  jurisdiction.  His  doubt 
would  arise  because  the  practice  might 
not  be  dearly  defined,  the  objections 
might  be  so  rarely  made,  that  they  couM 
hardly  have  formed  a  precedent,  and  the 
practice  was  totally  irreconcileable  with 
his  ideas  of  what  the  course  of  proceeding 
ou^ht  to  be,  arising  probably  from  Ms  own 
practice :  but  even  if  there  was  any  foun- 
dation for  his  doubt,  even  if  the  law  were 
not  so  clear  as  it  had  been  declared  to  be, 
he  would  only  observe,  in  fairness  to  the 
judges,  that  the  counsel  for  the  prisoner 
tendered  the  witnesses.  Whose  place 
was  it  to  object  to  this  evidence  ?  The 
counsel   for   the    Crown?     The   oonn* 
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8qI  fov  tb«  Crown  bad  allowed  the  exami'* 
Qa(ioQ  to  pass  as  a  matter  of  course. 
Therefore,  if  the  law  was  to  the  contrary 
-«i^at  all  events,  if  the  matter  only  remained 
doubtful,  and  if,  upon  the  whole,  recon- 
sidering their  judgment,  they  should  con« 
sider  that  there  had  been  a  miscarrisge, 
anything  less  venial  than  to  allow  the 
fMminatioQ  to  proqeedt  when  there  was 
no  objeotioni  be  eould  not  conceive.  Not 
only  was  nothing  affiaed.to  the  conduct  of 
the  judges*  but  they  were  net  assailed.  No 
blame  attached  to  them  from  the  be- 
ginning to  the  end.  If,  on  further  inquiry, 
the  law  of  Scotland  should  be  found  so 
different  from  our  own,  as  no  doubt  it 
wouldy  it  would  be  time  to  consider  whe- 
ther an  alteration  in  that  law  was  not 
advisable.  When  the  proper  time  ceme 
he  was  ready  to  give  this  subject  his  best 
attention'— that  great  attention  which  it 
deserved  from  the  high  interests  involved, 
and  the  great  delicacy  which  he  freely 
admitted  there  was  in  adopting  a  propo- 
sition  for  an  alteration  of  the  established 
law  of  Scotland,  He  recollected  that 
when  he  was  abroad  some  ^ears  ago  with 
a  learned  Friend  presiding  ia  one  of  our 
oourts,  he  was  struck,  on  attending  a  trial, 
to  find  that  though  a  child,  who  did  not 
understand  the  obligation  of  an  oath,  could 
not  be  examined ;  yet  the  evidence  of  two 
adults  was  received,  to  whom  the  child 
had  told  her  story  not  upon  oath.  He, 
with  the  full  authorfty  of  Lord  Ellen- 
borough,  bad  made  a  representation,  which 
he  hoped  had,  ere  this,  led  to  an  altera- 
tion of  the  law.  It  was  not  many  years 
beforei  that  the  law  of  England  was  thought 
to  assimilate  to  this  very  stste.  In  the 
year  1779,  Mr.  Justice  Buller,  on  a  trial 
for  a  rape  on  a  child  seven  years  of  age, 
who  could  not  be  examined,  bad  ad- 
mitted the  evidence  of  the  mother  and 
aoQtber  adult,  who  bad  heard  in  con- 
versation with  the  child  the  factSi  and 
a  conviction  was  bad  upon  that  evi- 
dence. It  was  true,  that  upon  the  matter 
afterwards  coming  before  the  twelve  judges 
they  were  unanimously  of  opinion,  that  the 
conviction  ought  not  to  have  been  had, 
and  a  free  pardon  was  granted.  This 
showed  the  danger  of  saying  that  anything 
was  not  the  law  of  Scotland  because  it 
was  different  from  oqr  own.  It  also  showed 
Ibe  danger  of  stating,  that  our  own  was  so 
mueb  better  a  avstem  than  any  other. 
He  had  only  to  add  his  satisfaction  that 
the  result  of  that  inquiry  would  be  to 


place,  not  only  beyond  assault,  but  also 
beyond  the  possibility  of  suspicion,  these 
learned  judges:  and  if  upon  inquiry  the 
law  should  be  found  in  the  state  in 
which  he  had^no  doubt  upon  their  author- 
ity  it  would  be  found,  he  would  willingly 
consider  whether  a  law  to  which  he  was 
not  prepared  to  give  any  approbation, 
should  continue. 

Lord  Campbell  did  not  regret  that  he 
had  brought  forward  the  subject,  notwith- 
standing the  remarks  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  It  was  gratifying  to  find 
that  all  the  noble  and  learned  Lords  who 
bad  spoken  had  agreed  as  to  what  the  law 
in  England  was,  and  although  the  noble 
and  learned  Chief  Baron  had  declined  to 
give  his  opinion  of  the  law,  he  had  not 
stated,  that  the  other  noble  Lords  were  in 
error,  or  expressed  any  doubt  of  the  cor- 
rectness of  their  statements.  He  could 
not  say  with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham),  that  he  considered  the 
law  of  Scotland  to  be  as  laid  down  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool* 
sack,  on  the  authority  of  the  judges  of 
Scotland.  He  had  used  his  own  reason 
and  research  to  find  out  what  the  law  of 
Scotlfiod  was.  He  sat  four  dnys  in  the 
week  by  the  side  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Brougham),  to  hear  appeals 
from  the  courts  in  Scotland,  and  he  had 
again  and  again  agreed  with  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  in  overruling  the  decisions 
of  the  Court  of  Session,  ay,  and  that  too 
when  the  judges  had  been  unanimous  in 
favour  of  that  decision.  It  was  upon  no 
light  ground  that  he  said  so,  but  he  must 
declare,  that  his  opinion  was,  that  those 
two  learned  judges  were  mistaken.  Ha 
had  read  Bankton,  and  he  had  read 
Stair,  and  he  found  no  authority,  no  text, 
no  report,  of  any  decision  which  would 
justify  any  such  law  as  had  been  delivered 
by  those  learned  judges.  But  he  did  not 
speak  from  his  own  reiearehes  only ;  he 
had  inquired  from  those  who  had  great 
experience  in  the  law  of  Scotland,  and 
they  had  told  him,  that  the  proceeding  at 
the  trial  in  question  was  quite  new,  and 
had  caused  the  greatest  surprise  and  con- 
sternation. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  in  jus- 
tice to  the  learned  judges  he  must  repeat, 
that  it  was  difficult  to  restrain  the  witneases 
from  stating  things  that  had  no  direct 
bearing  on  the  case  before  the  court,  and 
that  the  judges  were  oonstantly  obliged  to 
inurpose  to  stop  tbi;^^^^^.  Logan,  who 
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was  counsel  for  the  prisoner,  did  the 
same. 

Lord  Campbell  would  ask  their  Lord- 
ships whether  it  was  likely,  that  without 
any  question  being  put,  the  witness  (Mr. 
Simpson)  would  say,  that  he  believed  in 
the  Atonement,  and  in  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity,  ^and  that  he  had  never  said,  that 
he  disbelieved  that  doctrine,  and  that  he 
went  to  church  every  Sunday  ?  Did  their 
Lordships  believe,  that  all  this  was  said  by 
the  witness  without  any  questions  being 
put  to  him  ?  It  followed  inevitably — whe- 
ther the  questions  were  put  by  the  judges 
or  by  the  counsel — that  those  questions 
were  put,  and  that  it  was  in  answer  to 
them  that  these  statements  were  catego- 
rically made.  He  believed  that  all  this 
was  contrary  to  the  law  of  Scotland,  and 
that  the  law  of  Scotland  was  free  from  the 
reproach  of  subjecting  a  witness  to  have 
his  conscience  tried  as  if  he  were  before 
an  Italian  inquisition,  and  of  putting  a 
witness  to  the  torture  as  to  all  the  doubts 
and  difficulties  that  might  have  passed 
through  his  mind,  during  a  long  life,  on 
religious  subjects. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  must  again  state, 
that  the  learned  judge  at  the  trial  Ore* 
quently  interposed,  and  said,  that  it  was 
no  objection  to  the  competency  of  the 
witness  that  he  did  not  believe  in  the 
Christian  religion.  The  only  question 
was,  did  he  believe  in  a  Deity  and  in  a 
future  state  ? 

Lord  Campbell:  The  case  thus  became 
worse  and  worse,  for  if  there  was  no  objec- 
tion to  the  competency  of  the  witness,  why 
were  the  questions  put,  and  why  did  not 
the  judges  interpose  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor :  What  the  judges 
stated  to  him  was,  that  it  was  extremely 
difficult  for  the  court  to  prevent  the  other 
witnesses  from  saying  things  that  were  not 
evidence;  and  it  was  in  consequence  of 
those  irrelevant  statements  that  the  jtidges 
interposed,  and  not  on  account  of  ques- 
tions being  put,  for  none  were  put,  leading 
to  those  statements. 

Lord  Campbell  was  not  speaking  of 
what  other  witnesses  said ;  he  was  speak- 
ing of  what  William  Simpson  himself 
said.  Did  their  Lordships  believe,  that 
Simpson,  without  any  questions  being  put 
to  him,  would  have  said,  that  he  believed 
in  the  scheme  of  Christianity  as  disclosed 
by  the  Scriptures  ?  Did  their  Lordships 
believe,  that  he  of  his  own  accord,  would 
have  said  that  he  believed  in  the  Atone* 


ment?  Questions  must  have  been  put, 
and  if  not  by  the  court,  they  were  pot 
with  the  sanction  of  the  court,  and  the 
judges  had,  therefore,  in  his  opinion, 
neglected  their  duty  in  not  immedi- 
ately interposing,  as  Lord  Denman  would 
have  done,  as  Chief  Justice  Tindal 
would  have  done,  and  as  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  would  have  done,  to  protect 
the  witness  from  such  improper  inquiries. 
But,  then,  said  -his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  their  Lordships  had  no  jurisdic- 
tion. He  begged  leave  to  differ  from  that 
opinion.  Besides  their  judicial  and  legis- 
latorial functions,  they  had  a  function  of  a 
corresponding  nature  with  that  which  was 
possessed  by  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
House  of  Commons  was  called  the  grand 
inquest  of  the  nation ;  and  at  the  begin- 
ning of  every  Pailiament  that  House  ap- 
pointed a  grand  committee  of  justice.  It 
was  true  their  Lordships  did  not  go  through 
that  form,  but  they  exercised  a  general 
jurisdiction  in  seeing  that  justice  was  pro- 
perly administered,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
most  important  and  beneficial  functions 
belonging  to  their  Lordships.  It  was  only 
by  a  mode  such  as  the  one  he  was  now 
adopting  that  matters  of  this  description 
could  be  brought  before  their  Lordships 
and  animadverted  upon.  He  knew  nothing 
of  the  witness  Simpson;  he  might  be  a 
very  profligate  person ;  but  what  was  law 
for  him  would  be^law  for  every  one  of 
their  Lordships,  and  law  for  the  right 
rev.  Prelates  if  they  were  called  upon  to 
be  witnesses  in  a  court  of  justice:  the 
precedent,  therefore,  which  this  case  would 
set  would  be  productive  of  the  worst  con- 
sequences if  it  were  allowed  to  pass  with- 
out animadversion.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  had  complained 
of  the  irregularity  of  the  present  motion 
without  notice.  He  had  concluded  with  the 
motion  that  he  might  not  be  subjected  to 
the  charge  of  making  a  long  speech,  and 
not  submitting  any  motion  whatever.  How* 
ever,  if  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  per- 
sisted in  his  objection,  he  would  not  press 
his  motion.  [The  Lord  Chancellor  cer- 
tainly should  object  to  it.]  He  would, 
then,  with  the  permission  of  the  House 
withdraw  the  notion :  but  he  trusted  it 
would  not  be  forgotten  that  it  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  all  their  Lordships 
who  had  taken  part  in  this  debate  that  all 
the  proceedings  which  took  place  at  Stir- 
ling would  have  been  stopped  by  the  law 
of  Englandi  and  that  there  was  every 
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reason  to  believe  that  the  law  of  the  two 
couQtries  was  the  same.  For  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Clerk,  Lord  Medwin,  and 
the  Lord  President,  the  three  judges  who 
had  decided  this  case,  he  entertained 
the  most  sincere  respect;  but  he  conti- 
nued in  the  belief  that  they,  though  with 
most  excellent  motives,  fell  into  a  great 
mistake,  and  were  guilty  of  miscarriage 
on  the  trial  to  which  he  had  referred.  He 
trusted  their  decision  would  not  be  found 
to  be  the  law  of  Scotland ;  but  if  there 
should  be  any  doubt  upon  the  subject,  or 
if  a  declaratory  act  were  necessary,  he 
would  pledge  himself  to  bring  in  such  a 
bill  as  should  remove  all  doubt,  and  make 
the  law  of  Scotland  as  clear  and  certain 
as  was  the  law  of  England  on  this  import* 
ant  question. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  that  as 
neither  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack,  nor  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Brougham)  could 
persuade  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Campbell)  that  the  law  of  Scotland  was 
as  it  had  been  laid  down  by  tiiem,  with  the 
authority  of  the  Scotch  judges  themselves, 
it  was  not  likely  that  anything  an  un- 
learned person  could  say  would  have  any 
effect,  fiut  with  respect  to  the  facts  of 
the  case,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Campbell)  was  in  error  when  he 
said  that  questions  had  been  put  to  the 
witness  Simpson  for  the  purpose  of  elicit- 
ing certain  answers  upon  the  various  doc- 
trines of  the  Christian  religion.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  witnesses  who  were  examined 
before  the  examination  of  Simpson  stated 
things  calculated  to  impugn  Mr.  Simpson's 
credit  as  a  Christian,  and  even  as  a  believer 
in  a  Supreme  Being.  Simpson  was  after- 
wards called,  and,  having  been  sworn,  was 
examined  by  the  counsel  for  the  Crown, 
who  brought  him  forward,  and  it  seemed 
but  justice  to  the  witness  that  certain 
questions  should  be  put  to  him,  with  a 
view  to  set  himself  right.  He  thought 
that  was  a  circumstance  which  sufficiently 
accounted  for  the  learned  judges  having 
allowed  that  species  of  inquiry  to  go  on. 

Motk>n  withdrawn. 

Their  Lordships  adjourned. 
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Queen*!  County  Inflnnary,  againit  placing  fuch  Institu- 
tiona  under  the  Control  of  the  Poor-law  CommiMioaen. 
—By  Captain  Berkeley,  ftom  Fienchay,  for  the  Abolition 
of  Church  Rates;  and  ftom  the  CathoUa  at  Bristol,  for 
Equality  of  OyO  Rights.— By  Captshi  Thomas  Wood, 
ikom  StataiBB,  and  Wfaidietler,  against  the  use  of  RaiW 
ways  on  Sundays.— From  Enfield,  apinst  any  Airther 
Grant  to  Maynooth  College;  and  ftom  H.  E.  Edwards, 
against  the  West  Middleaex  Water-work  Company.— By 
Mr.  Brotherton,  ftom  Salfind.  andStdMng*  fisr  the  use 
of  Afihmatians  hi  lieu  of  Oaths.— Ftom  the  Presbytery 
of  Nairn,  for  the  Amelioratian  of  the  Condition  of  the 
Burgh  and  Paxoehial  Schoobnasten  of  Scotland.— Fnm» 
Klngeton-upoD-HuU,  for  a  Cbuiae  in  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act  to  oonfor  upon  Town  Councils  the  power  of 
Erecting  and  Regulating  Lunatic  Asylums.— From  Trus< 
tees  of  Doncaster,  and  Hutfield  Roads,  Bawtry  andLdly 
Roads,  and  Bawtry4)ridge  and  Hatton  Road,  i^ainst  the 
Turnpike  Roads  Act— From  the  Rev.  B.  Phillpott,  for 
Amendment  of  the  Law  rebtive  to  the  Rating  of  Tithes. 
—From  Abraham  Abnhams,  finr  an  opportunity  torefota 
the  Assertion  of  John  Wren  toucbhig  the  Southampton 
Election.— From  R.  Smytti,  agafaist  the  Fisheries  (Ix»- 
]and)BUL 

Texas— The  Blockade.]  Mr. 
D'IsraeU  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  near  him,  whether  it  was  the  inteo« 
tion  of  the  Government,  before  they  recog- 
nised the  blockade  of  Mexico  by  Texas, 
to  recognize  the  independence  of  Texas  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel  apprehended  that  the  re- 
cognition of  a  blockade  did  not  depend  on 
the  prerious  recognition  of  the  belligerent 
state.  There  were  several  instances  in 
which  this  country  had  recognized  a  block- 
ade without  having  previously  recognised 
the  particular  state  instituting  the  block- 
ade. In  the  present  case,  however,  as  he 
had  before  stated,  treaties  had  been  con- 
cluded with  the  Government  of  Texas,  by 
persons  having  the  authority  of  Her  Brit- 
annic Majesty  for  that  purpcNie ;  this  oc- 
curred under  the  late  Administration,  but 
since  he  had  come  into  office,  he  had  seen 
no  allegation  whatever  that  the  parties 
employed  to  make  these  treaties  had  ex« 
ceeded  their  authority.  It  was  not  neces^ 
sary  for  him  to  state  whether  he  considered 
those  treaties  wisely .  conceived,  or  other- 
wise ;  all  he  had  to  say  was,  that  they  had 
been  concluded,  and  as  there  was  no  alle- 
gation that  the  parties  concluding  them 
for  the  British  Government  had  exceeded 
their  authority,  he  did  not  feel  it  necessary 
for  the  pre^nt  GoYernmenl  to  ad? ise  her 
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M^lNlty  DOt  to  ralify  ih(m  tr«ati«»,  and 
they  would  accordingly  be  ratified  bv  the 
tjoiQ  specified,  namely,  by  the  Ut  or  Au- 
^uit  next. 

BftiSJiRY  AT  Eti&CTioNa,]  Viscount 
Mahtm  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  op- 

Ksite  a  question  )n  reference  to  bis  bill 
-  the  (UMrrectiQn  of  bribery.  Several 
clauses  of  that  bill  rested  on  the  suppo- 
sition tbi^t  election  committees  would  con- 
tinue, as  at  present,  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  House.  Now  the  noble  Lord  was 
aware  that  he  and  many  other  Members 
thought  that  the  House  would  better  eon- 
sqlt  the  epds  of  justice  b?  parting  with 
that  jurisdictiont  The  bill  which  regu- 
lated that  jurisdiotion  was  to  expire  with 
the  present  Session,  and  the  question  of 
its  renewal  was  probably  to  be  discussed 
withina  few  days.  He  tlierefore  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  L'Ord  whether  be  would  con- 
sent to  postpone  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  until  the  principle  which  he  here 
pointed  out  bad  been  discussed  and  de- 
cided? 

Lord  /,  Hu9$ell  considered  that  as  the 
jurisdiction  of  deciding  on  election  pe- 
titions, and  as  to  who  were  lawfully  and 
rightly  elected,  had  remained  in  the  House 
for  more  than  200  years^  they  could  not, 
as  matters  now  stood,  act  on  any  other 
supposition  than  that  the  jurisdiction  would 
so'continue.  Of  course,  if  the  House  here- 
after decided  upon  parting  with  this  juris- 
diction, the  House  would  make  its  other 
regulations  and  proceedings  conformable 
to  the  change,  and  the  measure  now  before 
the  House,  If  passed  into  a  law,  would  be 
also  made  conformable ;  but  at  present  he 
saw  no  reason  to  postpone  the  second 
reading  of  bis  bill,  on  the  mere  supposition 
that  the  House  mi^ht,  perhaps,  on  some 
future  day,  take  a  ?iew  of  this  part  of  the 
subject  altogether  different  f^om  its  long 
established  principle. 

Coal  Dutixs.]  Mr.  Hutt  begged  to 
know  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposed 
to  do  as  to  the  coal  duties. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  GoTemment  did  not 
hitend  to  adhere  to  the  duty  which  it  some 
time  since  announced  on  the  export  of 
British  coal,  namely,  4s.  The  proposal 
which  Ooremment  now  intended  to  make, 
and  which  he  hoped  would  meet  with  the 

Sneral  assent  of  the  House,  would  be,— <- 
at  on  round  coal  exported  from  this 
country  there  should  belaid  &  duty  of  2s 


per  ton ;  and  on  spsaU  pr  screened  coal,  of 
Up  per  ton. 

Lord  /.  HutuU  asked  whether  toy 
drawback  would  be  allowed  in  fa?Qur  of 
coal  exported  for  the  use  of  steam^fesaelji 
in  the  service  of  British  subjects  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  position  of 
these  steam-vaisels  in  reference  to  tho 
supply  of  coal  had  been  taken  into 
consideration  by  tha  Qovamment,  and 
the  very  great  difficulty  of  allowing  a 
drawback  was  one  of  the  veasooa  which 
induced  them  to  make  the  reduction  iq 
the  proposed  duty  which  he  had  jusi 
Stated.  He  hoped  that  with  this  nducttoB 
the  House  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
incur  the  risk  of  fraud  which  the  aHonanco 
of  drawback  would  certftinly  involve.  The 
loss  to  the  revenue  he  estimated  would  be 
about  50,000/. 

Tif«  Gold  Coiv.]  Mr.  CAjUers  said, 
that  of  late  very  great  inconvenience  and 
loss  bad  been  sustained  by  the  public, 
more  especially  by  the  humbler  claaaes,  in 
consequence  of  the  proclamation  fiespeot* 
iog  the  depreciated  gold  coinage.  Every 
day  innumerable  cases  were  ocourriog  in 
which  poor  people,  ill  able  to  afford  it, 
were  subjected  to  a  loss  of  one  shilling  io 
the  pound,  and  even  more.  It  was  very 
true  that  similar  proclamations  had  beaa 
issued  before,  but  the  last  of  these  was 
twenty-one  years  ago.  He  did  not  mean 
to  aay  that  the  proclamation  lately  issued 
might  not  be  a  fery  proper  and  neeaasary 
one ;  but  he  thought  that  some  method 
should  have  been,  and,  at  all  efenta, 
should  now  be  deviasd.  for  mitigating  the 
consequent  loss.  He  would  soggeal,  with 
reference  to  the  poorer  claases,  that  eoiie<^ 
thing  might  be  done  by  the  medium  of  tlie 
savinga'-baaks  towards  letting  them  reeaifa 
the  full  value  of  what  money  they  had. 

The  ChoMcellor  of  the  E$:che^uer  waa 
very  glad  that  the  hon.  Ceatleman  bad 
mentioned  |he  subject,  aa  it  gave  him  an 
opportunity  to  dispel,  he  hoped,  an  im-> 
presaion  whioh  generally  prevailed,  and 
which  had  been  given  circulation- lo  by 
interested  parties,  that  the  value  of  the  old 
sovereign  was  greatly  below  that  of  the 
more  recent  gold  CPinage*  Of  the  large 
number  of  sovereign!  that  were  pai4  into 
the  Bank,  which  gave  a  fair  criterion,  the 
deficiency  in  weight  varied  from  1|  to  IJ 
per  cent,;  so  that  the  loss  of  3d,  in  the 
sovereign  would  completely  compenante 
for  the  deficteooy  of  weight  in  the  avesege 
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of  oasei.  Some  might  be  a  little  more, 
sQroe  a  little  leu  valuable ;  but  certainly 
threepence  io  the  pound  was  the  utmost 
average  deterioration.  He  was,  however, 
at  the  present  moment  io  communication 
with  the  officers  of  the  revenue,  with  the 
view  of  facilitating  the  exchange  of  light 
coin,  80  as  to  meet  the  wants  more  especi- 
ally of  the  humbler  classes;  but  he  was 
anxious  in  the  interval  which  must  neees- 
aarily  elapse  before  this  arrangement  oould 
be  brought  into  operation,  to  have  it  dis- 
tinctly made  known  to  the  public,  that  the 
diminution  of  the  value  was  not  in  any 
case  such  as  to  justify  the  demands  which 
were  made  by  interested  persons  on  the 
holders  of  light  sovereigns, 

Peovision  Riots  at  Evvis.]  Mr. 
O'Cannell  begged  to  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  would  have  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  coroner's  Inquest,  and  the  report  of 
the  oommissioners  sent  down  by  Govern* 
ment  to  Ennis,  to  inquire  into  the  unhappy 
and  frightful  scene  which  had  taken  place 
there,  and  in  which  several  had  been  killed? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  all  he  knew  of 
the  case  officially  was,  that  the  Lord* 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  immediately  upon 
hearing  of  this  lamentable  occurrence, 
sent  down  a  Queen's  Counsel  to  take  a 
report  of  the  matter,  and  that  a  verdict 
bad  been  returned  by  the  coroner's  in- 
quest ;  and  under  these  circumstances,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  press  at  pre- 
sent for  the  papers. 

Mr.  (yCaimett  said,  that  besides  this, 
another  inquiry  of  even  higher  interest 
was  whether  Government  had  done,  or 
was  about  to  do  anything  to  relieve  the 
fearful  dbtresa  which  prevailed  in  all 
parts  of  Iveland,  even  in  Wieklow,  the 
district  nearest  Dublin  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  would  only  say,  that  the 
Government  was  deeply  alive  to  the  im« 
portanee  of  the  subject. 

CosTOMs'  Aots-^-Thb  Ta&ifp  — 
Cablbs.]  House  in  committee  on  the 
Customs'  Dotiee  Act.  Upon  the  proposi^ 
tion  that  the  duty  on  cables  not  being  iron, 
tarred,  or  untarred,  should  be  6$.  per  cwt. 

Mr.  Miickell  propoeed  as  an  amend- 
ment that  the  duty  be  8#.  per  ewt. 

Mr.  QladeUme  objected  to  the  amend- 
ment. He  thought,  that  for  an  article  of 
such  general  use  in  the  navy,  the  protec- 
tion ihould  not  be  more  than  was  abso* 


lutely  necessary.  He  would  therefore 
adhere  to  the  duty  of  6s.,  as  proposed  in 
the  schedule. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  filled  with  •*  Six  Shil- 
lings."—Ayes  163  ;  Noes  35  ;-«Majority 
12«. 

Liit  ef  the  Atbs. 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D.  Gordon,  Lord  F. 

Aldam,  W.  Gore,  M. 

AlUx,J.  P.  Gore,  W.O, 

Bagge,  W.  Gore,  hon.  B. 

Baillie,  Col.  Goulbum,  rt,  hon.  If. 

Baillie,  li.  J.  Grabani,  rt.hn.  Sir  J. 

Barnard,  £.  O.  Granby,  Marquess  of 

Bateson,  R.  Greenaway,  C. 

Beckett,  W ,  Grimston,  ViKt. 

Bernard,  Viset.  Uamiltoo,  W.  J. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Uanpdeoi  R. 

Bodkin,  W.  H.  HardiDge,rt.  hn.SirQ. 

Botfield,  B.  Hastie,  A. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Hay,  Sir  A.  L, 

Brotberton,  J.  Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 

Brownrigg,  J.  S.  Hind  ley,  C. 

Bruce,  Lord  £«  Hpgff,  i.  W. 

Buckley,  £.  Houidswortb,  T. 

BuUer,  £.  Holmes,  bn.  W.  A'G. 

Bunbury,  T.  Hope,  hon.  C, 

fiurrell.  Sir  C.  M.  Howard,  Loid 

Chebea,  Visct.  Howard,  hon.  H. 

Christie,  W.  D.  Howick,  Visot. 

Chute,  W.  L.,W.  Hughes,  W.  fi. 

Clerk,  Sir  G,  Hume,  J. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  H.  Hussey,  T. 

Codriagton,  C.  W.  Hutt,  W. 

Colbome,  hn.W.N.E.  Irving,  J. 

Craig,  W.G,  James,  W. 

Cripps,  W.  Jermyn,  Earl 

Damer,  hon.  Col.  Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  O.  H. 

Dawnay,  hon.  W.  U«  Jones,  Capt. 

Denison,  £.  B.  KnatchbuIl,rt.hn.SirE. 

Dennistoun,  J.  LaboucherSjrt.  hon.H. 

Disraeli,  B.  Lambton,  H. 

Divett,  E.  Layard,  Capt. 

Dodd,  0.  Lefroy,  A. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.  Lemon,  Sir  C. 

Douglas,  J.  D.  S.  Ltddell,  hon.  U.  T. 

Duncan,  Visct.  Lindsay,  H.  U, 

Duncan,  G.  Litton,  £. 

Duncombe,  hon.  A.  Lockhart,  W. 

Egerton,  W.  T,  Lopes,  Sir  R. 

Eliot,  Uid  M'Geaqhy,  F.  A. 

Escott,  B«  Mackeuzie«  T. 

Estcourt,  T.  G.  B.  Mackenzie,  W.  F. 

Ferguson,  Col.  Mackionon,  W.  A. 

Fitzroy,  hon.  H.  MTaggart,  Sir  J. 

Fleming,  J.  W.  Mainwaring,  T. 

FfoUiott,  J.  Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 

Forbes,  W.  Maraham,  ViKt. 

Forster,  M.  Martin,  J. 

Fuller.  A.  £•  Marton,  0< 

Gaskell,  J,  Miloes  MsulCi  rt.  hon.  P* 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Miles,  P.  W,  S. 

Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E.  Milnes,  R.  M. 

Gladstone,  T.  Mitcalfe,  ^*r\r\n\o 

Golden,  hoB.  Capt.  Mofgan,  0?^^8^^ 
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Morris,  D. 
Morrison,  J. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ord,W. 
Pakiogton,  J.  S. 
PattcD,  J,  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R, . 
Peel,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Pigot,  Sir  K. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
PolhUl,  F. 
Powell,  Col. 
Praed,W.T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Protberoe,  E. 
Rashleigh,W. 
Reid,Sir  J.R. 
Richards,  R. 
Round,  C.  G* 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
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Sheppard,  T. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
SomerTilIe,SirW.M. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stansfield.W.  R.C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.T. 
Stuart,  H. 
Strutt,  £. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Towneley,  J. 
TurnoT,  C. 
Vere,  SirC.B. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
\¥addington,  H.  S. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Winnington,  SirT.E. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 

TELLEBS. 

Baring,  H. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Bankes,  G. 
Barclay,  D. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Byng,  G. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
Ebrington,  Visct 
Gill,  T. 

GrosYenor,  Lord  R. 
Halford,  H. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Henley,  J,  W. 
Hinde,J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Ingestre,  Visct* 
James,  Sir  W.C. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 


Manners,  Lord  J. 
Masterman,  J. 
O'Brien,  W.S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Col. 
Palmer,  G. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pryse,  P. 
Rumbold,  C.  £. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Worsley,  Lord 

TELLERS. 

Chapman,  A. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 


Blank  filled  with  Sii  Shillings. 

Upon  the  question  that  the  importation 
of  unhewn  Stones  from  foreign  countries 
be  free, 

Mr.  O,  Bankes  rose  to  move  his  amend- 
ment, that  upon  stones  not  particularly 
enumerated  or  described,  nor  otherwise 
charged  with  duty,  the  present  rates  of 
duty  should  be  maintained.  This  he  did 
on  behalf  of  the  persons  employed  in  the 
trade,  and  particularly  in  the  working  of 
Portland  stone,  whose  subsistence  de- 
pended entirely  upon  their  occupation  of 
that  branch  of  industry.  His  proposition 
would  not  restrict  any  of  the  comforts  of 
the  poor  generally,  because  it  was  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  say,  that  their  habitations 
were  not  built  of  this  expensive  material* 


None  of  the  raw  material  of  foreign  stone 
came  into  our  market.  It  was  all  wrought 
to  a  certain  extent,  and  therefore  the 
question  was  one  between  English  and 
foreign  labour.  While  the  price  of  Port- 
land stone  at  the  port  of  shipment  was 
16s.  per  ton,  lis.  per  ton  of  that  money 
was  the  proportion  absorbed  in  labour,  and 
the  committee  might  judge  how  much 
mischief  must  be  done  by  displacing  tbii 
amount  of  labour,  and  admitting  at  a  still 
greater  advantage,  French  stone,  which 
already,  even  with  the  duty,  undersold  our 
own  article.  The  population  of  the  Iile 
of  Portland  amounted  to  nearly  3,000, 
all  of  whom,  with  very  few  exceptions, 
depended  entirely  upon  this  article.  He 
had  moved  for  a  return  of  last  year's  dutj 
upon  foreign  stone,  but  had  not  been  able 
to  obtain  it,  and  was  therefore  obliged  to 
form  his  conclusions  from  the  only  data 
which  were  accessible  to  him ;  and  judging 
thus,  he  was  led  to  believe,  that  the  im* 
portation  of  foreign  stone  was  increasing, 
because  he  was  informed  that  some  of  the 
churches  of  most  recent  erection,  and 
amongst  them  those  of  Camberwell  aod 
Andover,  were  contracted  for  in  foreign 
stone.  It  was  true,  and  he  was  happy  to 
say  it,  that  that  great  national  work,  the 
Royal  Exchange,  was  contracted  for  in 
Portland  stone,  because  the  citizens  of 
London,  justly  proud  of  their  national 
edifices,  disregarded  the  question  of  com- 
parative expense ;  but  others  would  prefer 
the  inferior  article  if  it  were  only  cheaper. 
And  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  foreign 
stone  was  inferior,  not  only  to  the  Portland 
stone,  but  also  to  the  stone  in  many  parts 
of  Yorkshire,  and  particularly  that  beauti- 
ful description  of  which  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  were  being  built.  He  did  not 
wish  his  proposition  to  apply  to  Itmestooef 
or  any  other  description  of  stone  than  that 
used  for  building ;  and  he  hoped  the  ar- 
ticle would  be  omitted  from  the  tariff,  or, 
at  all  events,  that  the  Government  would 
take  time  to  reconsider  the  item. 

Mr.  Christie  was  persuaded,  from  in- 
quiries which  had  been  institated,  that  the 
proposed  alteration  in  the  stone  duties 
would  not  only  benefit  the  public,  but 
would  also  be  of  advantage  to  the  labour- 
ing classes  in  Portland.  An  advance  to 
free-trade  principles  would  tend  to  make 
the  labouring  classes  less  dependent  than 
they  were  upon  the  quarry-owners.  At 
present  the  state  of  Uiese  classes  was^ 
no  meant  satisfectoiy.    The  truck  sjflM 


1497  Cuitmi  Aeii--^  {Juhb  13}         Tha  Tariff-^SioMi.       1498 

quarry-holden  up^uotil  the  latter  were  glad  to 
accede  to  their  terms,  which,  by  the  bye,  were 
most  rascally;  but  yet,  with  the  prices  they 
get,  and  in  the  way  they  pay,  the  gentlemea 
could  well  afford  to  give  them." 

He  wished  that  the  hoD.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  was  Id  bis  place  to  hear 
these  statements  of  the  track-system  as  it 
existed,  not  among  <$orn-iaw  agitators,  but 
in  a  county  a  stronghold  of  Conservatism, 
He  trusted  that  attention  might  be  paid 
to  the  subject  of  wages  in  this  island 
by  the  hon.  Member's  committee,  or  ra- 
ther he  would  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Ashley),  whose  philanthropv 
no  party  feelings  could  erer  pervert.  A 
lar^e  portion  of  the  Portland  quarries 
were  Crown  property.  He  understood 
that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lin* 
coin)  had,  with  a  view  to  the  approaching 
expiry  of  the  Crown  leases,  sent  the 
Crown  surveyor  down  to  Portland,  and 
procured  a  new  valuation,  in  consequence 
of  which  he  had  raised  the  rent  very  con. 
siderably;  and  he  understood  that  the 
present  Crown  lessees  had  undertaken  to 
renew  the  leases  on  the  higher  terms,  while 
they  were  stating  in  petitions  presented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  that  the 
effect  of  the  change  in  the  tariff  would 
be  to  compel  the  present  owners  and 
lessees  of  quarries  to  abandon  the  working 
of  them»  The  noble  Lord  or  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  correct  him  if  be 
was  wrong,  and  would,  he  had  no  doubt, 
have  the  goodness  to  confirm  him  in  this 
statement  if  it  were  correct.  These  were 
the  reasons  why  he  cordially  supported 
the  proposal  in  the  tariff,  which  would 
confer  a  benefit  on  the  public,  do  no 
injustice  to  the  quarry  proprietors,  and 
open  out  a  great  prospect  of  good  to  the 
labourer  in  the  Portland  quarries. 

Lord  Ashley  was  astounded  at  thecom* 
munication  which  had  just  been  made  as 
to  the  extent  to  which  the  track  system 
was  carried  in  Portland.  The  subject 
should  have  his  consideration. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  proposed  alter- 
ations in  the  tariff  were  not  made  with  a 
view  (o  local  but  general  circumstances. 
They  proposed  to  place  upon  stone  in 
block  a  duty  of  2s.  per  ton,  which  would 
amount  to  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  about 
10  per  cent.  The  hon.  Qentleman  wished 
to  have  a  greater  amount  of  protection 
than  the  interested  parties  themselves  re- 
quired. They  did  not  wish  the  present 
rate,  which  imposed  an  ad  valorem  dulf 


prevailed  to  a  great  extent.  The  workmen 
were  only  paid  their  wages  once  in  six 
months,  sometimes  only  once  in  the  year, 
and,  in  the  meantime,  they  were  supplied, 
but  at  a  high  rate,  with  necessary  articles 
by  agents  of  the  quarry-masters,  who, 
when  the  wages  were  paid,  deducted  the 
value  of  the  necessaries  furaished  from  the 
amount.  He  would  wish  to  read  to  the 
committee  some  statements  he  had  re- 
ceived upon  the  subject  from  various  par- 
ties in  Dorsetshire  and  Portland.  The 
first  was  from  a  merchant  in  Portland : 
it  stated : — 

"In  this  island  there  is  a  population  of 
2,800  persons  entirely  dependent  on  the  stone 
trade,  and  subject  to  the  injurious  operation 
of  the  truck  system.  The  quarry*meu  are  paid 
every  six  months,  and  sometimes  it  is  twelve 
months  before  they  have  a  settlement  with 
their  masters,  who  all  that  time  supply  them 
with  bread  or  flour  at  a  higher  price  than  they 
could  get  the  same  quality  for,  if  paid  weekly  or 
monthly.  Indeed,  it  may  be  said  to  be  usually 
nine  months  from  the  time  of  commencing 
their  work  till  a  settlement  is  made  by  the 
masters..  ..The  price  of  best  flour  delivered 
here  (in  Pordand)  is  stated  to  me,  by  a  miller 
at  Weymouth,  at  48f.  I  believe  for  cash  I 
could  get  it  If.  or  2s.  less.  The  price  the  men 
are  charged  is  60i.  a  sack  of  280  lbs.;  some 
masters  charge  it  less.  Tlie  4-lb.  loaf  here  is 
9d.:  at  Weymouth  good  bread  may  be  bought 
at  7 id,  the  4-lb.  loaf.  When  the  men  are  paid, 
the  party  who  has  supplied  them  with  bread 
and  flour  sits  at  the  pay-table  and  receives  his 
money.'' 

Another  gentlemen,  resident  in  Wey- 
mouth, stated  as  follows  :— 

^  The  alteration  proposed  in  the  new  tariff 
would  do  more  to  help  Portland,  and  the  pub- 
lic generally,  than  anything  else  that  can 
occur.  The  duty  can  be  well  taken  off,  and 
the  public  would  then  be  relieved  from  a  train 
of  exactions  and  impositions  which  are  dis- 
graceful. There  are  two  or  three  merchants 
in  London  who  hold  largely,  and  the  rule  of 
the  place  is,  that  the  payment  of  wages  only 
takes  place  once  in  six  months;  consequently, 
the  workmen,  during  the  interval,  are  com- 
pellpd  to  have  of  the  different  agents  things  in 
liind,  as  they  call  it — ^flour,  bread,  butter,  &c., 
of  which  an  account  is  kept  against  them, 
charging  them,  of  course,  the  highest  possible 
price,  and  at  the  end  of  the  half-year  all  this  is 
set  out  against  their  wages.  The  men,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  consequence  of  this,  are  quite 
reckless,  and  will  have  holidays  when  they  like, 
and  every  now  and  then  strike  for  wages.  It 
was  only  last  summer  they  struck,  and  there 
was  scarcely  a  stone  shipped  from  the  quarries 
for  six  mouths;  the  men  in  the  meantime 
working  in  the  Crown  and  common  lands, 
and  making  stone  and  selling  it,  cutting  the 
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of  20  per  cent,  to  be  Biaintained.  He 
proposed  one  of  10  per  cent.,  and  he 
would  certainly  oppoee  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  that  the  matter  was 
more  a  question  of  proprietors  than  of 
workmen.  He  was  sorry  to  hear  a  duty 
of  2f.  proposed,  as  he  understood  that  the 
originally* intended  duty  had  been  only  U. 
per  ton. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  his  consti- 
tuents would  be  best  contented  by  the 
imposition  of  no  duty  at  all.  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
not  make  any  concession  to  tlie  proposi* 
tion  before  the  House.  * 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  the  point  was 
not  whether  a  concession  should  be  made, 
or  whether  a  point  should  be  established ; 
their  proposal  was,  that  rough  stone 
should  be  admitted  free,  stone  in  blocks 
should  pay  a  duty  of  2s.  per  ton,  and 
hewn  stone  a  duty  of  10s.  per  ton. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

On  the  qoestioo  that  the  duty  on 
foreign  Coffee  be  8^.  a  pound, 

Viscouiit  Hawick  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  proposing  that  this  duty  should  be 
reduced  to  Id,  The  grounds  on  which  he 
felt  instified  in  resisting  the  proposed  rate 
of  outy,  he  would  very  shortly  submit  to 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Baronet^  in 
the  speech  in  which  he  introduced  this 
Uriff,  cakulated  the  loss  to  the  revenue 
from  his  proposal  at  170,000/.  Now,  he 
thought  t&e  House  mutt  admit  that  that  was 
an  amount  of  revenue  which  ought  not  to 
be  sacri6ced  unless  for  the  purpose  of  effect* 
ioga  satisfactory  arrangement  of  those  do- 
ties.  If  we  were  not  to  place  these  duties  on 
a  basis  advantageous  to  the  great  body  of 
consumers,  he  thought  it  better  to  leave 
tbem  as  they  at  present  stood ;  particularly 
when  it  was  remembered  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  refused  to  repeal  the  duty 
on  cotton  wool«  which*  unfettered,  must 
give  such  ample  scope  to  employment, 
and  when  it  was  intended  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  impose  a  new  duty  on  coals. 
The  House  was  aware  that  the  consump- 
tion of  coffee  had  of  late  years  very  greatly 
increased.  The  whole  supply  of  British 
possessions  was  altogether  insufficient  to 
meet  the  demands  of  the  consumers,  and 
the  consequence  was,  that  foreign  coffee, 
at  the  higher  rate  of  duty,  enter^  largely 
into  the  borne  consumption.    That  being 


the  case,  it  was  perfectly  obvious,  that  the 
price  of  foreign  coffee,  at  the  higher 
duty,  was  that  which  regulated  the 
price  of  British  coffee,  and  the  differ- 
ence between  the  duty  levied  on  British 
and  foreign  coffee  was  a  bounty  levied  on 
the  British  consumer  for  the  advantage  of 
the  colonial  grower.  That  such  was  the 
effect  of  this  Ux,  he  believed  that  no  Gen- 
tleman, acquainted  with  our  system  of 
taxation,  would  be  prepared  to  deny.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  were  persuaded  that 
all  those  systems  of  tx>unty  and  protection 
were  erroneous;  but,  while  he  argued  that 
such  was  the  case,  he  also  admitted,  that 
the  practice  of  a  long  series  of  years  ought 
not  to  be  suddenly  swept  away.  He  did 
not  ask  the  committee  to  take  away  the 
protection  which  colonial  coffee  bad 
hitherto  enjoyed  :  he  did  not  say  that  con- 
siderable protection  ought  not  to  be  given 
to  the  producers  of  that  coffee:  but  what 
he  maintained  was,  that  the  amount  of 
protection  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, was  calculated  on  an  erroneous 
principle,  if  it  was  not  altogether  prejudi^ 
cial  to  the  interest  of  the  producer.  The 
Government  proposed  that  the  coffee  of 
the  British  colonies  should  be  admitted  at 
4d.  a  lb.,  which,  with  the  other  expenses, 
would  raise  the  price  to  39<.  2d.  the  cwu 
Foreign  coffee  was  to  be  admitted  at  8d* 
the  lb. ;  and  adding  in  the  same  manner 
5  per  cent.,  the  price  would  be  7Ss.  4d.  the 
cwt.  Now,  what  was  the  real  value  of 
the  articles  on  which  these  duties  wer^ 
imposed  ?  He  had  in  his  hand  a  state 
ment,  by  which  it  was  calculated  that  co- 
lonial coffee  of  the  new  growth  was  to  be 
sold  at  112s.  to  117s.  the  cwt.,  while 
Cuba  coffee,  of  an  exactly  similar  desorip- 
tion,  was  selling  in  bond  at  785.  and  82s. 
the  cwt. ;  the  difference  in  price  being  a 
charge  on  the  British  public.  That  was 
to  say,  that  the  superior  kind  of  coffee, 
the  produce  of  foreign  coontriest  came 
into  consumption  at  10^)  perjceat.  duty  oo 
the  full  value,  and  had  a  differential  duty 
to  sustain  of  50  percent.  He  thought 
that  such  an  amount  of  duty  was  extrava- 
gant ;  but  when  they  came  to  an  inferior 
description  of  coffee  (that  which  entered 
materially  into  the  consumption  of  the 
working  classes)  the  case  wee  fiar  worae* 
A  constituent  of  his  purchased  in  bond  Si« 
Domingo  coffee  at  34«.  the  cwt.,  while  Bri- 
tish coffee  of  a  not  better  description  fetched 
from  68s.  to  70s.  the  cwt.  Now  on  this 
coffee^  worth  in  bond  34s.  the  cwt.,  a  duty 
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was  proposed  of  74s.  M.  That  was  a  duty 
of  230  per  ceol.  oo  the  full  value  of  the 
article,  aod  a  differential  duty  giveu 
as  a  bonus  by  the  consumers  of  this  in- 
ferior article  to  the  British  colonies  of 
115  per  cent.  He  thought  if  the  House 
considered  for  a  moment  what  were  the 
principles  on  which  this  tariff  was  recom- 
mended, they  must  conclude  that  such  a 
scale  of  duties  was  altogether  inconftistent 
with  those  principles,  for  that  very  evening 
be  heard  the  right  hon.  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  assert,  that  20  per 
cent**  except  in  some  special  cases,  was  a 
fair  duty  on  manufactured  articles.  And 
on  this,  which  was  not  a  manufactured 
article,  but  a  raw  produce,  entering  largely 
into  the  consumption  of  the  poor,  the  pro- 
posal was  not  to  tax  it  at  20  per  cent.,  but 
115  per  cent,  as  against  British  coffee, 
and  230  per  cent,  on  the  full  value  of  the 
article.  This  was  certainly  a  proposition 
which  it  was  impossible  to  maintain  in 
argument.  It  was  impossible  that  the  re- 
duction of  duty  could  be  resisted  on  the 
same  grounds  as  those  taken  up  against 
the  change  in  the  sugar  duties  brought 
forward  at  bis  side  of  the  House;  for  apart 
from  the  fact,  that  a  considerable  proper* 
tion  of  coffee  came  from  the  eastern  hemi- 
sphere, where  slavery  did  not  extensively 
exist,  there  was  bo  conntry  from  which 
we  might  expect  a  greater  produce,  as  the 
consequence  of  a  moderate  duty,  than 
Hayti,  with  which  it  was  obvious  we 
might  carry  on  a  much  more  flounshing 
commerce  if  our  present  system  were 
abandoned.  It  could  not  be  said,  that 
it  was  the  interest  of  the  colonies  to  have 
these  duties  kept  up.  Did  any  Gentle- 
man seriously  conceive,  that  the  present 
enormous  duty  could  be  permanently 
maintained  ?  He  must  further  argue,  that 
the  amount  of  protection  now  proposed  in 
the  tariff  was  larger  than  that  hitherto  en* 
joyed.  It  was  perfectly  true,  that  Hayti 
and  Brasil  coffee  had  been  subjected  to  a 
heavier  duty  than  that  now  submitted  ; 
but  it  Was  notorious,  that  the  Brazi- 
lian coffee  at  9cl.  duty,  was  allowed  to 
oome  in  from  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  as 
British  coffee.  The  real  protection  was, 
therefore,  the  difierence  between  M.  and 
6d.,  together  with  the  expeniea  of  the 
voyage  to  the  Cape  of  Crood  Hope,  what- 
ever they  Bsight  be.  Now,  be  was  per- 
fectly ready  to  admit,  that  the  gentlemen 
engaged  in  thia  trade  were  not  always  of 
the  saflK  optnion  as  to  tbe  expenaea  of 


this  voyage ;  and  he  was  quite  prepared 
to  hear  his  noble  Friend,  the  Member  'for 
Liverpool,  representing  the  views  of  his 
constituents,  give  a  much  higher  charge 
than  that  which  he  was  about  to  contend 
for.  But  it  appeared  by  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Import  Duties'  Com-» 
mittee,  that  the  expenses  of  the  coffee  of 
Brazil  and  Hayti  going  to  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  did  not  exceed  ^d.  a  lb. 
The  present  protection  to  British  coffee 
was,  therefore,  3^.  and  not  Ad.\  the 
amount  of  protection  given  by  the  duties 
of  4<2.  and  M.  The  Ministers  were,  there- 
fore, increasing  a  protection  which  at  pre* 
sent  was  of  an  enormous  amount.  If  it 
was  supposed,  that  the  colonies  could  not 
grow  coffee  without  this  enormous  protec- 
tion, the  best  policy  was  to  wean  them 
from  the  fallacy  by  degrees;  for  it  was 
impossible  to  suppose,  that  our  people 
would  go  on  paying  three  tiroes  the  price 
which  Uie  article  ooght. really  to  fetch, 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  our  colo» 
nial  interests.  But  if  it  was  believed,  that 
the  colonies  could  grow  such  an  article  at 
a  much  smaller  protection,  it  waaobvioasly 
the  interest  of  the  colonies  to  bring  down 
the  price  as  low  as  possible.  He  thought 
if  an  unnatural  stimulus  were  given  to 
coffee,  the  produce  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years,  under  the  present  system,  wouU 
exceed  the  consumption,  and  a  depression 
naturally  follow.  As  in  many  other  cases, 
the  artificial  raising  of  the  price  far  above 
the  natural  level,  must  in  the  end  produce 
a  great  disadvantage  to  those  who  enjoyed 
the  undue  advantage.  He  next  wished  to 
know  whether  his  motion  could  be  resisted 
on  the  ground  of  revenue.  He  could 
scarcely  believe,  that  the  reduction  of  \dU 
per  ib.  on  foreign  coffee  would  be  resisted 
on  the  ftopposition  that  it  must  largely  in. 
jure  the  revenue.  As  he  had  already 
stated,  the  foreign  coffee  regulated  the 
price  of  the  home  produce,  and,  therefore, 
if  \d*  per  lb.  were  taken  off,  the  consumer 
would  derive  an  advantage,  not  only  on 
the  colonial,  but  on  all  the  coffee  that 
came  into  the  market.  The  total  amoont 
of  coffee  consumed  was  28,420,000  lbs. 
The  reduction  of  Id,  per  lb.  would  be  a 
relief  to  the  consumer  of  1 18,000/.  The 
loss  to  the  revenue  wonld  not  be  propor- 
tioned to  the  gain  of  the  consumer,  and 
was  only  to  be  calculated  on  the  smaller 
quantity  of  coffee  tntrodoced  from  foreign 
conntfios*  Of  the  28,420,000  lbs.  of 
coffee.  odW  10»849,000  lbs.  i 

•         '  Digitized  by  ^ 


)fS'S^^ 


Customs  Aots^  {COMMONS}       Th§  Tmff-^Coffee.       1504 


1603 

daction  of  foreign  countries.  The  loss  on 
the  latter  quantity  was  45,000/.,  while  the 
consumer  gained' 118,000/.  But  he  was 
persuaded  that  the  revenue  would  suffer 
no  loss  whatever,  because  he  was  sure  that 
the  reduction  of  the  duty  would  lead  to  a 
large  increase  of  the  consumption — to  an 
increase  which  it  might  be  safely  calcu- 
lated would  Cover  Uie  loss  of  45,000/* 
He  relied  on  the  correctness  of  this  cal- 
culation with  the  more  confidence,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  adulteration  was  at 
present  carried  on  to  an  enormous  extent, 
and  of  the  30^000,0001bs.  consumed  in 
the  year,  it  was  stated  in  a  circular  printed 
by  the  coffee  growers,  that  15,000,000lbs. 
were  mixed  with  chickory,  and  such  sub- 
stances. Under  these  circumstances,  his 
own  opinion  was,  that  it  would  be  best  to 
reduce  the  duty  to  6d.  on  foreign,  and  3d, 
on  colonial  coffee ;  but  as  he  knew  such 
a  proposal  would  be  met  by  the  allegation 
that  a  great  loss  to  the  revenue  must  en- 
sue, he  thought  it  better  to  confine  his 
amendment  to  the  proposition  that  foreign 
coffee  should  be  admitted  at  7d.  instead 
of  Sd.  the  lb. 

Mr.  OUtdstane  contended,  that  the  ge- 
neral principle  of  the  tariff  could  not  be 
applied  to  the  produce  of  tropical  climates. 
He  admitted  that  he  did  not  resist  this 
motion  on  the  ground  of  loss  to  the  reve- 
nue, though  he  must  contend  that  the 
present  duty  was  not  an  increase  of  pro- 
tection. It  was  certainly  true  that  the 
price  of  West-Indian  coffee  had  increased 
since  the  promulgation  of  the  tariff^  but 
that  increase  was  only  of  a  temporary 
character.  He  acknowledged  that  the 
real  guide  in  reducing  the  duty  should 
not  be  the  proportion  of  colonial  to  foreign 
protection,  but  the  value  of  the  article 
Itself.  He  could  only  say  that  this  was 
one  of  those  articles,  the  reduction  of  duty 
on  which  affected  materially  our  connec- 
tion with  foreign  powers.  He  believed 
that  our  negotiations  with  the  Brazils  might 
be  made  to  turn  in  a  great  measure  on  the 
admission  of  their  coffee.  Though  he 
confessed  the  noble  Lord  had  a  strong 
ground  for  claiming  the  surrender  of  this 
duty  at  once,  still  he  thought  it  was  better 
to  postpone  the  legislation  until  the  mea- 
sures proposed  to  be  taken  as  to  the  ad- 
mission of  articles  of  British  manufactures 
into  other  states  were  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  to  perceive  that  the 
resistance  to  this  motion  was  one  merely 
of  time.  It  was  of  the  highest  importancey 


in  a  moral  and  social  point  of  view,  to 
encourage  the  consumption  ot  coffee  in- 
stead of  spirits.  He  would  vote  for  the 
noble  Lord's  proposition,  and  only  re- 
gretted  that  it  had  not  been  carried 
further. 

Sir  R.  Peel  must  admit,  that  the  hibour 
of  slaves  in  the  production  of  coffee  was 
not  so  severe  as  that  applied  to  the  culti- 
vation of  sugar,  and  therefore  he  must 
forego  the  full  advantage  of  the  argument 
founded  upon  the  considerations  involved 
in  the  question  of  slavery.  Like  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  he  rested  his  opposition  to 
the  noble  Lord's  motion  chiefly  on  the 
ground  of  the  impropriety  of  throwing 
away  the  influence  which  the  Government 
possessed  over  foreign  powers,  by  retaining 
the  duties  until  they  saw  a  prospect  of 
obtaining  a  reciprocal  advantage  by  their 
reduction.  It  was  the  principle  of  philo- 
sophers that  we  should  buy  at  the  cheapest 
markets;  but,  unfortunately,  we  were  not 
dealing  with  philosophers,  and  if  we  re- 
duced duties  without  obtaining  an  equiva- 
lenty  we  should  only  remove  a  pressure 
from  foreign  governments,  of  which  they 
would  not  be  slow  to  avail  themselves. 
At  the  present  moment  France  contem- 
plated an  advance  of  duty  on  linen  yam. 
He  ventured  to  predict,  that  if  that  pro- 
position should  be  carried  into  effect,  the 
nascent  linen  manufactures  of  France 
would  be  entirely  ruined,  and  be  had  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  his  prediction 
would  be  fulfilled.  He  fully  admitted  the 
great  importance  of  offering  cheap  and 
wholesome  beverage  to  the  people,  with  a 
view  to  induce  them  to  substitute  it  for 
spirits,  and  he  regretted  on  that  account 
that  he  could  not  at  the  present  moment 
consent  to  a  greater  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  coffee.  The  duties  on  coffee  entered 
at  present  into  our  negotiations  with  fo- 
reign states,  and  he  believed  that  if  the 
committee  should  agree  to  the  noble 
Lord's  motion,  they  would  throw  away  a 
great  practical  advantage. 

Mr.  Hawes  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  pursuing  an  unwise  course  in 
leaving  so  many  duties  unsettled.  The 
coffee  duties  were  now  added  to  the  list  of 
several  other  duties  which  it  was  admitted 
would  not  be  permanently  maintained. 
This  was  a  course  of  proceeding  which 
subjected  commercial  transactions  to  great 
uncertainty.  A  considerable  portion  of 
the  coffee  at  present  consumed  in  this 
country  VM  adultera^d^  l^u^^^j^t, 
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were  reduced  the  adulterated  article  would 
be  drif  en  from  the  market,  and  in  the  end 
the  revenue  would  be  increased.  He  was 
informed y  on  good  authority,  that  the 
price  of  Jamaica  coffee  was  not  likely  to 
fall,  and  that  the  whole  of  the  difference 
between  the  existing  duties  and  those  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  would  go  into 
the  pockets  of  the  growers  of  colonial 
coffee. 

Dr.  Bawring  wished  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  set  the  world  an  example  of  sound 
commercial  policy,  instead  of  pursuing  a 
system  of  bargaining  with  foreign  states 
respecting  the  reduction  of  duties.  Noth- 
ing was  more  desirable  than  to  create  a 
greater  demand  for  French  produce  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  F.  Baring  could  have  understood 
the  objection  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  relative  to  the  coffee  duties  being 
the  subject  of  negotiation  with  foreign 
countries  if  they  had  not  touched  them  at 
all;  but  they  had  themselves  proposed 
a  reduction.  What  great  harm,  then, 
could  arise  from  carrying  the  reduction 
farther. 

Mr.  VUliers  would  vote  for  the  noble 
Lord's  proposition.  If  it  should  be  found 
necessary  to  influence  foreign  powers,  the 
Government  could  effect  their  object  just 
as  well  by  threatening  to  raise  the  duty 
again. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  it  was  some  sa- 
tisfaction to  know  that  from  what  had 
passed,  the  present  enormous  differential 
duties  would  not  be  permanently  main- 
tained. Still,  as  he  thought  that  the  ar- 
guments advanced  in  opposition  to  his 
motion  were  not  valid,  he  would  divide 
the  committee  upon  the  question. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  filled  with  7d,  -.—Ayes 
48 ;  Noes  81 :  Majority  33. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Ainsworth  P. 
Aldam,  W. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  rU  hon.  F. 
Barnard,  £.  0. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
BrothertoD,  J. 
Browme,  hon.  W. 
Bailer,  £. 
BusfeUd,  W. 
Cobden.  R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T. 
Duncan,  G. 
VOL.  LXin. 


Forster,  M. 

Gibson,  T.  M. 

Granger,  T.  C. 
T.     Greenaway,  C. 

Grey,  rt.hn.  Sir  G; 

Howick,  Visct. 

Johnstone,  A. 

Leader,  J.  T. 

Mangles,  R.  D. 

Marsland,  H. 

Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 

Mitcalfe,  H. 

Morris,  D. 
E.    MorisoD,  Gen. 

O'Brien,  W.  S. 


O'Connell,  D. 
0'Connell,J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W- 
Philips,  M. 
Rundle,  J. 
Scholefield^J. 
Scott,  R. 

Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stansfield,W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W«  II. 


Staunton,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Thomely,  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  C. 

TELLERS. 

Hawes,  B. 
Hume,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Antrobus,  E. 
Arbuthnott,  hn.  H. 
Arkwrigbt,  G. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Bateson,  R. 
Botfield  B. 
Braroston,  T.  W. 
Burrell,  Sir  0.  M. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hn.  R.  H. 
Cockbum,  rt.hn.SirG. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 
Gripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Duffield,  T. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Forbes.  M. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
Grogan,  E. 
Halford,  H. 
Hampden,  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.hn.SirH. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hodgson,  R. 


Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hussey,  T. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lambton,  H. 
LeghG.C. 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lyall,  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Neville,  R. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Northland,  Visct. 
Palmer,  G. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Polhill,  F. 
Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Sheppard,T. 
.Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vivian,  J.     ' 
Wilbraiharo,  hn.  R. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Pringle,  A. 


Blank  61led  with  Sd. 

Viscount  Sandon  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  injustice  of  the  pro- 
posed modiBcation  of  duties  to  the  hold- 
ers of  naturalised  coffee  in  bond.  They 
had  imported  their  present  stock  on  the 
faith  of  a  law  which  had  given  them  an 
advantage  over  the  importers  of  foreign 
coffee.  He  moved  to  insert  in  the  sche- 
dule, that  coffee  imported  from  any  Bri- 
30 
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tish  pofoession  within  the  limits  of  the 
East  India  Company's  charter,  not  being 
the  produce  thereof,  being  now  in  bond 
to  arrive  before  the  first  day  of  August 
nest,  should  be  admitted  at  a  duty  of  Id. 
per  lb. 

Mr.  Gladstone  was  somewhat  taken  by 
surprise,  his  noble  Friend  having  altered 
his  motion  in  a  very  essential  manner. 
Even  for  the  modiBed  proposition,  how- 
ever, his  noble  Friend  had  made  out  no 
case.  The  holders  of  this  description  of 
coBTee  had  placed  themselves  in  their 
present  position  by  an  excess  of  specula- 
tion, and  by  taking  advantage  of  a  law 
not  originally  intended  for  their  benefit. 

Viscount  Howick  supported  the  modi- 
fied proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
thought  the  case  made  oat  was  partico- 
larly  strong  as  related  to  coffee  actually 
in  bond,  which  must  have  been  imported 
before  the  change  in  the  duty  could  have 
been  anticipated. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  consumer  b^d 
benefitted  by  the  speculation,  although  it 
had  been  undertaken  by  private  indivi- 
duals for  their  own  benefit,  but  he 
doubted  whether  the  principle  ought  to 
be  carried  out  beyond  the  coffee  already  in 
bond. 

Mr.  Baring  could  not  understand  the 
distinction  that  had  been  endearoured  to 
be  drawn  in  this  case,  nor  what  was  the 
difference  in  the  expense  that  had  been 
incurred  by  those  parties  to  that  in- 
curred by  any  other  persons  under  a 
protective  duty.  The  parties  had  had 
two  years'  notice  of  the  intention  of  Go- 
yernment  to  alter  the  duties. 

Sir  R.  Peel,  after  stating  that  it  was 
not  on  account  of  his  opposition  that  the 
bill  of  the  former  Government  was  not 
proceeded  with,  said  that  the  parties  in- 
terested had  had  two  years'  notice  that 
the  alteration  of  these  duties  was  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  in  the 
present  case,  advantage  had  beea  taken 
of  the  lax  manner  in  which  an  act  of  Par- 
liament had  been  framed,  and  he  «aw  no 
ground  for  making  a  distinction.  He  had 
f^lt  throughout  that  it  would  have  been 
impossible  to  carry  this  tariff  through  the 
House  with  that  general  assent  which  it 
had  received,  had  there  not  been  a 
general  impression  that  tlie  Govern- 
ment were  disposed  to  act  with  equity 
towards  all  the  interests  concerned.  The 
Government  bad  already  affected  the  inter- 
ests of  the  stone  quarries  without  notice.' 


Then  on  timber  no  drawback  had  beea 
given,  although  the  claim  of  the  partiss 
interested  was  a  legitimate  one,  and  the 
new  duties  were  to  come  into  operation  on 
the  26th  of  October^  which  was  only  three 
months'  notice.  The  holders  of  this  coffise 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  as  all  the  other  par* 
ties  had  been,  and  on  the  same  general 
principle.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  adhere 
to  the  proposition  as  originally  made,  for 
he  did  not  feel  satisfied  that  in  this  case 
any  just  ground  had  been  made  out  for 
exception. 

Mr.  KembU  regretted,  thai  the  Go?era< 
ment  had  opposed  the  modified  proposi- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  and  contended, 
that  the  public  had  derived  benefit  from 
the  speculation  of  the  coffee  holders. 

Viscount  Sandtm^  under  the  circum- 
stances, felt  compelled  to  divide. 

The  committee  divided,  on  the  question 
that  the  words  be  added  to  the  Schedule. 
--Ayes  69 ;  Noes  133 :— Majority  64. 

List  of  the  Atbs. 


Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldam,  W. 
fiarclay,  D. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
firockleliiirst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Byng,  G. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Divett,  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Duncan,  G. 
Doncombe,  T. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Evans,  W. 
Farnham,  £.  B. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Halford,  H. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Henley,  J,  W. 
Hindley,  C. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
James,  W. 
Johnston,  A. 


Kemble,  H. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lyall,  G. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
MaralasMl,  H. 
Masterraan,  J. 
Mitcalfe^  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Morison,  Gen. 
O'Brien,  C. 
(rCoBnell,  D. 
O'ConnelUJ. 
Ord,  W. 
Pfthner,  G. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pecbell,  Capt. 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scbotefield,  J. 
i^taaton,  W.  H. 
Stratt,£. 
Thornley,  T. 
TofneH,  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wilbraham/h«n.  R.B. 
Williams,  W, 
Wilshere,W. 
Wood.  B. 
Worsley,  Lord 
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Arbttthnott*  lioo.  II. 

AwhdalUCiipt. 

Arkwrighty  G» 

Bailey,  J. 

Baillie,  Col. 

BaDkesy  G. 

Bating,  Ium.  W.  B. 

Baring*  rt.  han.  F.  T. 

BaskervilU,  T.  B.  M. 

Bauaooy  R. 

BeU,M. 

Blackburne,  J.  L 

Boldero,  H.G. 

Botaeld,  B. 

Broa41ey,  H. 

Brace,  Lord  £, 

Bailer,  £. 

Buller,SirJ.Y. 

Barren,  2iir  CM. 

Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chetwode,SirJ. 
Cbnalopher,  R.  A. 

Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  Cf. 
Qii^  bn.  R.  U. 

Cockbwrn.rt.bn.  SirG. 

CoIlett,W.  R. 
Copeland,  Aid 
Corry,ft.bon.ff. 
i^tMweU,  B. 
Crippt,  W. 
CuniflyR. 
Dameri  boa.  Col. 

Darby,  G. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Donglas,  BtrCE. 
Dooglat,  J.  D.  8. 
Dttlfi«ld,T. 
OiMconibt^boiu  A. 
East,  J.  B. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Bscott,  B« 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Fergoion,  Sir  tt.  A. 
Filmer,  Sir  £, 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.£. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  lion.  Capt. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goring^  C. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rl.  hn.Sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A,  C. 
Gregory,  W.H. 
Grogaii,  E. 
Hardinge,  rt.hn.Sir  H. 
Hattie,  A. 
Ifawes,  B. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hinde,J.H. 
HMlgaoa,  F. 


Hodgson,  R. 
Holmes,hoa.VV.A*Ct 
Hope,  boo.  C. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  Lord 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hussey,  T. 
Irton,  S. 
Johnstone,  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbull,rt.bii.SirE, 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
I^mUon^  H. 
Laogston,  J.  fJ. 
Legh.G.C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Jdackentie,  T. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Neville,  R. 
K ewry,  Visct. 
NicboU,  rt.  bon.  J. 
Northland,  Visot. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Fi9lfa&,F. 
Pusey,  P. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  bon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rundle,  J. 
Rushbrooke,CoI. 
RusseU,  J.  D.  W. 
Ryder,  bon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Sheppard  T. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somenrille,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Tumor,  C. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Whit«,  H. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Pringie,A. 
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Duly  OQ  coffee  agreed  to. 

On  the  queilion  that  the  duty  oo  Tea 
be  2«.  \d,  a  lb. 

Mr.  Lindsay  urged  the  propriety  and 
advantage  of  a  reduction  of  thle  doty  oo 
an  article  so  rapidly  increasing  in  con- 
sumption. 

Sir  R.  Peel,  looking  at  the  present  po- 
sition of  affairs  with  China,  and  at  the 
amount  of  revenue  derived  from  tea,  felt 
a  reluctance  to  give  any  assurance  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  respect  to  a 
reduction  of  the  duty. 

Mr.  Mangles  asked,  why  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  propose  to  introduce  a  dif- 
ferential duty  in  favour  of  tea  grown  in 
British  India  ? 

Sir  i2.  Peel  was  unwilling  to  adopt  any 
step  which  would  hazard  the  revenue  de- 
rived from  tea,  and  had  some  doubt  as 
to  the  policy  of  encouraging  the  growtb  of 
Assam  tea. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Oo  the  question  that  a  duty  of  16s.  the 
cwt.  be  levied  upon  Corks  squared  for 
rounding, 

Mr.  T.  Jhtneomhe  proposed  to  reduce 
the  duty  upon  cork  imported  in  this  state 
to  1 9.  per  ewt. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  fiUed  with  Is.— Ayes  81; 
Noes  137  :— Majority  56. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aldam,  W. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Berkeley,  boa.  C. 
Biackstone,  W.  S. 
Blake,  Sir  V. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Chapman,  B. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Colborne,hn.W.N.R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Colville,  C.  R. 
Currie,  iU 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.  S.  E. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ellis,  W. 
Evans,  W. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Forster,  M. 
Gill,  T, 

(fordon,  Lord  F* 
Gore,  W.O.    ' 
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Gore,  hon.  R. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grogan,  £. 
HalfoTd,  H. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
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Baring,  H. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 


Od  the  proposal  that  Straw  hats  or 
bonnets  in) ported  into  this  coantrj  should 
pay  a  duty  of  8s.  6d.  the  lb. 

Dr.  Bowring  thought,  that  they  ought 
as  much  as  possible  to  extend  their  com* 
mercial  relations  with  Tuscany,  and  as  he 
had  reason  to  believe  from  statements 
made  to  hicn,  that  the  proposed  duty 
would  amount  to  35  per  cent,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  would  consent  in  this  case  to 
the  application,  on  the  principle  which  he 
had  laid  down  of  an  ad  vahrem  duty  of 
20  per  cent.  He  begged,  therefore,  to 
propose  that  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  20 
per  cent  be  substituted  instead  of  the  pro- 
posed duty  of  8s.  6d.  per  lb.  on  straw  hats, 
and  of  7s.  6(f.  on  straw  platting. 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  W.  Gladstone  acknowledged,  tha 
it  was  of  great  importance  to  encourage 
their  commercial  relations  with  Tuscany, 
but  he  did  not  think  the  Government  of 
Tuscany  would  be  dissatisfied  with  the 
change  now  proposed. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

House  adjourned. 
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MiMBBBs.]    Bills.    PiiUle.— S*- 
Hfporfcd.— Copyright 

PHiuir.— !*•    Carlow  Roads;  BinningtMm  FreeGnon* 
roar  School  Eitata. 

S*-  CallaDdt  Ertale  (Higgen'k):  Forth  Marine  latunoee 
Company;  Church  Stxetton  and  Longdcn  Road. 
Rfjporftrf.— ArdroMan  Harbour;  ChrlMophcr  (or MaanerV 
EfUte :  Graveieod  Town  Pitt ;  Fleetwood  bBprovciiMU ; 
Medbuuro  Indoeore ;  City  of  01a«ow  Lift  Aiaaranee 
Company:  Kiqgton  Roadi;  CambuiJaiur  jnd  If uirkitk 
Roadf ;  Lough  Foyle  Dnini^e. J UUV IL 
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(Tipperary). 


\t\i 


3^  aad  piwl ;— Lincoln  Rotdst  Ely  Place  Improve- 
mcot ;  CunberweU  and  Pediham  Lighting  i  Boatoo  Har- 
bour (No.  S) ;  Brewood  Free  Grammar  ScfaooL 
PcrmoNs  PiUEBBNTBn.  By  the  Earl  of  Clarendon,  ftom 
Hammemnith,  complaining  of  the  conduct  of  the  Com- 
miasioners  of  the  Metropolis  Roads  who  have  disconti- 
nued the  Lighting  of  the  Parish.— By  Lord  Wynfoid, 
ttauk  Hexham  Union,  against  certain  parts  of  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  BUL— From  Hopton,  Callow,  Hulland 
Ward,  and  Sturston,  Kniveton,  Carsington,  Bradboum, 
Btassington,  Bradley,  and  other  places,  in  fiivour  of  a 
Poor-law  upon  the  principle  of  Gilberts  Act — ^By  Lord 
Whamdiflb,  ftom  the  Guardians  of  Bradford  Union,  for 
the  Repeal  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill ;  and  from 
AtloniiCB  and  Solicitors  of  the  West  Riding  of  York  Law 
Sodety,  for  Exemption  ftom  the  Payment  of  the  Income- 
tax.— By  Lord  Denman,  fnnn  the  Northern  Assodation 
of  Baptists,  from  the  Independents  at  Salford,  and  other 
places,  for  the  substitution  of  Declarations  in  lieu  of 
Oaths.— From  Runcorn,  for  Extension  of  the  Metropoli- 
tan Police  Act.— By  the  Duke  of  Rutland,  ftom  Westow, 
Newton  Haroourt,  and  Kilby,  against  any  further  Grant 
of  Money  for  the  support  of  Maynooth  College. — By 
htad  WhamcUilb,  ftom  John  Smith,  against  calling  on 
parties  to  plead  Not  Guilty. 

Income-tax.]  The  Duke  of  Welling" 
ion  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
ioto  a  committee  oo  the  Property- tax  Bill. 

The  Ear]  of  Radnor  wished  to  be  in- 
formed whether  the  debate  on  this  bill 
would  be  taken  on  Friday. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington :  According  to 
the  arrangement  the  debate  would  be  taken 
on  Friday. 

Lord  Redesdale  suggested  that  it  would 
be  convenient  that  the  resolutions  which 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Laosdowne)  intended  to  move  should  be 
laid  on  the  Table. 

Viscount  Duncannon  had  no  objection 
to  lay  the  resolutions  on  the  Table ;  they 
were  as  follow : — 

''  That  while  this  House  is  unwilling  to  ob- 
struct the  progress  of  measures  calculated  to 
supply  the  present  deficiencies  of  the  public 
income,  and  make  it  fully  adequate  to  meet 
the  public  charges,  it  cannot  refrain  from  re- 
cording its  opinion  that  a  judicious  alteration 
of  the  duties  aflfecting  corn,  sugar,  and  timber, 
would  have  fl^reatly  diminished  the  amount  of 
additional  taxation  required  by  the  exigencies 
of  the  State,  and  would,  at  the  same  time, 
from  its  effect  in  increasing  the  comforts  of  all 
classes,  and  lessening  the  privations  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  together  with  such 
additions  as  might  have  been  obtained  from 
some  other  sources,  have  been  preferable  to  a 
tax  on  income  in  the  present  circumstances  of 
the  country. " 

Bill  passed  through  committee,  and  was 
reported  without  amendment. 

Special  Commission  (Tipperary).] 
The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  wished  to 
put  a  question  with  respect  to  a  special 
commission  said  to  be  about  to  be  issued 
for  the  trial  of  prisonen  at  Tipperary.  No 


one  could  more  fully  appreciate  than  he 
did,  the  importance  of  the  speedy  succes- 
sion of  punishment  to  crime,  but  this  was 
a  principle  which  was  in  some  cases  liable 
to  abuse.  In  the  present  instance,  the 
commission  was  to  commence  on  the  21st 
of  the  present  month,  while  the  assizes  for 
the  county  commenced  on  the  24th.  This 
was  the  information  which  he  had  received, 
and  if  it  was  true,  he  must  say  that  this 
commission  did  seem  to  merit  the  character 
of  being  a  gross  job.  It  was  true  that  the 
circuit  usually  commenced  at  Wicklow, 
and  it  was  some  time  before  the  judges 
reached  Nenagh,  where  the  next  assizes 
were  held,  but  there  was  no  reason  why 
the  circuit  should  not  be  made  to  com- 
mence at  the  latter  place.  The  expense  of 
the  commission,  he  was  informed,  would 
amount  to  3,000/.,  which  would  of  course 
be  divisable  among  the  members  of  the  le- 
gal profession,  who,  he  understood,  had 
great  influence  over  the  Government.  He 
begged  to  ask  whether  the  information 
with  regard  to  the  commencement  of  the 
special  commission  and  of  the  assizes  was 
true,  and  whether  any  estimate  had  been 
furnished  to  the  Government  of  the  ex- 
penses of  the  former  ? 

The  Duke  of  WelUngion  was  not  pre- 
pared to  afford  answers  to  the  questions  of 
the  noble  Marquess.  He  thought  that 
the  noble  Marquess  ought  not  to  have 
brought  forward  the  charge  of  jobbing  by 
the  Government  without  having  previously 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  the  Government 
to  make  inquiry  into  the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  thought,  that  the 
information  of  the  noble  Marquess  could 
not  be  correct,  because,  if  the  special  com- 
mission was  to  commence  on  the  21st, 
there  would  be  no  judges  disengaged  to  go 
circuit  on  the  24th. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  that 
if  that  were  so,  his  observations  of  course 
fell  to  the  ground.  He  had  been  told, 
however,  that  the  two  chief  justices  were 
to  go  on  the  special  commission. 

Lord  Fitzgerald  thought  that  the  cir- 
cumstance to  which  the  noble  Marquess 
had  referred  was  perfectly  capable  of  ex- 
planation, and  that  if  he  had  given  notice 
of  the  question  which  he  had  put,  no  diffi- 
culty would  have  arisen.  The  assizes,  it 
app^red,  commenced  on  the  24th  instant, 
but  in  the  ordinary  course  of  things  the 
court  would  not  sit  at  Nenagh  until  the 
middle  of  August.  This  might  be  suf- 
ficient to  account  for  the  issuing  of  a  spe- 
cial commis^on.    He^  d^p|ecateid  the  use^ 
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of  the  term  '*  job/'  uotil  its  applicability 
was  well  ascertained. 
Subject  at  aa  ead. 

Plea  of  Not  GuiiTv.3  Lord  Wharti' 
cliffis  presented  a  petition  from  Mr.  John 
Smithy  of  Liverpiooly  against  the  rule 
which  required  prisoners  to  plead  not 
guilty,  and  praying  for  the  adoption  of 
some  mode  oif  taking  the  plea,  by  which 
it  should  not  be  necessary  for  a  prisoner  to 
affirm  that  which  in  his  conscience  he  be- 
lieved to  be  untrue. 

Lord  Denmcm  ol)ser?ed  that  the  prac- 
tice which  formerly  prevailed  of  judges 
persuading  a  prisoner  not  to  plead  guilty 
was  wholly  given  np,  but  he  confessed  that 
he  was  much  of  the  opinion  of  the  peti- 
tioner,  that  for  the  purposes  of  trial  it  was 
sufficient  to  inform  the  prisoner  of  the 
charge,  and  then  proceed  to  call  the  wit- 
nesses, 6rst  allowing  him  to  confess  hb 
guilt  if  he  should  wish  to  do  so. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  that  the  object  of 
allowing  a  prisoner  to  plead  guilty  was  to 
prevent  the  necessity  of  calling  the  evi- 
dence, and  it  would  be  sufficient  for  this 
purpose  if  they  permitted  the  prisons  ex 
mero  molu  to  say  that  he  was  guilty.  The 
scandal  arising  from  the  judge  persuading 
a  prisoner  to  make  a  statement  which  was 
a  &lsehood  no  longer  existed ;  but  at  the 
same  time  it  would  bo  a  great  improve- 
ment in  the  law  if  they  did  not  require  a 
prisoner,  when  on  his  trial,  to  plead  not 
guilty. 

Lord  Wynford  had  often  persuaded  a 
prisoner  who  pleaded  guilty  to  consider 
well  whether  he  would  plead  guilty,  and 
would,  if  00  the  bench,  dio  so  again.  By 
the  plea  of  not  guilty,  the  prisoner  did  not 
deny  his  guilt,  but  he  denied,  even  if 
guilty,  that  the  law  was  applicable^  Stich 
an  alteration  as  was  now  suggested  was 
needless,  and  he  believed  that  these  oon- 
tinued  alterations  were  doing  a  great  deal 
of  mischief. 

The  Bishop  of  Ckesler  had  often  been 
struck  with  this  as  a  disgrace  on  our  juris- 
prudence, that  this  practice  should  have 
so  long  continued,  and  he  had  often  won- 
dered whether  some  such  question  as  "  Do 
you  confess  your  guilt  ?"  or  ^*  Do  yeu  wish 
to  be  tried  by  the  laws  of  your  country  ?" 
might  not  be  substituted. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Syria.]  Lord  Howden  would  ask,  al- 
though his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
Stale  for  Foreign  Affairs  was  not  in  his 


whether  the  Government  had  re- 
any  official  report  of  the  recent 


place, 
ceived 

events  in  Syria,  and  whether  they  coo- 
fimed  the  accounts  he  had  himself  re- 
ceived, that  that  unfortunate  country  was 
rapidly  retrograding  to  a  state  of  anarchy  ? 
He  thought  that  the  policy  we  had  pur- 
sued in  the  East,  and  especially  towards 
Syria  during  the  last  three  years,  was 
wholly  in  error.  It  was  now  as  difficult' 
for  an  European  to  proceed  from  Beyrout 
to  Damascus,  as  to  travel  in  the  interior  of 
Africa. 

The  Duke  of  Welliaglm  rose  to  order. 
He  would  ask,  whether  it  was  richt  for  the 
noble  Lend  to  make  a  speech  wnen  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  make  a  motion,  and 
had  given  no  notice  what  he  meant  to 
comment  upon  the  conduct  of  the  MenN 
bers  of  Government.  Such  a  course  was 
not  consistent  with  the  rules  of  the  House, 
and  his  noble  Friend  would  forgive  him  for 
calling  him  to  Order. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  in  the 
absence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  did  not  think  it  likely 
that  such  a  question  would  have  been 
asked  of  him.  He  did  not  possess  such 
information  as  would  entitle  him  to  give 
an  answer  to  the  question.  If  the  noble 
Lord  required  any  information  with  re- 
spect to  the  affftirs  of  the  East,  and  would 
give  notice,  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  would  attend  in  his 
place.  In  the  office  which  he  held  he  had 
seen  letters  from  officers  on  that  sta- 
tion, but  the  best  information  was  in  the 
Foreign  Office. 

IifDEMNfTT  OF  WrrMES8BSi.l  Lord 
Brougham  rose  to  move  the  seeond  reading 
of  the  Witnesses'  Indemnity  Bill,  which 
had  been  sent  up  from  the  ComaMNM.  He 
should  state  the  reasons  whir,  notwith- 
standing what  had  happened  in  the  other 
House,  he  still  considered  it  right  that 
their  Lordships  should  adopt  this  measure. 
About  four  weeks  ago  a  bill  had  been  sent 
down  from  this  House  to  enable  ooa»- 
mittees  of  both  Houses  to  institule  in* 
quiriee  dfectually  into  practices  of  a  cor* 
rupt  nature  at  elections  for  Memb^^s  of  Par* 
liament.  That  these  inquiries  otight  to  be 
confined  to  coorauttees  of  tiie  olh^  HoMse 
of  Parliament  he  utterly  denied.  All  inqui- 
ries reUting  to  titles  to  seats  in  the  otber 
House— all  inquiries  connect^  with  the 
privileges  of  the  other  House  must  be  ooih 
fined  to  that  House ;  their  Lordships  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  IhoBit    No 
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tD  tbis  House  ever  dreamed  of 
tnteHbrioo^  with  the  power  of  the  other 
House  with  respect  to  any  iDTestigatioo 
either  regarding  the  punisbineiit  of  i^ences 
acaioBt  the  privileges  of  that  Honse,  w 
^th  a  view  to  affect  the  right  of  any 
Member  of  that  House  to  the  seat  to 
which  he  had  been  elected  by  his  coosti- 
tnents.  But  an  inquiry  might  be  cootem- 
plated,  and  it  was  dear  such  au  inquiry 
had  been  Gontempkted  by  the  othor  House 
itself,  ef  a  prospective  nature  with  a  view 
to  leciehitioo,  to  amend,  if  it  mere  thought 
expedient,  a  most  important  part  of  the 
crisiinal  law  of  this  country ;  and  he  hoped 
he  had  not  Hved  to  see  the  day  when  this 
House,  being  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the 
Lsgisbtore^  and  the  highest  judicial  tri- 
bunal in  the  realm,  might  not  introduce 
any  legislaitve  measure  it  tlKVUght  fit  in 
order  to  amend  any  branch  of  the  criminal 
law,  which  should  not  trench  directly  or 
indirectly  on  the  privileges  of  the  other 
House  in  respect  to  the  Section  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  House.  Bribery  was  an 
offence  of  a  very  comprehensive  operation, 
with  reference  to  the  election  of  Members 
of  Parliament;  but  it  was  not  a  matter 
exclusively  connected  with  the  functions  of 
the  ether  House;  briberj  connected  with 
the  election  of  Members  or  the  other  House 
wna  a  matter  within  the  cogaixance  of  their 
Lordships  in  their  legislative  capacity,  as 
well  as  other  oflbnces.  It  was,  therefore, 
with  some  astonishment  he  had  heard  an 
olijection  made  to  their  Lordships  institut- 
ing such  an  inquiry  specifically  and  exclu* 
sively  with  relation  to  a  stibseqnent  mea- 
sure of  a  legislative  kind.  He  had  heard 
it  said,  that  it  was  not  for  this  House  to 
vndertidce  the  amendment  of  the  law  in 
respect  of  bribery;  that  that  was  the  pecu- 
liar province  of  the  other  House.  He 
soppeeod,  that  if  they  attempted  to  amend 
the  law  in  respect  to  kuraeny,  or  assault 
and  battery,  or  omspiracy,  or  murder  itself, 
they  should  be  told  *«No;  if  you  will 
legislate  en  such  xsattersy  do  so;  but  see 
tlMt  you  do  not  take  up  any  matter  con- 
nected with  the  election  of  Members  of 
Ptoliament ;  see  that  you  except  all  riots 
eonneded  with  elections ;  all  larceny  con- 
nected with  elections;  all  assaults  and 
oonspiraeies  and  murders  connected  with 
elections,  fer  with  them  you  have  no  busi- 
ness»  except  to  assent  to  bills  sent  np  from 
vs."  Thk  was  so  «tterf  y  ridKuIous  that 
he  ought  to  ap(A)gise  to  thev  Lordships 
iN^nMntloningit.  He  held  it  to  be  clearly 
wkhia  the  esmpetoDcy  of  theit  lionUi^ 


and  their  duty  to  enter  into  such  investi- 
gations previous  to  their  undertaking  to 
amend  the  law  of  this  country  connected 
with  bribery  at  elections.  Accordingly, 
last  summer,  roused  by  the  universal  cry 
throughout  the  country  with  regard  to 
what  had  taken  place  at  the  last  election, 
to  the  enormities  which  had  prevailed 
there--enorraitie8  of  a  nature  not  only  to 
prevent  the  free  choice  uf  their  representa- 
tives by  the  people,  rendering  elections  no 
better  than  a  mockery,  but  to  cause  a 
breach  of  all  moral,  civil,  and  religious 
duties,  and  sow  vices  broad-cast  over  the 
whole  hce  of  the  land.  Crying  aloud,  he 
would  not  say  for  punishment,  because,  by 
the  present  law,  no  prosecution  could  be 
efiectual,  but  for  some  legislative  measure 
to  prevent  the  repetition  of  such  enormities 
— he  had  held  it  to  he  his  duty  to  address 
himself  to  the  subject,  and  as  soon  as  cer- 
tain inquiries  which  were  proceeding  in  the 
other  House  with  a  totally  difiPerent  view 
had  been  brought  to  a  close,  he  proposed  to 
enable  their  Lordships  in  their  own  com- 
mittees to  take  into  consideration  tbis 
great  and  important  subject.  For  that 
object  he  presented  a  bill  to  facilitate  in- 
quiry here  and  elsewhere,  if  the  other 
House  chose  to  undertake  the  like  investi- 
gations. That  bill,  with  hardly  any  excep* 
tions,  met  with  tlie  general  assent  of  their 
Lordships,  and  about  a  month  ago  was 
despatched  to  the  other  House.  It  gave, 
net  indemnity  to  witnesses,  for  to  that 
there  was  the  greatest  objection;  but  it 
gave  power  to  committees  to  indemnify 
witnesses  if  they  should  disclose  honestly 
and  fairly,  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
committee,  what  diould  be  required  of 
them  touching  bribery  and  corruption. 
Now,  there  was  an  additional  power  which 
he  proposed  to  give,  as  essential,  which  he 
believed  at  the  time  was  unusual ;  he  con- 
sidered it  of  the  first  impression,  never  be- 
f(Mre propounded,  and  never  acted  upon; 
but  he  waa  disposed  to  grant  it  as  tending 
to  make  inquiry  efiPectual,  —  namely,  a 
power  to  the  committee,  not  only  to  in- 
demnify witnesses  themselves,  but  to  pro- 
tect persons  of  respectability  respecting 
whom  they  should  give  evidence.  The 
reason  was  obvious ;  many  persons  would 
not  come  forward  unless  tlwy  knew  that 
they  were  themselves  to  be  indemnified  ; 
but  there  was  another  and  a  larger  class  of 
persons,  whose  evidence  was  most  material, 
who  would  not  cosm  forward  even  if  they 
^nfe  indemnified,  as  well  as  their  accom** 
ptioea^  ttidcBS  you  indemntfed  others  abo. 
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Another  clause,  which  was  declaratory  as 
well  as  eoactiog,  gave  power  to  committees 
to  withhold  the  Dames  of  parties.     It  had 
been  suggested,  that  committees  had  that 
power,  and  no  doubt  it  had  been  exercised 
by  the  bullion  committee  and  other  com- 
mittees, who  had  withheld  the  names  of 
individuals  who  had  given  very  important 
evidence.     The  whole  of  this  measure  was 
with  a  view  to  one  case — that  of  the  last 
general  election.     It  had  not  a  prospective 
nor  a  retrospective  effect.     The  provisions 
were  framed  on  the  supposition  that  it  was 
expedient  rather  to  forego  the  chance  of 
bnnging  a  number  of  persons  to  punish- 
ment^ in  order  to  obtain  accurate  informa- 
tion which  might  have  an  important  bear- 
ing upon  a  legislative  measure  to  be  pro- 
posed, and  he,  for  one>  should  say,  that  bad 
as  the  late  scenes  were,  and  great  as  the 
bribery  and  corruption  had  been  during  the 
last  election,  it  was  better  to  endeavour  for 
the  future  to  stem  the  frightful  torrent  of 
corruptiou  which  bad  inundated  the  mo- 
rality of  the  country  during  the  last  six  or 
eight  mouths,  than  to  take  the  chance  of 
bringing  ofienders  to  punbhment— to  let 
bygones  be  byeones  for  that  once,  and  to 
look  to  future  legislation  for  future  preven- 
tion and  punishment.     With  that  view, 
the  measure  had  been  framed^  and  it  was 
sent  down  to  the  other  House.     He  had 
every  reason  to  believe,  that  there  prevailed 
the  same  right  feeling  on  this  subject— 
the  same  desire  to  prevent  the  increase  of 
this  crime,  as  existed  in  their  Lordships' 
House  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
which  was,  if  possible,  more  nearly  and 
deeply  interest^  in  its  prevention.     He 
wished  to  speak  with  all  proper  respect  of 
the  other  House ;  as  representatives  of  the 
people,  no  portion  of  the  community  held 
it  m  higher  respect  than   he  did.     He 
went  further  j  he  would  respect  it  not  only 
in  the  proportion  in  which  it  showed  that 
it  respected  itself,  but  he  gave  it  a  larger 
measure  of  respect;  he  respected  it  in  pro- 
portion of  what  it  ought  to  do  to  possess 
respect.     To  command  the  sympathy  of 
others,  it  was  said,  you  must  show  that 
you   were  yourselves  afiected;   and  you 
will  meet  with  more  respect  in  proportion 
as  vou  set  the  example  of  respecting  your- 
self.    Therefore  he  believed,  and  hoped  he 
should  continue  to  believe,  that  there  was 
an  honest  and   hearty  desire   prevailing 
there  to  investigate  these  grave  charges, 
and  therefore  it  was  that  he  saw  with  no 
little  astonishment  that  the  other  House 
did  not  avail  itself  of  the  opportuoity  which 


their    Lordships  had  afforded  of  at  ooce 
entering  upon  the  investigation.     An  ef- 
fectual measure   had  been  sent  down  to 
the  Commons,  which  offered  the  means,  if 
they  chose,  of  instituting  inquiry,  of  getting 
at  the  truth,  and  of  d raging  forth  the  vice 
in  all  its  naked  deformity.     Here  was  a 
lever  put  into  their  hands  by  which  to 
work  ;  and  the  first  thing  they  did  was  to 
throw  it  aside,  and  say,  "  We  won*t  have 
it ;  it  may  be  effectual,  it  may  be  useful ; 
but  we  won't  have  it,  because  it  came  from 
you.*'     If  they  wanted  to  alter  the  bill, 
they  might  have  done  that.    If  they  re- 
solved that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
have  the  inquiry,  they  might  have  secured 
it  to  themselves;  but  no,  the  bill  was  laid 
aside,  and  another  substituted  in  its  place, 
the  only  effect  of  which  was  to  delay,  for 
so  many  months,  a  remedy  for  the  evil 
complained  of.     A  large  put  of  the  bill 
passed  by  the  other  House  was  precisely 
the  same,  without  the  alteration  of  a  single 
letter,  as  that  which  had  been  sent  down 
by  their  Lordships ;  so  that  there  was  not 
the  slightest  reason  why  the  other  House 
should  not  have  done  what  they  had  done 
by  passing  their  Lordships'  bill  with  alter- 
ations.     It  required  all  the  charity  of 
which  he  was  master,  it  required  all  the 
candour  which  he  could  conjure  up,  or 
which  he  could  borrow  from  any  of  their 
Lordships,  to  enable  him  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  same  earnest  desire 
prevailed  elsewhere  as  he  believed  existed 
m  their  Lordship's  House,  to  undertake 
seriously  and  effectually  the  investigation 
of  this  important  subject.     Privilege  was 
alleged  as  the  ground;  no  doubt  with  a 
great  number  of  persons  privilege  had  been 
the  real  and  honest  ground  for  the  course 
which  had  been  pursued ;  but  he  had  no 
manner  of  doubt  that  there  were  other  par- 
ties who  had  been  very  well  pleased  to  put 
forward  privilege  as  the  justificatory  rea- 
son, and  whose  real  ground  of  proceeding 
had  been  wholly  unconnected  with  the  pri- 
vilege of  Parliament,  but  of  a  nature  very 
nearly  affecting  themselves,  and  which  had 
infiuenced  them  in  desiring  to  delay  that 
investigation  which  he  deemed  most  ne- 
cessary.    He  alluded  not  merely  to  those 
who  were  Members  of  the  other  House  of 
the  Legislature,  but  to  those  who  sent  re- 
presentatives to  Parliament.    But  if  their 
Lordships  suspected  that  such  reasons  as 
those  to  which  he  had  referred,  had  in- 
fiuenced   any  parties,    he    recommended 
their  Lordships,  in  order  to  frustrate  the 
designs  of  those  persons^  to  pass  Uus  biUj 
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faow  objectionable  soever  it  might  be  in 
some  respects^  and  thus  to  leave  no  loop- 
hole of  escape,  no  possibility  of  avoia- 
ing  inquiry.  That  bill  would  arm  the 
other  House  with  as  much  power  for 
inquiry  as  they  had  chosen  to  take>  and 
it  was  no  fault  of  their  Lordships  if 
that  power  was  not  effectual.  If  any 
persons  connected  with  either  House  of 
Parliament  entertained  a  design  to  pre- 
vent their  Lordships  from  instituting  an 
investigation,  he  could  not  congratulate 
those  persons  on  their  success,  for  he  felt 
that  they  had  gained  a  victory — a  triumph 
"—over  the  best  interests  of  the  country ; 
but  he  must  certainly  admit  that  those 
parties  had  been  completely  successful,  and 
that  they  had  prevented,  stifled,  and  cut 
off  all  chance  or  an  inquiry  being  prose- 
cuted b^  their  Lordships'  House.  Had 
such  an  inquiry  taken  place,  he  would  have 
been  preparea  to  show  that,  during  the 
last  eeoeral  election,  practices  had  pre- 
vailed which  were  destructive  of  the  free- 
dom of  election,  and  subversive  of  the 
morals  of  the  people.  He  was  prepared  to 
show  that,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest 
ranks  of  the  community,  those  practices 
had  too  successfully  prevailed,  that  the  in- 
fluence of  property  had  been  very  generally 
abused,  tnat  intimidation  had  been  re- 
sorted to,  as  well  as  bribery  and  the  lighter 
influence  of  property.  He  would  have 
been  preparea  to  show  that  high  official 
influence  had  been  used  during  that  gene- 
ral election;  that,  as  he  informed  their 
lordships  last  summer  when  he  broached 
this  subject,  the  highest  nam^s  in  the 
country  had  been  used  on  that  occasion, 
and  that  the  most  gross  abuses  that  could 
be  committed  had  thus  been  perpetrated. 
He  would  have  been  prepared  to  show  that 
means  had  been  extensively  adopted  for 
the  intimidation  of  electors,  and  the  pre- 
vention of  the  free  exercise  of  the  elective 
franchise,  especially  with  reference  to  a 
class  of  tradesmen  to  whom  he  would  not 
DOW  more  specifically  refer  3  and  this  cir- 
cumstance, he  considered,  rendered  it  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  an  inquiry  on 
the  subject  should  have  been  honestly  and 
fearlessly  instituted  and  completed.  He 
had  mentioned  these  matters  in  the  course 
of  the  last  summer,  when  he  brought  the 
subject  under  their  Lordships'  notice,  but 
now  the  chance  of  instituting  an  inquiry 
had,  as  far  at  least  as  their  Lordships  were 
concerned,  been  taken  away,  because  the 
bill  now  sent  up  to  their  Lordships  con- 
fined inquiry  to  a  few  plaoes>  and  to  a  few 


committees,  entirely  excluding  a  more  ge- 
neral and,  in  his  opinion,  most  urgently 
necessary  investigation.  Such  was  the 
nature  of  this  bill  which  he  recommended 
their  lordships  to  adopt.  He  certainly 
did  not  flatter  himself  with  the  hope,  nor 
could  he  recommend  their  Lordships  to 
entertain  the  expectation,  that  this  bill 
would  effect  so  much  good,  or  nearly  so 
much  good,  as  the  more  ample  and  he 
thought  better  measure  which  their  Lord- 
ships had  passed  with  rare  unanimity,  or 
that  it  would  enable  those  House  of  Com- 
mons committees,  to  which  its  benefits 
were  confined,  to  undertake  their  investi- 
gations with  that  sure  prospect  of  success 
which  he  conceived  they  might  have  se- 
cured by  adopting  the  measure  he  had 
proposed,  or  that  it  would  lead  to  the  same 
results  which  he  had  no  doubt  would  have 
been  attained  by  his  bilL  But  he  really 
entertained  a  very  sanguine  expectation 
that  the  inauiries  conducted  under  the 
bill  now  before  theur  Lordships  would 
prove,  to  a  certain  extent,  beneficial  to  the 
country,  with  a  view  to  the  prevention  of 
the  practices  to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
to  the  adoption  of  some  efficient  legislative 
measures  on  the  subject.  He  had  great 
confidence  in  some  of  those  Gentlemen  who 
were  known  to  him,  and  who,  he  saw  by 
the  votes  of  the  House  of  Commons,  had 
been  appointed  on  one  committee,  armed 
with  due  powers  to  conduct  an  inquiry  of 
this  nature.  He  observed  on  that  com- 
mittee the  names  of  some  Gentlemen  for 
whom  he  entertained  great  respect,  who 
were  men  of  high  ability  and  honesty,  and 
whose  determination  he  believed  it  would 
be  not  to  trifle  with  the  subject,  but  to 
exercise  the  powers  conferred  on  them  by 
Parliament  When  this  bill  was  passed — 
as  he  hoped  it  would  be  without  further 
delay — ^that  committee  would  be  armed 
with  powers  which  he  had  no  doubt  they 
would  exercise  for  the  public  advantage. 
''At  all  events,  do  not  let  us  throw  any 
obstacles  in  the  way.  The  bill  is  before 
us— shorn,  in  a  measure,  of  some  of  those 
provisions  which  rendered  it  valuable ;  but 
still  it  may  to  a  great  degree  prove  effec- 
tual. Pass  that  bill  without  oelay.  But 
a  short  period  of  the  Session  is  now  avail- 
able for  conducting  the  inquiry.  Let  us 
not  throw  any  im^iment  in  the  way  of 
investigation.  We  have  ofiered  our  aid 
and  assistance,  and  the  offer  has  been  re- 
jected; they  have  pursued  their  own 
course ;  do  not  let  us  obstruct  them  in 
that  oouraej  but  let  us  help  and  speed 
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them,  asd  coftliDue  to  aid  hj  all  means  io 
our  power  the  investigatioD  of  this  eubjeci, 
IB  order  Io  repress  for  the  future  the  eom- 
ttMskm  of  Mich  enormities.  As  soon  as 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  shall  think 
fit  to  arm  your  committees  with  the  same 
power  with  which  you  are  disposed  to  am 
theirs*  i  shall  renew  the  ofier  of  my  humble 
help  in  aiding  your  Lordships  in  these 
inquiries ;  but  until  that  power  is  giren^ 
until  an  efieacioiis  mode  of  proceeding 
shall  be  opeo  to  us,  I  hold  it  to  be  utterly 
useles!»,  and  woine  than  a  moekery,  to 
take  any  further  proceedings  on  this  sub- 
ject." lie  thought  their  Lordships  had  a 
right  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons,  who 
bad  sent  vm  this  bill,  to  communicate  the 
eviileaGe  which  bad  been  taken  before  some 
of  the  committees  appointed  by  that  House 
on  the  suk^t  of  bribery.  When  he  mooted 
this  question  on  a  former  occasion,  he  was 
toM  that  the  other  House  deemed  it  in- 
consistent with  their  piTilegeeto  send  up 
to  their  Lordships  tne  minutes  of  sucn 
evidence)  but  that,  when  a  legislatire 
measure  should  be  fbrwurded  to  their 
Lordships  for  their  sanction,  the  House 
of  Commons  would  not  object  to  commu- 
nicate those  minutes.  He  was  now  told, 
hewcTer,  that  objections  were  still  enter- 
tained by  the  other  House  to  AimishiBg 
thir  Lordships  witb  reports  of  the  com- 
mittees  to  whidi  he  alluded.  T%e  reports 
of  those  committees  were,  he  believed,  sold 
for  6i^.  each,  and  any  person  who  chose  to 
evpend  that  modefate  sum  might  possess 
them.  But,  while  the  other  House  did 
not  hold  it  to  be  inconsistent  with  their 
interest  to  take  the  €d.,  they  considered  it 
inconsistent  with  principle  to  allow  the 
House  of  Lords  reguhtr  access  to  the  re- 
ports. He  could  not  comprehend  these 
nice  distinctiens  of  privilege.  ^  Let  them 
keen  these  reports  to  themselves,"  said  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  **  but  let  us  ab- 
stain from  foUowii^  the  example.  In  pro- 
portion  as  they  are  niggardly  in  their  grant 
of  aid  to  us  in  these  matters,  let  us  be 
lavish  of  our  assistance  to  them ;  and  as 
the  first  and  best  aid  we  can  give  them— 
remembering  that  he  who  g^ves  quickly 
gives  twice^^let  us  without  delay  pass 
this  bill,  and  wish  most  heartily  that  sue- 
oees  may  attend  that  inquiry  which  will  be 
oandneted  nnder  the  measura.  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  Earl  of  Wieklow  said,  he  had  sup- 
ported  the  bill  introdnced  by  his  noble  and 
laaroed  Prieod,  which  was  passed  by  their 


Lordships  and  seat  to  the  oihet  Haose. 
That  bill  was  an  indemnity  bill  for  all  wit- 
nesses, &c.,  who  mig^t  be  called  on  the 
trial  of  election  petitions  consequent  on 
the  late  eleciion.  But  what  was  the  na- 
ture of  the  present  bill  ?  It  was  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  indemnity  to 
witnesses  upon  one  particalar  committee, 
which  was  not  a  bribery  committee  at  aH, 
but  a  committee  to  inquire  into  eertain 
compromises.  [Lord  Brougham:  And  bri- 
bery.] He  was  aware  that  the  committee 
must  also  investigate  cases  of  bribery; 
but  this  bill  excluded  the  various  election 
committees  to  which  the  other  bill  entirely 
related.  He  must  therefore  say,  that  so 
far  from  being  a  substitute  fbr  the  other 
bill,  it  was  a  bill  of  a  directly  different 
nature;  and  he  felt  great  pleasure  in  say- 
ing so,  because  he  ventured  to  hope  that 
the  House  of  Commons  had  not  treated 
the  bill  of  their  Lordships  in  the  manner 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  seemed 
to  suppose  they  had  done.  He  should 
deeply  regret  that,  because  he  agreed  with 
every  statement  ^f  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  as  to  the  duty  and  interest  of  the 
House  to  inquire  as  fully  into  such  sub- 
jects as  the  House  of  Commons.  It  was 
quite  true  that  House  might  feel  a  delicacy 
in  delegating  any  portion  of  its  power  on 
that  subject  to  their  Lordships;  but  when 
ail  inquiry  was  to  be  instituted  into  col 
ruption  aod  bribery  generally,  unless  their 
Lordships  were  competent  to  inquire  inia 
the  matter  it  would  be  an  evil  of  the  greats 
est  magnitude ;  and  he  believed  that  unless 
the  House  of  Commons  should  entrust 
some  other  tribunal  to  inquire  into  these 
evils,  which  had  of  late  years  coaaiderabiy 
increased,  they  would  still  go  on  increasing. 
Ha  was  of  opinion  with  many  Members 
of  the  other  House  of  Pailiament,  that  k 
was  a  most  incompetent  tribunal  for  the 
trial  of  election  petitions,  and  he  hoped 
that  ere  long  the  House  of  CoaMDona 
would  see.  that  if  a  stop  was  to  be  put  to 
this  increasing  immorality  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  confer  that  junsdiction  on  sosse 
other  tfibaaal.  The  present  bill  soMy  re- 
lating to  a  particular  point  abandosed  by 
their  Letdships  could  not,  in  any  manner, 
be  considered  as  a  substilwlo  f or  the  biM 
sent  down ;  and  he  therelore  vestured  to 
hope  that  that  bill  had  not  been  treated  in 
manner  suggested.  The  qwtstion  now  be- 
fore their  Lordships  was  witb  regard  to  tha 
second  reading  of  the  hill,  and  ^  suspen- 
sion of  the  StMMlwg  Ordess  in  ofdor  l# 


lASA  Indemmiiy  0/  {Junb  14} 

cmry  it  IHrough  all  its  sla^.  He  eouM 
not  Me  the  neceesit  j  for  such  a  course  of 
prDeeedini;.  Such  a  measure  was  some- 
times adopted  by  their  Lordships  in  cases 
of  ^reat  exigocj,  but  it  was  contrary  to  the 
usttal  practice,  and  in  its  nature  implied 
a  ?iolatton  of  the  usual  forms  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  think  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  made  out  a  sufiBcient  case  for 
the  suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  his  noble  Friend 
▼as  mistaken  as  to  the  diversity  between 
the  two  bills.  The  great  difference  was, 
that  this  bill  was  confined  to  that  one  com- 
mittee ;  but  the  former  bill  had  nothing  to 
do  with  election  committees.  He  ex- 
pressly avoided  making  any  reference  to 
election  committees,  because  he  understood 
the  House  of  Commons  objected  to  aoj 
bill  respecting  election  committees  origi- 
nating with  their  Lordships.  When  he 
first  saw  the  present  bill^  before  it  attained 
the  shape  in  which  it  had  now  been  sent 
up,  it  WHS  word  for  word  the  same  as  the 
one  sent  down,  with  the  omission  of  the 
clause  as  to  secresy,  and  shutting  out  their 
Lordships  and  their  committees,  and  con- 
fining it  to  that  committee.  The  whole  of 
the  first  clause  was  inserted  mutatis  mu- 
tandis^ and  the  whole  of  the  second  clause 
was  put  in  word  fur  word,  and  with  a  sin- 
gular accuracy,  because  it  inserted  a  part 
by  mistake  that  did  not  apply  to  the  bill 
in  its  present  shape. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Brougham  then  moved  the  suapen« 
sioD  of  the  Standing  Ordera.  His  reason 
for  doing  so  was  this.  The  subject  had 
already  been  fully  discussed,  and  although 
the  cemintttee  of  the  other  House  liad 
appointed  for  soiae  tiaae*  it  had  not 
able  to  prooeed  for  the  want  of  this 
bUl. 

Lord  CmmpbeU  should  not  object  to  the 
nnpeMkm  o>  the  Standing  Orders,  but  he 
hepd  it  would  not  he  considered  that  l^ 
tlm  node  of  proceeding  any  Member  of 
their  Lordships*  House  mteiNled  to  cast  a 
sarcasm  upon  the  House  ofCommeiis.  He 
must  use  the  freedom  of  regretting  that 
his  neble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Broug- 
hamX  who  for  so  many  years  was  such 
an  omamenl  ef  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  for  whom  the  House  of  Oommons  now 
enlettained  the  meet  kindly  recollections, 
sbonld,  00  various  occasioas  (as  it  seemed 
to  him),  have  gone  out  of  his  way  to  utter 
ssBcaaroa  and  fVitminatioaa  munst  that 
bitneh  ef  die  Legielatuxe.    He  did  not 
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find  that  his  noUe  and  learned  Friend  had 
brought  forward  any  reason  for  the  attack 
he  haid  made ;  not  was  there  any  reaann  for 
supposing  during  the  present  Sessiun  of 
Parliament  that  the  House  of  Commons 
bad  not  heartily,  steriously,  and  vigorously, 
set  about  to  supprese  this  very  great 
offence  of  bribery.  According  to  the  votes 
of  the  other  House,  a  very  great  portion 
of  its  time  seemed  to  have  been  occupied 
in  investieatiog  cases  of  bribery,  and  from 
the  bill  the  Commons  had  now  oent  up  to 
their  Lordships,  it  appeared  that  a  com- 
mittee bad  been  appointed  for  the  first  time 
to  inquire  whetlmr  corrupt  compromises 
had  been  entered  into  in  remeet  to  the 
several  boroughs  of  Harwich,  Nottingham, 
Fenryn,  Falmouth,  Bridport,  and  Reading. 
Could  a  more  stringent  measure  be  re- 
sorted to  for  the  purpose  of  discovering  the 
truth  and  ef  suppressing  the  offence?  Hta 
noble  and  leamea  Friend  had  complained 
of  a  bill  which  he  had  brought  into  their 
Lordships'  House,  and  which  had  been 
sent  down  to  the  Commons  not  having 
been  returned,  it  might  still  be  taken 
into  consideration,  be  passed,  and  returned 
to  their  Lordships,  and  receive  the  Royal 
assent.  But  if  the  House  of  Commons 
should  not  approve  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  bill,  surely  they  had  the  right  to 
judge  for  themselves,  and  determine  what 
was  the  most  expedient  course  they  should 
taka  Although  that  bill  passed  their 
Lordships*  House  without  any  vote  being 
taken  upon  it,  yel  for  one  he  aid  not  think 
it  was  calculated  to  j>rodtice  any  very 
important  effeot ;  and  if  it  should  not  be 
allowed  to  come  up  for  the  Rojral  assent, 
he  doubted  whether  the  pubho— always 
speaking  with  the  most  sincere  deference 
to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 
suffer  very  much  from  that  measure  being 
lost.  The  clause,  the  omission  of  whicfr 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  complained 
cit  was  one  whicli  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself  admitted  to  be  entirrij 
new,  and  which,  if  it  had  passed,  would 
certainly  have  gone  down  to  posterity  as 
the  "  Brougham  cfaiuse.**  It  enacted  that 
the  committee  of  either  House  miffht 
grant  pardon,  not  only  to  a  witness^  but 
to  any  person  whose  name  might  be  men- 
tioned during  the  investigation  touching 
all  crimes  and  offences  that  might  he  com. 
mitted  during  the  election.  This  was  al* 
lowed  to  be  new,  and  he  very  much  doubted 
whether  the  House  of  Commons,  upon 
considemtion,  would  adopt  such  a  clause; 
and  be  rather  thought  some  aoMe  Lords 
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did  not  oppose  the  clause,  thinking  that  it 
was  not  very  likely  it  would  meet  with  the 
approbation  of  the  Legislature.  What 
might  be  the  effect  of  this?  Suppose  a 
committee  appointed  by  each  House  to  in- 
restigate  the  same  case  ;  and  the  commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Commons  should  order 
the  Attorney-general  to  prosecute  a  party 
for  bribery,  to  whom,  let  it  be  supposed, 
the  House  of  Lords  had  granted  a  pardon. 
The  two  branches  of  the  Legislature 
would  be  thus  brought  into  collision  ;  and 
a  clause  of  that  nature  might  have  led  to 
such  incouFenient  consequences,  an  might 
have  justified  the  House  of  Commons  to 
reject  it  without  being  so  severely  lectured 
as  it  had  been  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  He  should  be  sorry  to  find  that 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who  was  so 
long  an  ornament  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  from  whose  talents,  eloquence, 
and  patriotism,  he  entertained  the  highest 
possible  respect,  should  at  all  detract  from 
the  merits  belonging  still  to  that  assembly. 
He  hoped  that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
did  not  think  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  lost  all  virtue  because  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  no  longer  a  Member  of 
it.  He  knew  not  whether  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  be  sorry  again  to  sit 
as  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  or  as  the 
organ  of  Government  in  that  House.  Per- 
haps he  would,  and  perhaps  he  would  not ; 
but  of  this  he  was  sure — having  himself 
but  very  lately  belonged  to  that  House— 
every  Member  of  it  retained  a  lively  sense 
of  the  great  merits,  abilities,  and  eloquence 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and  it 
would  ^ive  him  great  pleasure  to  find  that 
those  kindly  recollections  were  mutual,  and 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  thought 
and  talked  as  kindly  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  the  House  of  Commons  thought 
and  talked  of  him. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  nothing  was 
more  gratifying  to  him  than  to  hear  the 
respect  which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  been  pleased  to  express  towards  him 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  he  begged 
leave  to  return,  with  equal  sincerity,  the 
assurance  of  his  entertaining  the  same  de- 
gree of  respect  for  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend;  and,  consistently  with  that  re- 
spect, he  would  add,  that  a  more  able,  or 
more  effectual,  and  a  more  triumphant  de- 
fence could  not  have  been  made  for  those 
proceedings  of  which  he  had  undertaken 
to  be  the  advocate.  He  had  often  known 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  more  success- 
ful, mora  triumphant  as  an  advocate  in, 


other  causes,  but  then  it  was  when  bis  case 
was  better  than  it  was  upon  the  present 
occasion ;  and  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  done  tbe 
utmost  that  could  be  done  for  the  cause  he 
had  maintained.  But  tbe  mis-statemeot 
and  the  false  reasoning  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself,  never  surpassed,  upon 
any  former  occasion,  even  at  the  bar 
or  in  their  Lordships*  House;  he  meant 
when  making  mis-statements,  and  using 
false  reasoning,  in  the  character  of  a  re- 
tained advocate,  and  when  it  was  his  duty 
to  attend  to  the  interests  of  his  client  alone, 
and  to  be  governed  by  no  other  principle 
while  maintaining  those  interests.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  said,  that 
the  clause  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  been  pleased  to  baptize  with 
his  name,  was  at  once  monstrous  and  per- 
fectly intolerable,  and  therefore  their  lord- 
ships had  made  a  fortunate  escape  by  that 
clause  being  struck  out.  But  what  might 
have  happened  ?  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  said,  that  a  committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  might  grant  a  pardon  to 
a  party  whom  the  House  of  Commons  had 
directed  to  be  prosecuted.  Now,  in  the 
first  place,  that  clause  did  not  give  an  in- 
demnity ;  it  was  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  committee :  and  did  it  not  occur  to 
their  Lordships  that  that  committee  would 
have  been  strangely  advised,  and  would 
have  had  a  most  extraordinary  notion  of 
its  own  duties,  if  it  had  exercised  the 
power  of  indemnifying  a  witness  in  oppo- 
sition to  a  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
But  moreover,  was  this  effect  peculiar  to 
that  clause  ?  Why,  the  same  thing  might 
happen  under  the  very  bill  now  before 
their  Lordships;  for  suppose  tbe  House 
of  Commons  should  indemnify  a  party,  was 
there  anything  to  prevent  the  House  of 
Lords  addressing  the  Crown,  praying  that 
the  Attorney^neral  might  be  dired^d  to 
prosecute  the  individual?  Most  undoubt- 
edly not.  But  how  stood  the  case  with 
respect  to  other  bills  ?  Bills  had  been  sent 
up  from  the  House  of  Commons,  a  few 
years  ago,  liable  to  precisely  the  same  ob- 
jection. When  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  was  Attorney-general,  bills  giving 
a  committee  of  their  Lordships'  House  the 
same  power  of  coming  into  collision  with 
the  House  of  Commons,  as  the  clause 
which  he  had  framed  would  have  given, 
were  sent  up  to  their  Lordships*.  That 
argument,  therefore,  was  entiraly  at  an 
There  could  not  be  tbe  least  quarter 
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given  to  it,  for  it  arose  from  a  complete 
mis-statement  of  the  object  of  the  clause, 
and  a  complete  want  of  recollection  of  the 
nature  of  rormer  bills.  Let  him  add,  that 
after  a  bill  had  passed  that  House,  it  was 
not  the  bill  of  tne  individual,  but  the  bill 
of  the  House  which  had  adopted  it.  He 
also  begged  leave  to  disclaim  most  amply 
the  least  intention  to  cast  any  vague  or 
spiteful  imputations,  or  any  disrespectful 
aspersions  upon  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment He  denied,  and  utterly  disclaimed 
any  such  intention.  He  had,  however, 
thought  it  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  the  delay  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament in  respect  to  the  measure  of  le- 
gislation which  their  Lordships  had  sanc- 
tioned. 

Standing  Orders  suspended.  Bill  went 
through  committee,  and  was  read  a  third 
time  and  passed. 

The  House  adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday^  June  14,  1842. 

Mnrans.]     Nxw  Mkicbbm.— Sir  Thomai  Wioffcoo  Bar* 
ran,  Birt»  and  Thomai  Wyw*  Eiq.,  fot  Witerford  City. 

Bills.    PuMk;— !*•  Write  of  Enor. 
S*-   Perth  Prlaoa ;  AwBwad  Taxo. 
S*-  andpMied^-^qgar  Dutieit  Law  of  Iffachaftti  A«l 
MncndmaDt}  Double  Costei  Tithe  Commutation. 
Pritaftf.— !*•   Hawkcffe  Divocee. 
S**  Aihtoo'k  Divocoei  RoumaTs  NatuiaHmtioo;  Leiba- 
lieiWk  Naturaliaation ;  Tozteth  Park  PaTing  and  Sewer- 

3*-  andpmied:— GaiiliNaturaliaatiaii:  Carlow  Road. 
PBTiTxoifa  PmsaaiiTJD.  By  Mr.  Thonieiy*  from  Scfton, 
flv  the  AboUtioii  of  Chiitdi  Ilatei.— By  Mr.  VUllen. 
from  SoUdtoiB  and  Attomeya  at  WdycrharopCon,  and 
CUtheioe.  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  their  CertlH* 
catei.— From  penooi  employed  in  the  Pilchard  Fiahery 
In  the  Bay  of  St  Ivea«  for  the  Abolition  of  Tithe  on 
Fiah.— By  Mr.  Alderman  Copeland,  aad  Dr.  Bowring, 
from  PentonviUe,  Ward  of  Farringdon  Within,  Rich- 
mood,  Finibury,  and  the  Ward  of  Portrnken.  for  the 
Redemption  of  the  Tolls  on  Waterloo,  and  the  other 
Metropolitan  Bridgea.— From  Derby,  Spondon,  Newhall, 
Reptoo,  DaUmry,  Trttadey.  Breadsall,  and  Ockbrook.  for 
Inquiry  into  the  Syitem  of  Education  pumied  at  May- 
nooth  Colleger— By  Mr.  Bwart,  from  the  Meehaniei  In- 
stitttte  at  Brentford,  that  nich  Inatitutiona  may  be  re- 
Uered  from  the  Payment  of  Rates  and  Taxes.-— By  Mr. 
Hindley,  from  Cheetham,  Ashton-under-Lyne,  Hyde, 
SiBleybridge,  Ardwick,  and  Mixenden,  for  a  Ten  Hounf 
Factory  BilL^From  Hexham  Union,  and  Oreenwldi 
Union,  a^Umt  the  IH)or-Uw  Amendment  Bill  s  from  J. 
S.  TickeU,  and  J.  H.  NankweU,  for  Alteration  in  that 
Bill  in  relation  to  Medical  OfBoecB.~By  Sir  G.  Strick- 
hmd,  from  Oreat  Duffldd,  for  the  Abolitian  of  Slavery^— 
By  Mr.  Vimcrs,  from  Wokingham,  Manchester,  and 
Grudthorp,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Com-laws;  and  from 
WolTcrhampfeon,  against  the  faitroducaon  of  any  Clause 
in  the  PobUe  Houses  Bill  to  Compel  Public  Houses  hi  the 
ooontry  to  Ckise  from  It  o^ckick  on  Saturday  night  till 
1  oTdodi  on  Sunday  morning.— From  Trustees  and  Cre* 
ditors  of  the  Bridgewater  Turnpike  Roads,  against  the 
Tomplke  Roads  BilL-^From  the  Poor-law  Union  of  the 
isle  of  ThaneC,  to  Rate  the  Ownenof  SmaU  Tenemcnte. 


Belfast  Election.]]  Mr.  Shaw 
rose  to  rnove^  pursuant  to  notice,  that 
a  new  writ  be  issued  for  the  borough 
of  Belfast.  He  entirely  concurred  in 
the  opinion  which  the  right  hon.  Ba-» 
ronet  had  expressed,  in  common  with 
other  Gentlemen  who  maintained,  that  in 
cases  of  this  kind,  the  House  should  act 
judicially^  and  without  any  party  feeling ; 
and  he  could  assure  the  House,  wat  it  was 
entirely  in  this  spirit  that  he  brought  the 
present  case  under  consideration.  The 
facts  of  the  case,  as  far  as  the  House  was 
in  possession  of  them,  were  very  brief.  On 
Friday,  the  5th  of  June,  the  election  com- 
mittee reported  that  the  then  sitting  Mem- 
bers for  the  borough  of  Belfast  had  not 
been  duly  elected,  and  that  the  election 
was  void.  On  the  same  evening  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork  gave 
notice,  that  he  would  move  for  a  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  matter,  but  in 
this  first  notice  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  made  no  mention  of  bribery. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
motion  was  founded  upon  personation  and 
perjury.  On  the  Monday  following  a  pe- 
tition was  presented  respecting  this  elec- 
tion from  a  Mr.  Cropper,  the  statements 
made  by  whom  were  not  such  as  entitled 
him  to  any  particular  consideration.  His 
statement  was  simply  this,  that  he  left 
Carnarvon  some  years  ago,  in  consequence 
of  pecuniary  embarrassments;  that  he 
then  set  up  a  public  house  at  Belfast,  and 
that,  at  the  last  election,  he  received  a 
bribe  of  50/. ;  this  was  all  that  he  said  he 
was  in  a  condition  to  prove.  Hereupon 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
amended  his  motion,  and  gave  notice  that 
he  would  move  for  a 

'^  Select  committee  to  inquire  into  a  certain 
corrupt  compromise  made  in  the  case  of  the 
late  Belfost  election,  for  the  purpose  of  avoid- 
ing the  consequences  of  the  committal  of  gross 
bribery."  ^ 

This  notice  he  had  found  yesterday, 
printed  at  the  bottom  of  the  motions  on  an 
order  day;  and  he  was  persuaded  that  there 
itwotild  be  allowed  to  remain,  and  the  issue 
of  a  new  writ  might  thus  be  suspended  for 
an  indefinite  time.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  had  thought  it  a  public  duty  to 
move,  that  the  writ  should  issae  without 
further  delay.  He  did  not  at  all  under- 
stand what  case  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  prepared  with;  but  the 
facts  before  the  House  were  clear  enough. 
A.   to   the  charge,  of  g«^jo^l^g^d 
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perjury,  fhoagh,  no  doqbt,  these  were 
gfave   offiMices,    which    deserved  seveKs 
pttotthment,  yet,  even  if  ihey  were  estab- 
lished, they  would  show  not  thet  the  btmd 
Jide  eieotors  were  offenders  who  ou§;ht  to 
be  deprtired  of  their  franchise,  but  that 
tliey  were  persons  Mnned  against,  and  it 
wwitkl  be  very  unjust  to  punish  them. 
Even  if  ei^ery  fact  staled  by  Cropper  were 
true,  still  tbe  case  would  be  very  many 
degrees  better  tbso  that  of  Ipswich,  or 
than  that  of  Newcastle ;  in  both  of  which 
cases  bribery  had  been   proved,  and  in 
both  of  which  esses  a  new  writ  had  been 
iasued.    There  was  no  person  in  or  out  of 
tbe  House  who  deprecated  and  deplored 
more  than  he  did  that  general  system  of 
bribery  which  was  said  to  have  prevailed 
at  tbe  late  electioiis.    If  it  were  true  that 
it  did  ao  prerail,  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
that  if  persevered  in,  it  would  destroy  the 
character  of  tlie  House  and  morals  of  the 
oooAtry*  and  he  should  be  ibe  last  esan  in 
tbe  world  to  throw  aay  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  a  oiost  searching  inquiry  into  all  tbe 
allegatioAS  «»f  bribery,  and  of  inflicting 
aevere  piiiiisbmant  where  bribery  had  been 
eommUud,    Up  to  the  present  Session  it 
had  heeo  the  inrariaUe  rule  of  Parliament 
sieier  to  Defuse  to  issue  a  writ,  eicept  in 
cases  where  the  ooosmitiee  had  reported 
titensjve  bribery,  whioh  required  to  be 
visited  with  disfranchi6einent,or  in  certain 
other  cases,  •one  of  which  had  an  affinity 
with  that  of  BelAat,    He  thought  that 
the  House  had  already  gone  rather  too  far 
in  suapendiog  writs  ^n  the  mere  allega- 
iioa  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  hr 
iBath,  aUegatioAS  altogether  unsupported 
by  facta.    He  wu  free  to  eoniiass  that,  in 
the  cases  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and 
learned   Member  for  Bath,  there  was  a 
notoriety  about  the  circumstances  of  these 
case^  which  did  justify  some  special  in- 
lerfenanse  om  the  part  of  the  House;  but, 
whatever  might  be  said  as  to  the  case  of 
Nofiioghani,  for  example,  it  did  not  at  all 
ajpply  to  Belfast    In  the  cjme  of  Not* 
tiogharo,  the  committee,  eouir^v  to  the 
|)|ra^er  of  the  petitioners,  declared  that  the 
sittM^g  Meorfiers  were  duly  elected;  and 
the  h4>o»  Md  learned  Member  for  Bath 
informed  the  House  that  a  compromise 
had  been  nade,  by  which  one  of  the  sit- 
ting Members  wee  |p  retire,  and  a  sum  of 
money  was  to  be  paid  to  secure  the  elec- 
tiom  in  his  plaoe  of  another  Gentleman. 
The  ciiy^tmatance  of  the  sitting  Member *s 
vacatii^  bis  seat  lent  a  colour  to  that 


statement.    The  case  of  Belfast,  however, 
was  quite  the  reverse*    In  this  case,  in 
pursuance  of  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners, 
the  committee  declanMi  that  the  late  elec- 
tion was  void ;  the  aame  parties  as  bdona 
were  now  in  the  lield  as  candidates  at  the 
ensuing  election;    aad  he  apprehended 
that  there  was  no  person  of  Parliamentary 
experience  and   knowledge   wha    would 
deav,  that  supposiag  any  of  these  partiee 
to  he  re-decied,  aad  others  to  he  pe*- 
tidoaers  in  the  case,  the   whoJe  maticr 
which  occttfmd  at  the  last  electioa  would 
be  inquired  into  by  the  new  oonunitSee. 
By  tbe  law  of  ParhaoMnt,  aay  each  tm 
committee  would  be  r^^rded  asaiemly  in 
continuation  of  that  which  had  just  f». 
ported,  and  would  have  full  power  Co  in- 
quire into  the  whole  transaction  thfongh- 
out,  the  Queen'a  edginal  writ  not  having 
been  yet  eatiUied.    There  were  now  four 
different  candidates,  the  two  late  eittiwg 
Members,  one  of  the  petitionevs,  and  the 
brother  of  the  other,  that  other  petitioner 
having  since  become  a  peer ;  aaid  indeed 
he  believed   that  a  6fth   candidate  was 
about  to  appear.    The  Howee  had  already 
sjiffioieaily  entangled  itself  with  aiwpeiuled 
wftta,  and  be  theeefim  hoped  thai  It  wmld 
not  still  further  and  more  seriouslj  ^in- 
hariasa  iiaslf  by  swHM?>ndi»g  the  writ  i#  a 
case  Che  j«stiee  of  which  he  eoweeivtfd 
required  that  the  w4t  should  fordiwith 
issue.    He  had  takctt  up  ibis  qtiastaon 
wjthout  connection  with  liie  Cioverament 
or  with  Belfaat    He  was  eztnemely  anx<- 
aoue,  as  he  said  helbre,  thai  the  Hoase 
<boutd  decide  in  a  Judicial  manner,  and 
withovt  bias ;  and  if^nw  wrong  had  been 
done,  that  they  should  not  piinieh  the 
innocent  for  the  guilty.    The  right  hon. 
and   learoad  Gentleman  coocMed  with 
moving  that  a  new  wrk  be  ksued  lor  the 
return  of  two  burgesses  to  represent  the 
bofongfa  of  Bel£sst  in  this  pramnt  Par- 
Mr.  Hughes  seconded  the  motion. 
Viscount  Sandan  begged  to  tremu  on 
the  HMae  £or  a  liew  minntea.     He  had 
received  a  note  yesterday  frpm  one  of  the 
late  Members  for  Belfast^  whose  condiK^t 
was  called  in  q^ieetion,  requesting  that  he 
would  state,  on  behalf  of  Mr.  E.  Tennent 
and  Mr.  Johnson,  in  reference  to  an  al- 
leged compromise  of  the  qweetions  before 
the  Belfast  election  committee,  that  if  4ny 
such  arrangement  had  ever  been  made,  it 
was  made  without  dieir  aiithority  or  par- 
ticipation, and  without  any    concert  or 
Mderaunding  with  either  of|tham^^,^ 
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Mr.  (yCwneU :  I  rise,  Sir»  to  mote,  by 
way  of  ameodmeot,  the  appointment  of  a 
select  coaunitteey  in  the  terias  of  the  no- 
tice, to  ioquke  into  a  eorrupt  oompromise 
floade  in  the  matter  of  the  Beliast  election 
patitioo.  The  House  wUI  at  once  per- 
caive  that  tbeve  is  not  the  least  intention 
lo  deny  the  existenoe  of  a  compromise ; 
on  the  contrary,  the  inference  to  be  drawn 
from  the  statement  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Liverpool  has  communis 
cated  to  the  House  is,  that  the  late  Mem- 
bers for  Belfast  know  that  a  compromise 
has  taken  place,though  they  disclaim  being 
any  parties  to  it.  To  what  do  they  deny 
being  parties?  To  a  compromise:  you  have 
alre^y  decided  that  a  corrupt  compromise 
is  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House. 
In  several  cases,  you  have  acted  on  that 
decifiioo,  and  sent  questions  of  compro- 
mise to  inquiry.  You  have  done  thm  in 
cases  much  less  strong  than  the  present, 
and  if  the  rule  be  that  there  is  not  to 
be  one  law  of  compromise  for  England, 
and  aootber  for  Irelaud,  you  are  bound 
to  grant  my  motion,  or  to  declare  that  you 
were  wrong  in  all  the  other  cases,  and  to 
rescind  your  former  decisions.  My  nK>- 
tioB  is  for  a  committee  to  iaquire  Into 
a  corrupt  compromise.  The  hon.  and 
Jaarued  recorder  tails  me  that  ef  ery  quea- 
tion  that  can  be  now  raised  may  be  raised 
before  a  future  election  committee.  The 
question  of  compromise  cannot  be  so 
raised.  Nothing  ia  More  plain  than  that 
itcanoot.  A  future  committee  may  go 
into  the  circumstanoes  which  rendered 
that  compiomise  advisable,  but  they  can- 
not possiUy  inquire  into  the  compromise 
itself.  Ute  accusation  which  I  aoake, 
which  1  have  made  already,  is  this*"tbat 
there  took  place  during  the  last  election 
for  the  town  of  Belfast  extensive  and 
gross  bribery.  From  the  facts  that  have 
been  comianoicated  to  me,  I  am  bound  lo 
say,  and  I  say  it  readily,  that  that  hrU 
hsry  was  not  confined  to  one  side,  bat  that 
it  was  committed  by  both  parties;  with 
this  diatinctioio«  however,  according  to  my 
information,  that  while  the  bribery  on  one 
side  is  not  traced  to  the  defieated  candi- 
datea,  oa  the  other  side  it  has  been  inii^ 
mated  l^  inforence,  butprettv  clearly,  that 
iheet  was  guilty  knowledge  ofbribery  on  the 
fmrtof  ihe  latesiuiog  Mi^hersfor  BelfiMt. 
My  atatement«  then,  on  authority  to 
i^cfa  it  is  impessibie  to  nefuse  credence, 
is,  tbat  gross  and  extensive  bribery  took 
place  at  Ib^  leal  election  for  Belfast,  that 
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it  was  organised,  systematically  enanating 
from  the  committee  rooms.  I  have  the 
names  of  more  than  one  of  the  persona 
who  were  bribed ;  one  who  reeeifed  4(U«, 
and  others  who  received  vaciona  snmis 
from  501,  down  to  102.  I  am  also  in- 
formed, and  am  able  to  profe,  that  a  sys- 
tem of  personation  of  the  moat  corrupt 
kind  took  place.  A  list  of  those  who  had 
voted  at  a  former  election  for  the  Con- 
servative candidates,  and  who  died,  left 
the  country,  or  lost  their  qualifications, 
was  stereotyped  by  a  person  who  formerly 
voted  for  the  Liberal  candidates.  That 
person  having  been  paid  for  the  docu- 
ment three  times  the  proper  amount  of 
his  bill,  was  prevailed  upon  not  to  vote  at 
all  at  the  last  election.  The  list  of  those 
dead  and  disqualified  voters  being  ob- 
taioed,  arrangemeats  were  made  to  bring 
in  persons  from  a  distance  to  personate 
those  who  were  no  longer  entitled  to  vote. 
Those  persons  were  brought  in  chiefly  from 
the  neighbourhood  of  Monagham*  They 
were  kept  in  a  house  by  themselves.  Suits 
of  clothes  were  purchased  for  the  purpose 
of  difljguisiog  them,  and  in  particular,  there 
were  purchased  a  number  of  suits  of 
Quaker's  appareL  Those  persons  went  up 
to  the  booths,  took  the  identity  and  hri<- 
bery  oathst  and  f  ote4  for  the  lain  sitting 
Mambeii^  One  of  them  <vDted  ihrm 
times.  Another  twice.  I  have  been  fufr 
nisbod  with  the  namnsof  fouKeen  of  these 
personators,  and  of  tbirtnen  others,  by 
most  respectable  wituesses,  who  are  pre- 
pared to  prove  the  existence  and  extent 
of  this  system*  Witnesses  tQ  prove 
these  fiscts  were  brought  over  to  London, 
and  it  was  found  necessary  to  ketp  thens 
as  much  as  possible  out  of  the  way  of 
influence  which  would  have  been  exerted 
to  prevent  them  fnom  givii^  evidence. 
Attempts  were  made  at  Belfast  to  effect  n 
compromise,  but  those  attempts  were  w 
snccessfnl.  I  am  now  enabled  to  prove 
that  a  oompiomise  was  made  snbsaquentjf 
in  these  terms,  First*  the  Mombers  were  lo 
be  unseated  by  the  co.operation  of  eonnsnl 
tm  both  sides,  upon  npaiiers  of  form. 
Next  the  entire  of  the  expenses  of  ^ 
Liberal  party  befaiie  the  comjniUee,  and 
the  expense  of  their  witnesses,  was  to  be 
forthwith  paid.  I  am  aUe  to  pnave  that 
those  expenses  were  eithar  actually  paid 
or  perfectly  secured.  Look  at  the  mport 
of  the  commiane.  They  did  not  report 
that  the  petition  or  the  Mliurn  was  fovo- 
Ions  and  vexatious,  and  therefone  no  costs 
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were  given.  They  decided  against  the 
liability  of  either  party  to  the  costs  of  the 
other  side.  By  a  corrupt  compromise, 
however,  the  entire  of  the  costs  of  one 
party  were  paid  by  the  other.  I  believe 
I  can  prove  this  fact.  I  have  before  me 
the  petition  of  one  person  who  was  bribed, 
— but  it  is  said  that  this  man  owed  money 
at  CarnarYon.  It  seems  that  a  man  is 
not  to  be  believed,  because  be  owed  money 
at  Carnarvon.  It  is  alleged  that  he  exe- 
cuted some  deed  of  an  improper  kind  in 
reference  to  his  creditors.  These  accusa- 
tions are  now  made  against  this  man,  but  I 
ask,  is  he  not  the  same  man  to  whom  the 
late  sitting  Member  for  Belfast  wrote  in 
very  affectionate  terms,  concluding  with, 
**  Most  truly  your's,"  an  expression  which 
he  would  hardly  use  to  any  one  who  was 
not  a  respectable  person.  But  the  cha- 
racter of  this  man  is  a  matter  for  the  com- 
mittee to  decide  upon.  That  committee  I 
ask  for  upon  allegations  quite  as  strong 
as  any  which  you  had  in  the  cases  brought 
forward  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bath.  The  evidence  in 
those  cases  was  simply  this: — "I  was 
told — I  have  been  informed,  and  I  believe 
I  can  prove  >  *'  you  have  infinitely  more 
here.  I  have  lists  of  the  witnesses  who 
can  prove  the  facts  I  have  stated.  I  have 
a  distinct  allegation  from  Mr.  Cropper  of 
the  existence  of  the  compromise.  He 
states,  that  the  sitting  Members  engaged 
to  defray  all  the  expenses  of  the  House  of 
Commons'  committee,  on  condition,  that 
the  inquiry  into  bribery  and  personation 
should  be  abandoned,  the  return  made 
void  on  the  ground  of  illegal  conduct  at 
the  poll,  and  that  the  two  local  parties  in 
Belfast  should  return  one  Member  each, 
the  new  Tory  Member  to  be  the  said 
**  James  Emmerson  Tennent.*'  Mr.  Ten- 
nent  now  comes  forward  with  a  declara- 
tion, separating  himself  from  the  compro- 
mise ;  but  does  he  deny,  that  there  has 
been  an  arrangement  to  ensure  his  own 
return  ?  Does  he  deny  that  it  has  been 
agreed  upon,  that  a  Member  of  opposite 
sentiments  shall  be  returned?  Has  he 
attempted  to  deny  that  such  an  arrange- 
ment has  been  made?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Recorder  tells  me,  that  there  are 
four  or  6ve  candidates  in  the  field,  amongst 
others  Mr.  Johnson,  who  is  excluded  by 
the  compromise  from  being  returned  ;  but 
this  is  a  mockery  and  insult  to  the  House, 
while  the  existence  of  the  compromise  is 
not  denied.    You  have  these  facts  put  dis- 


tinctly before  you  by  a  man  against  whom 
there  is  no  disparagement,  but  that  he  was 
in  debt,  and  looking  for  a  place.  The 
electors  of  Belfast  are  most  anxious  to 
have  the  case  investigated.  I  have  had 
letters  from  the  most  respectable  quarters, 
expressing  the  general  feeling  in  Belfast, 
that  the  crimes  of  the  last  election  should 
be  hunted  out,  and  those  concerned  in 
them  punished.  The  fact  of  this  hideous 
personation  and  multitudinous  perjury, 
requires  to  be  investigated.  All  I  want  is 
a  committee;  of  whom  it  is  to  consist  is 
an  ulterior  question.  I  also  wish  to  leave 
it  to  the  House,  whether  this  should  be 
referred  to  the  committee  on  the  other 
cases,  or  to  a  new  committee.  Taking  for 
granted,  that  the  committee  in  the  English 
cases  will  be  successful  in  attaining  its 
object,  I  ask  you  to  adopt  the  same  prin- 
ciple with  regard  to  Irish  cases.  What 
will  be  said  if  you  refuse  this?  Why,  per- 
haps, that  it  was  Belfast's  turn  to  nave 
a  writ.  It  is  said,  that  writs  are  issued 
and  refused  alternately,  and  people  may 
think,  that  the  Nottingham  writ  having 
been  refused,  it  came  to  the  turn  of  Belfast 
to  have  the  writ  issued.  Something  worse 
may  possibly  be  said.  In  the  Nottingham 
case,  the  person  accused  was  a  Member  of 
the  late  Administration.  The  person  now 
accused  is  a  Member  of  the  present  Ad- 
ministration. Both  belonged  to  the  same 
office.  Shall  it  be  said,  that  the  writ  was 
refused  where  the  Whig  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control  was  concerned,  bat 
granted  when  the  Tory  Gentleman  of  the 
same  board  was  affected  by  it  ?  Or,  per- 
haps it  will  be  said,  that  you  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  patronise  this  Gentleman  in  return 
for  his  condescension  in  patronizing  the  pre- 
sent Administration.  In  his  address  to  his 
constituents  he  tells  them,  that  the  best 
proof  he  can  give  of  his  entire  confidence  in 
the  present  Administration  is,  that  he  has 
accepted  office  under  them.  [Laughter,] 
Yes,  he  has  honoured  you  with  his  pa- 
tronage. Will  you  patronise  him  in  return  ? 
That  is  the  question.  I  bring  forward  a 
stronger  case  than  any  that  has  come 
before  you.  I  have  information,  not  barren 
and  general*  but  the  names  of  parties.  I 
can  prove  pecuniary  corruption,  the  pay- 
ment of  expenses  where  a  single  penny 
need  not  have  been  paid  for  the  purpose 
of  shutting  out  investigation,  and  the 
agreement  to  have  two  Members  of  dif- 
ferent politics  returned  to  represent  the 
borough.    Under  these  fCircumstaonn  I 
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respectfally  submit  that  I  have  made  oat 
a  stronger  case  than  any  of  the  English 
cases.  I  wish  to  say  nothing  implying 
that  this  gentleman  will  be  protected  be- 
cause he  is  a  Member  of  the  present  Ad- 
ministration— that  is  a  conviction  which  1 
will  postpone  for  the  present.  I  shall 
therefore  move,  by  way  of  amendment,  for 

^*  A  select  committee,  to  inquire  whether  a 
corrupt  compromise  has  been  entered  into,  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  investigation  into  gross 
and  extensive  bribery,  and  gross  and  corrupt 
personation  of  voters,  and  consequent  perjury, 
alleged  to  have  been  practised  at  the  late 
election  for  Belfast." 

Captain  Polhill  said,  that  having  been 
a  Member  of  the  Belfast  election  com- 
mittee, he  hoped  the  House  would  bear 
with  a  few  observations  from  him  on  the 
matter.  He  most  readily  and  cordially 
supported  the  motion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw).  The  evidence 
that  came  before  them  on  that  occasion 
was,  in  his  opinion,  clear,  lucid,  and  free 
from  anything  like  proving  bribery.  The 
grounds  put  forward  by  the  learned  coun- 
sel, and  on  which  the  committee  decided, 
were,  first,  the  minority  of  certain  of  the 
deputy  relieving  officers,  that  they  had 
administered  the  bribery  oath,  they  being 
under  age.  That  circumstance  was  of 
Itself,  both  in  his  opinion  and  that  of  the 
committee,  fatal  to  the  claim  of  the  sitting 
Members.  The  second  ground  counted 
upon  by  the  learned  counsel  was,  that  in 
a  certain  booth,  marked  letter  M.,  great 
delays  were  occasioned  in  bringing  the 
tallies  up;  the  bribery  oath  was  adminis- 
tered to  almost  every  person  that  presented 
himself  to  vote,  except  to  a  few  respect- 
able persons;  and  in  this  latter  case,  where 
the  oath  was  not  administered,  a  certain 
compromise  was  entered  into,  of  granting 
a  delay  of  three  minutes,  so  as  to  equalize 
the  position  of  the  contending  parties. 
Upon  those  counts  his  mind  had  been 
made  up,  and  they  formed  the  grounds 
for  the  decision  come  to  by  the  com- 
mittee. He  hoped,  then,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
€k)vernment  would  support  the  motion  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  H,  W.  Barron  was  enabled  to  state 
to  the  House  the  names  of  the  parties  who 
made  the  compromise,  and  the  amount  of 
money  agreed  to  be  paid.  The  person 
who  acted  on  behalf  of  the  Tory  candi- 
dates was  Mr.  John  M'Neiie,  of  Belfast; 
and  the  gentleman  who  acted  for  the  peti- 
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tioners  was  Mr.  Campbell,  of  the  same 
borough.  The  money  agreed  to  be  paid 
to  prevent  anything  from  going  before  the 
committee — to  keep  back  the  evidence, 
and  prevent  Members  of  the  committee 
from  knowing  anything  of  the  kind  was, 
600/.  paid  down,  and  a  further  sum  of  400/. 
agreed  to  be  paid  according  to  the  arbi- 
tration of  a  gentleman  resident  in  Belfast. 
That  gentleman  the  parties  agreed  to  ^x  on 
to  determine  whether  the  additional  400/. 
should  be  paid  or  not.  He  need  not  give 
that  gentleman's  name,  as  he  was  not 
mixed  up  in  the  transaction.  But  if  any 
Gentleman  denied  what  he  now  stated,  he 
was  prepared  to  give  the  name.  That 
Gentleman  had  not  compromised  his  cha- 
racter or  the  rights  and  privileges  of  that 
House;  but  the  other  Gentlemen  had. 
They  had  acted  so  as  to  stultify  the  com- 
mittee on  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  sat,  and  he  wondered  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  did  not  perceive  it.  The 
proceedings  before  the  committee  were  a 
solemn  and  ridiculous,  but  a  very  thin- 
veiled  farce.  The  whole  facts  had  come 
before  the  public,  and  were  notorious  to 
every  club  in  London.  He  had  heard  the 
names  and  facts  stated  by  several  parties. 
One  of  the  agents  was  now  living  at  the 
Birmingham  hotel.  Let  him  be  called  to 
the  Bar  of  the  House  and  examined  upon 
oath.  Let  them  call  to  the  Bar  of  the 
House  John  M'Neile,  who  had  acted  for 
the  Tory  candidates,  and  see  whether  he 
would  deny  that  he  was  a  party  to  that 
compromise,  that' the  money  was  paid,  or 
promised  to  be  paid,  and  that  he  acted  for 
those  candidates.  If,  after  suspending 
the  writ  in  the  case  of  Nottingham,  they 
refused  to  suspend  it  here,  there  would  be 
an  end  of  justice,  an  end  of  common  sense, 
and  they  would  be  attempting  the  grossest 
delusion,  but  a  delusion  which  would 
not  pass  current  with  the  most  thick- 
headed dolt  who  read  their  proceedings. 
Sir  R,  Peel  quite  agreed  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  that  the  House  had 
got  into  a  state  of  great  embarrassment  in 
consequence  of  these  allegations.  But 
why  had  they  got  into  that  embarrass- 
ment ?  Why  had  they  been  compelled  to 
adopt  a  course,  novel  he  admitted,  and 
not  warranted  by  the  precedents  of  former 
Parliaments?  It  was  because  they  had 
passed  an  act  of  Parliament  to  dispense 
with  the  necessity  of  proving  agency,  as  a 
preliminary  to  the  proof  of  bribery,  and  b€\^ 
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cause  tbey  bad  appointed  committees, 
which,  notwithstandiDg  the  imputations 
thrown  out  against  them,  he  believed  bad 
in  all  their  proceedings  shown  a  disposi- 
tion to  perform  their  duties  without  re- 
ference to  party  considerations.  The  em- 
barrassment, he  believed,  was  the  conse- 
quence of  these  two  acts — the  act  for  the 
amendment  of  the  election  tribunals,  and 
the  act  dispensing  with  the  necessity  of 
proving  agency  as  a  condition  of  proving 
bribery.  The  proceedings  before  some  of 
the  election  committees  had  been  para- 
lysed, because  evidence  had  been  with- 
drawn from  them,  and  this  had  produced 
embarrassment.  As  he  had  said  before, 
he  did  not  think  the  House  of  Commons, 
by  appointing  tribunals  to  adjudicate  on 
questions  of  individual  right,  ever  intended 
to  deprive  themselves  of  the  general  juris- 
diction over  cases  of  bribery.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  House  ever  intended  that 
the  decision  of  an  election  committee, 
without  sufficient  evidence  before  them, 
should  protect  bribery  from  any  farther 
investigation.  He  did  not  believe  that 
that  was  the  intention  of  the  House,  or- 
that  it  would  be  consistent  with  its  credit. 
The  present  case  was  one  on  which  he 
must  decide  for  himself  on  judicial 
grounds.  He  did  not  see  any  distinction 
between  this  case  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Member  for 
Penryn ;  that  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
stated  that  a  compromise  had  been  en- 
tered into,  but  at  the  same  time  made  a 
positive  declaration  on  his  honour  that  he 
was  no  party  to  it,  or  cognizant  of  it. 
Notwithstanding  that,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons instituted  an  inquiry,  and  subjected 
those  proceedings  to  investigation  before 
a  select  committee.  Now,  with  respect  to 
the  paper  read  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liverpool,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  while  it  contained  a  aeclaration  on 
the  part  of  the  late  sitting  Member  that 
he  was  not  a  party  to  any  compromise,  it 
not  only  did  not  negative  the  fact  of  a 
compromise  having  been  made,  but  from 
its  terms  it  was  almost  tantamount  to  an 
admission  that  there  had  been  a  compro- 
mise. In  his  opinion  the  House  was 
bound  to  act  in  these  matters  in  such  a 
way  as  to  convince  the  country  that  it  was 
in  earnest.  The  House  must  show  that  it 
desired  to  prevent,  as  far  as  it  had  power 
— that  power  might  be  limited,  but  as  far 
as  it  extended — the  growing  system  of  bri- 
bery, and  the  system  of  compromise  to| 


prevent  its  exposure.  After  the  statemenl 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  opposite,  so  ex- 
plicit and  specific  with  regard  to  names 
and  sums,  he  thought  that  this  was  a  case 
as  strong  as  that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  to  whom  he  had  referred.  The 
case  of  Belfast  was  not  exactly  the  case  of 
Nottingham.  Here  the  seat  was  declared 
vacant,  and  there  was  no  allegation  of  a 
sum  of  money  paid  to  have  the  return  of 
an  opposite  candidate.  At  the  same  time 
there  was  a  distinct  allegation  of  a  com- 
promise, which,  though  the  sitting  Member 
was  not  a  party,  might  have  been  effected 
by  persons  acting  on  his  behalf.  Thii 
required  investigation,  but  to  prevent 
future  embarrassment,  he  thought  that 
they  ought,  as  quickly  as  possible,  to 
apply  themselves  to  the  bill  of  the  noble 
Lord,  for  the  purpose  of  laying  a  founda- 
tion which  would  prevent  the  necessity  of 
deciding  on  individual  cases,  and  enable 
them  to  base  their  legislation  on  some 
principle.  Seeing  that  the  House  bad 
been  driven  to  the  necessity,  by  frequent 
compromises,  of  adopting  a  new  course— 
that  they  had  determined,  in  four  or  6re 
cases  of  alleged  compromise,  to  appoint  a 
committee  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
an  inquiry— he  could  not  see  that  the 
analogy  of  those  casea  did  not  extend  to 
the  present,  In  his  opinion,  the  character 
of  the  parties  themselves  required  that  an 
inquiry  should  be  instituted  on  the  same 
ground  on  which  it  had  been  instituted  ia 
other  cases.  He  would  therefore  vote,  in 
the  first  place,  that  an  inquiry  of  some 
kind  should  be  instituted.  He  would  also 
vote  for  the  suspension  of  the  writ  for  a 
limited  time,  until  that  inquiry  should 
have  made  some  progress.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  it  would  be  better  that, 
both  in  the  case  of  Belfast  and  South- 
ampton, the  writ  should  not  be  post- 
poned indefinitely,  but  for  a  determinate 
period.  In  the  appointment  of  the  select 
committee,  he  simply  wished  that  it  should 
be  such  as  to  secure  general  confidence  in 
its  proceedings.  If  the  committee  were  so 
constituted,  he  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  advantageous  to  the  parties  themselves, 
and  it  would  not  be  creditable  to  the 
House  itself,  to  seek  out  for  technical 
reasons  against  the  inquiry.  As  be  was 
for  inquiry,  so  was  he  also  for  not  issuing 
the  writ  for  a  limited  time. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  did  not  see  why,  if  tbey 
were  to  have  an  inquiry,  they  were  to  be 
prevented  from  issuing  the  writ.    He  could 
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understand  the  coarse  they  were  about  to 
adopt,  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tieman  declared  that  he  proposed  the  in- 
quiry with  the  intention  to  disfranchise 
the  borough.  In  that  case  it  would  be 
perfectly  intelligible  not  to  issue  the  writ. 
As  it  was  a  constitutional  right,  he  was  in 
favour  of  issuing  the  writ. 

Mr.  Redington  remarked,  that  thegronnd 
of  the  compromise  was,  that  there  was  to 
be  no  contest ;  and  if  they  did  not  now 
suspend  the  writ,  they  could  not  have  the 
opportunity  of  inquiry.  He  thought  that 
the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  acted  was  highly  creditable  to 
him.  It  proved  that  the  House  was  pre- 
pared to  show  it  was  in  earnest  in  its  in- 
quiries. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  had  made  an  objection  that 
they  could  not  take  the  course  now  pro- 
posed unless  they  were  prepared  to  dis- 
franchise the  borough.  This  did  seem  to 
him  a  very  extraordinary  argument ;  for, 
according  to  it,  they  must  be  prepared  to 
say  what  the  result  of  the  proposed  inquiry 
must  be,  end  to  determine  on  that  result, 
before  they  suspended  the  writ,  and  before 
they  determined  on  the  inquiry.  He 
thought  it  was  quite  sufficient  for  them 
that  they  found  the  seats  vacant,  and  that 
they  thought  it  necessary  to  have  an  in- 
quiry. The  remedy  that  might  be  ap- 
plied ,  in  consequence  of  the  inquiry,  might 
be  such  as  that  they  would  have  a  purer 
election  in  Belfast.  They  might  find  that 
some  6fty  or  a  hundred  persons  were  con- 
stantly in  the  habit  of  receiving  bribes. 
Those  persons  might  be  disfranchised. 
There  might,  too,  be  a  particular  class 
constantly  in  the  habit  of  receiving  bribes. 
Now,  they  might  purge  the  constituency 
of  that  corrupt  portion  of  the  electoral 
body,  and  thus  restore  it  to  its  purity. 
They  might,  too,  find  that  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  polling  places  was  such  as  to 
require  amendment;  that  where  there  was 
a  great  number  of  persons  whose  names 
began  with  the  same  letter  of  the  alpha- 
bet, and  that  there  were  not  sufficient 
facilities  for  their  giving  their  votes,  they 
might  find  a  remedy.  This  and  other 
things  might  be  the  result  of  an  inquiry. 
Let  the  hon.  Baronet  and  the  House  but 
consider  what  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
argument.  Let  them  suppose  a  place 
that  was  very  small,  where  there  were  not 
more  than  250  votes.     If  these  votes  were 


corrupt,  they  might  be  all  disfranchised. 
But  if  the  same  thing  occurred  in  a  very 
large  city  or  town,  they  would  not  propose 
that  remedy.  In  fact,  the  hon.  Baronet 
said,  let  there  be  perfect  impunity  in 
large  towns— that  large  towns  might  be 
as  full  of  corruption  and  bribery  as  they 
might  be.  The  only  thing  proposed  to 
be  done  in  large  towns  was,  that  those 
guilty  of  bribery  should  lose  their  seats, 
while  small  boroughs  might  be  disfran- 
chised. He  was  sure  the  House  must 
perceive  that  there  could  not  be  anything 
correct  in  such  a  course  of  proceeding. 
Whether  the  town  were  large  or  small, 
they  ought  to  apply  a  remedy.  With 
respect  to  the  cases  that  had  been  already 
before  the  House,  he  had  on  two  of  them 
the  misfortune  to  differ  from  the  majority. 
Without  saying  whether  he  thought  the 
majority  were  in  the  right,  still  he  could 
not  refrain  from  declaring  that  he  thought 
it  would  have  been  a  much  better  course 
if  they  had  delayed  issuing  the  writs  until 
they  had  considered  all  these  cases,  until 
they  had  compared  the  merits  of  the  differ- 
ent cases,  and  then  see  what  might  be  the 
result  of  all.  He  thought  that  greater 
satisfaction  would  have  been  afforded  if 
the  whole  matter  could  have  been  decided 
at  the  same  time,  than  have  its  time  now 
taken  up  by  isolated  and  different  pro* 
ceedings.  In  the  present  case  he  was 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken,  and 
he  certainly  meant  to  vote  in  favour  of  a 
motion  for  an  inquiry. 

Mr.  Shaw  replied,  that  the  late  Mem- 
bers had  nothing  to  do  with  the  compro- 
mise. A  mere  compromise  to  avoid  liti* 
gation  was  commendable,  but  a  corrupt 
compromise,  to  avoid  investigation  into 
bribery,  he  admitted  to  be  a  great  breach 
of  their  privileges  if  committed  by  a 
Member  of  the  House.  It  was  not  alleged 
that  such  had  been  entered  into  by  the 
late  Members.  The  late  Members  knew 
nothing  of  it.  So  far  was  that  from  being 
the  case,  that  Mr.  Johnson,  he  was  sure, 
was  a  bond  fide  candidate,  and  that  there 
would  be  a  severe  contest.  He  must  say 
that  his  feelings  were  in  favour  of  the 
constitutional  rights  of  the  electors;  still 
if  it  were  the  wish  of  the  House  he  would 
withdraw  his  motion.  [*'  No,  no."]  Then, 
if  he  must  give  a  vote,  that  vote  should 
be,  of  course,  in  accordance  with  biscon- 
victions« 

The  House  divided  ^gj^c^  motion  foie 
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issuing  the  writ. — Ayes  73 ;  Noes  170 : 
Mj  orily  97. 

List  of  the  Aye 


Allix,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Arkwright^  G. 
AsteU,  W. 
Baillie,  Col. 
BatesoD,  R. 
BIackstODe,.W.  S. 
Buckley,  £. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Carnegie*  bon.  Capt. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Connolly,  CoU 
Cresswell,  B, 
Darby,  G. 
Dick,  Q. 

Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Escott,  B. 
Fellowesy  E. 
Feilden,  W« 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  £. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Glynne,  SirS.  R. 
Godson,  R. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grogan,  £. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Hawkes,  T. 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  F, 
Hornby,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey^T. 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Kemble,  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Litton,  E. 
Ix>wther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyf^on,  hon.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  W.F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marton,  G. 
Paget,  Col. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollington,  Visct. 
Praed,  W.T. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Repton,G.  W.J. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Scott,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Stuart,  H. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Waddington,H.  S 
Williams,  T.  P. 

TELLERS. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Shaw,  H. 


List  of  tlie  Noes. 


Acland,  SirT.D. 
Adare,  Visct. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barneby,  J. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bell,  M. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bernal,  R. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Buller,  C. 
Basfeild,  W. 
Butler,  hon.  Col. 
Byng,  G. 

Byng,  rt.  hn.  G.  S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  A. 


Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Cave,  hon,  R.O. 
Chapman,  B. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Copeland,  Alderman 
Corry,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Dundas,  Admiral 
Dundas,  D. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Ellice,  rt.  hn.  E. 
£llice,  £. 


Eliot,  Lord 
Elphinstone,  H. 
£smonde.  Sir  T. 
Estcourt.  T.  G.  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gibson,  T.M. 
Gill,T. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  Lord  F. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodgson,  R. 
HoUond,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Hume,  J» 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W. 
Johnston,  A. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Labouchere,  rt  hn.  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Layard,  Capt. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Macaulay,rt.hn.T.B. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hn.  F. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Nicholt,  rt.  hn.  J. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Conoell,  J. 
OTerrall,  R.  M. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 


Ord.W. 
Oswald,  J. 
Packe.  C,  W. 
PakingtOD,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pendar?es,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  G.R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Ponsonby,hn.C.F.A.C 
Ponsonby,  hon.  J.  G. 
Protberoe,  E. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
RedingtOD,  T.  N. 
Richards,  R. 
Roche,  £.  B. 
Bundle,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  E. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Seale,  Sir  J.  H. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shell,  rL  hn.  R.  L. 
Somerset,  Lord  Q. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,  bon.  W.  O. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  W.V. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  O. 
Strutt,  E. 

Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thomely,  T. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Tuite,  H.  M. 
Tumor,  C. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
White,  H. 
Whitemore,  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Wood,B. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wyse,  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

O'Connell,  D. 
Barron,  Sir  H. 


Motion  for  a  select  coi 
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Customs'  Acts— The  Tarifv— Coals.] 
The  House  in  committee  od  the  Customs* 
Acts. 

Mr.  Gladstone  proposed,  that  the  duty 
per  ton  upon  coals,  culm,  and  cinders^  in 
foreign  ships^  should  be  4s.;  in  British 
ships,  not  small,  2s, ;  and  on  small  coal  or 
screened.  Is. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated 
that  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Howick) 
was  anxious  to  know  the  grounds  on  which 
the  alterations  had  been  effected,  and  also 
whv  25.  were  now  substituted  for  what 
had  been  orii^inally  proposed.  The  ground 
on  which  the  alteration  was  made,  was 
stated  very  fully  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
in  his  financial  statement.  When  the  duty 
of  4s.  a  ton  was  proposed,  it  was  conceived 
that  it  could  be  effected  without  inconve- 
nience to  the  trade,  and  not  only  without 
inconvenience  to  the  trade,  but  with  a 
proportionate  degree  of  advantage  to  the 
revenue.  It  had  since  appeared  that  the 
real  state  of  the  coal  traae  with  foreign 
ports  has  been  this.  Foreign  nations 
received  coals  from  this  country,  partly 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  carry  on 
certain  manufactures  in  which  they  were 
becoming  our  rivals,  and  at  the  same  time, 
they  levied  on  British  coals  imported  into 
their  dominions  duties  from  the  payment 
of  which  considerable  revenue  was  realised 
to  them  ;  and  it  appeared  to  Government 
that  if  British  coal  was  essential  to  foreign 
countries^  and  if  by  abandoning  any  duties 
on  the  exportation  of  that  article,  they 
not  only  supplied  foreign  countries  with 
coal,  but  actually  paid  a  considerable  duty 
upon  it  to  the  revenue  of  these  states— 
under  these  circumstances,  it  appeared  to 
Government  to  be  a  fair  object  for  consi- 
deration, whether  they  could  not  them- 
selves derive  a  revenue  from  the  export  of 
coals,  without  crippling  the  trade  in  that 
peculiar  article.  The  duty  fixed  was  one 
of  4s.  per  ton,  and  the  reason  for  the  propo- 
sition of  that  amount  of  impost  was,  that 
in  the  original  arrangements  made  in  the 
coal  duties  in  1834, 4s.  per  ton  was  the  duty 
then  fixed  upon  the  exportation  of  coal  in 
foreign  bottoms.  It  was  known  to  the 
House,  that  the  duty  on  coal  had  not 
been  raised  by  that  means;  because,  in 
consequence  of  reciprocity  treaties,  which 
gave  to  foreign  nations  the  same  ad- 
vantages for  their  shipping  as  those  pos- 
sessed by  British  ships,  coal  was  carried  by 
these  foreign  vesseb  on  equally  advan- 
tageous terms,  contrary  to  the  intention  of 
Parliament  at  the  time  the  arrangement 


with  respect  to  coal  was  made,  but  arising 
from  treaties  concluded  with  other  nations, 
but  which  were  not  then  contemplated  by 
the  House,  and  which  were  not  of  a  per- 
manent character,  but  liable  to  be  termi- 
nated according  to  the  existing  state  of 
commercial  relations  with  the  different 
nations  with  which  they  were  concluded. 
Since  the  period  of  the  recent  proposition 
of  Government,  it  was  true  that  a  great 
variety  of  statements  had  been  made  to  the 
Government  with  respect  to  the  coal 
trade,  and  many  circumstances  had  been  de- 
tailed into  which  inquiries  had  been  made, 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  how  iar  the 
duty  originally  proposed  was  one  which 
the  coal  trade  could  bear.  The  result  had 
been,  that  the  proposition  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  this  evening  submitted  to 
the  House  was  found  to  be  a  proposition 
which  those  most  interested  in  the  coal 
trade  admitted  would  not  prevent  the  ex- 
port of  coals  to  foreign  countries  in  British 
vessels,  but  would  produce  a  considerable 
addition  to  the  revenue,  not  indeed  equal 
to  that  expected  from  the  original  propo- 
sition, but  falling  not  so  far  short  of  it  as 
to  induce  a  preference  in  favour  of  the 
duty  first  proposed.  Another  considera- 
tion which  had  influenced  the  Government 
had  arisen  from  the  condition  of  the 
steam  navigation  of  the  country.  It  had 
been  represented  to  the  Government  by  the 
proprietors  of  steam  vessels,  who  possessed 
depdts  of  coal  in  foreign  countries,  that 
the  imposition  of  4^.  per  ton  on  coal  would 
be  a  burden  which  they  would  be  unable 
to  bear,  and  that  if  the  proposition  should 
be  carried  into  effect,  some  means  must  be 
devised  for  exempting  them  from  its  ope- 
ration. On  further  examination  of  the 
subject,  it  appeared  that  it  was  impossible 
to  devise  satisfieu;tory  modes  of  exempting 
coals  sent  to  foreign  countries  for  the  use 
of  British  steamers  from  the  duty,  without 
entering  upon  arrangements  which  would 
very  probably  be  conducive  to  fraud.  It  was 
stated  that  a  consular  certificate,  on  which 
reliance  must  be  placed,  in  order  to  secure 
repayment,  was  not  to  be  trusted;  that 
quantities  of  coals  might  thus  be  exported 
iree  of  duty,  and  persons  would  share 
in  these  advantages  other  than  those  for 
whose  benefit  the  arrangements  were  pro- 
posed. It  therefore  became  desirable  that 
such  a  duty  should  be  imposed  on  coal  as 
might  be  borne  by  companies  engaged  in 
foreign  steam  navigation,  and  the  necessity 
be  thus  avoided  of  having  recourse  to  a 
system  of  drawback  which 
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he  could  not  but  believe  that  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  io  coDsidertog  that 
they  were  justified  in  endeavouring  to  raise 
a  duty  from  coal  which,  without  affectiog 
the  foreign  trade  in  tiiat  article^  would 
prove  a  considerable  addition  to  the  re- 
venue of  the  country. 

Mr.  Bell  said,  be  bad  entered,  sad 
should  still  enter,  his  protest— his  most 
decided  and  unequivocal  protest — against 
the  principle  of  levying  any  duty  whatever 
on  the  exportation  of  coals;  but  at  the 
same  time,  after  circuoMtances  which  had 
occurred,  he  was  not  prepared  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  present  proposition  of 
her  Majesty's  Government.  No  one  wu 
more  opposed  than  be  was  to  anything  in 
the  shape  of  a  compromise,  where  he  ssw 
any  disposition  to  take  unfair  advantages ; 
but  with  reference  to  this  subject,  a  nego- 
tiation had  taken  place  between  the  par. 
ties  most  interested,  and  her  Majesty's 
Government,  which  negotiation  he  was 
happy  to  say  had  terminated  in  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  consenting  to  the  present 
modified  proposition,  a  proposition  which 
he  believed  bad  been  very  generally  ac- 
cepted as  satisfactory.  On  this  latter 
point,  he  would  take  the  liberty  to  trouble 
the  House  by  reading  two  short  resolu- 
tions, passed  at  a  meeting  held  at  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne on  the  4th  of  June,  at 
which  between  forty  and  fifty  of  the  prin- 
cipal  representatives  of  collieries  on  the 
Tyne,  Wear,  and  Tees  were  present. 
These  resolutions  set  forth— 


times  been  found  inconvenient  and  produc- 
tive of  loss  from  fraud.  What  ne  had 
stated^  was  another  ground  on  which  Go- 
vernment had  adoptdL  the  proposition  be- 
fore the  House.  And  now,  with  respect 
to  the  estimated  produce  of  the  duties  to 
be  imposed.  His  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
heud  of  the  Government  had,  on  a  previous 
occasion,  stated,  that  he  believed  that  the 
originally  proposed  duty  would  produce  a 
revenue  of  something  less  than  200,000/. 
This  calculation  was  made  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  an  increase  of  duty  would,  on  the 
whole,  produce  a  diminution  in  the  total 
quantity  of  coal  exported.  Now,  from  in- 
formation since  received,  both  from  foreign 
ports  and  from  those  who  were  concenied 
in  the  trade  at  home,  there  was  reason  to 
believe  that  a  duty  of  2s.  per  ton,  which 
would  do  no  more  than  equalise  the  over- 
sea prices  of  coal  with  those  in  the  dif- 
ferent ports  of  this  country,  would  not 
affect  the  prices  in  any  European  port,  so 
as  materially  to  influence  consumption; 
they  might  therefore  assume  that  the  ex- 
port of  coal  in  the  ensuing  year  would  be 
much  the  same  as  it  was  during  the  last ; 
and  taking  the  present  rate  of  duty  on 
coals,  an  exportation  of  45,000  tons 
would  produce  10,000/.;  an  exportation 
of  960,000  tons  of  round  coal,  at  2«.  per 
ton,  would  produce  100,000/. ;  and  taking 
the  proportion  of  small  coals  as  larger  than 
that  of  last  year, — namely,  at  475,000 
tons,  such  exportation  would  produce 
30,000/.,  making  the  whole  amount  of 
revenue  expected  from  this  source  amount 
to  140,000/.  This  was  a  reduction  of 
upwards  of  60,000/.  from  the  gross  amount 
which  was  expected  to  have  been  realised 
from  the  duty  of  4^.  on  coals,  making  an 
allowance  of  course  for  some  loss  which 
miffht  be  sustained  on  account  of  the  ope- 
ration of  drawbacks  and  the  evasions  to 
which  that  system  often  led.  The  result, 
therefore,  of  the  measure  would  undoubt- 
edly be  to  diminish  the  expectation  of  re- 
venue to  the  extent  of  between  50,000/. 
and  60,000/.  But  on  the  other  hand,  the 
House  would  be  relieved  from  all  anxiety 
as  to  the  effect  the  proposed  duties  would 
have  upon  the  exportation  of  coal  to  foreign 
countries.  With  reference  to  the  general 
question,  he  could  not  but  think  that  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that,  pos- 
sessed as  they  were  of  coal  superior  in 
quality  to  that,  the  produce  of  foreign 
countries,  and  seeing  that  foreign  coun- 
tries made  a  revenue  on  coals  exported 
from  this  country  into  their   dominions, 


'^  1.  That  thb  meeting  retain  the  opioiou  as 
to  the  impolicy  and  inexpediency  of  a  duty 
on  the  export  of  coals,  expressed  in  their  me- 
morial to  the  Government,  and  petition  to  the 
Legislature,  and  are  convinced  that  the  impo- 
sition of  any  dnty  must,  in  proportion  to  its 
amount,  prejudicially  afl^ct  the  trade,  and  ne- 
cessarily prore  seriously  injurious  to  the  ship- 
ping and  other  interests  connected  therewith. 

2.  That  this  meeting,  therefore,  still  trust 
that  the  Government  may,  on  further  consi- 
deration, be  induced  to  abandon  the  imposi- 
tion  of  any  duty ;  but  on  due  consideration  of 
the  position  which  the  question  has  now  as- 
sumed, respectfully  submit  that  no  higher  du^ 
than  2s.  per  ton  on  round,  and  1«.  on  small 
coals,  (paissed  through  a  screen,  the  bars  of 
which  are  not  more  than  5-8ths  of  an  inch 
asunder),  should  be  levied,  and  this  under  the 
conviction  that  the  effect  of  such  duties  on  the 
prosperity  of  the  trade  will  be  carefully 
watched  by  the  Government ;  and  in  the  hope 
that  if  it  should  be  shown  by  experience  that  those 
duties  are  prejudicial,  they  will  be  repealed." 

Forbi.own^r^be^.^,^^tU« 
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treat  anxiety  evinced  by  the  right  bon. 
iaronet  at  the  bead  of  the  Government  to 
protect  every  branch  of  the  commercial 
interesif  of  the  country,  indaced  him  to 
form  a  confident  hope  that  if  this  duty 
was  found  to  operate  injuriously  upon  our 
shipping  or  mining  interests,  no  delay 
would  occur  in  introducing  a  measure  for 
iU  repeal.  He  also  hoped,  that  it  would 
not  be  thought  necessary  to  bring  the 
measure  into  operation  until  the  Istest 
possible  period— say  next  October— as,  if 
the  duty  were  immediately  enforced,  he 
feared  it  would  operate  prejudicially  to 
cecUin  interests.  However^  having  said 
this,  he  must  again  express  hi^  gratitude 
to  her  Majesty's  Government  for  having 
so  far  given  way,  and  he  felt  confident, 
that  their  acquiescence  in  the  modifi- 
cationa  suggested  would  be  properly  ap- 
preciated. 

Viscount  Honick  had  heard  with  great 
regret  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
persist  in  the  course  of  which  he  had  given 
notice.  He  regretted  this,  because  he 
thought  that  the  case  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  to  offer  to  the  House  was  so 
strong,  that  had  it  been  brought  forward, 
supported  as  it  would  have  b^n  by  many 
hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House,  the 
result  would  have  been  that  Government 
would  be  forced  to  yield.  He  regretted 
the  course  which  baa  been  pursued  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  too,  because,  at  the  request 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gates- 
head,  it  now  devolved  on  him  to  state  the 
ffTOunds  on  which,  with  regard  to  the  reso- 
lution before  them,  he  deemed  it  necessary 
to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  duties  proposed  by  Government. 
He  regretted  the  course  taken  b^  the  hon. 
Gentleman  still  more,  because  it  imposed 
a  duty  on  him  which  he  felt  to  be  most 
painfttly  in  expressing  to  the  House  the 
opinion  which  be  entertained  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  n^;ociation8  alluded  to 
bad  been  carried  on  between  the  coal  trade 
and  the  Government ;  in  which  there  were 
grounds  for  the  grave  censure  of  the  House. 
He  would  state  what  it  was  to  which  he 
objected.  He  was  ^nite  aware  that  it  was 
proper  and  right  in  all  such  cases  that 
there  should  be  a  communication  between 
Government  and  those  who,  being  connec- 
ted with  a  particular  interest  affected  by 
their  measures,  had  it  in  their  power  to 
■tatc  reasons  for  Uie  abandonment  or  modi- 
ficalioD  of  Bseaaarea  of  taxatioo  proposed. 


Nothing  could  be  more  proper  than  that 
such  communications  should  take  place. 
Nothing  could  be  more  proper  than  tnat  a 
Government,  in  deference  to  information 
and  reasoning  thus  imparted,  should  con. 
sent  to  modify  any  proposition  submitted 
to  the  House.  But  although  such  a  course 
of  proceeding  was  quite  just  and  proper, 
he  thought,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  a  Government  to  make  up  its 
mind,  after  a  careful  consideratiou  of  tacts 
and  arguments,  as  to  what  the  proper 
amount  of  taxation  on  any  given  article 
would  be ;  and  having  so  decided,  propose 
to  Parliament  that  duty  which  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  the^  judged  to 
be  a  right  and  proper  one,  without  refer- 
ence to  the  conduct  of  the  parties  interested. 
But  a  Government  had  no  right  to  say  to 
these  parties,  "  If  you  will  abstain  from 
opposition  we  will  recommend  to  Parlia- 
ment a  modified  and  reduced  rate  of  taxa- 
tion ;  but  if  you  persist  in  opposing  us — 
if  you  endeavour  to  impede  our  measures 
— in  that  case  we  will  penally  visit  you  by 
adhering  to  the  original  proposal,  and  by 
imposing  an  amount  of  taxation^  higher 
than  that  which  we  would  otherwise  have 
levied. "     A  Government  had  no  right  to 
do  that.  It  was  a  great  abuse  of  the  power 
and  influence  of  a  Government  if  it  adopted 
such  practices ;  and  he  saidytherefore^  that 
no  independent   Member  of   Parliament 
was  entitled,  from  a  desire  to  assist  an 
Administration  to  which  he  was  friendly* 
or  from  any  other  reasons,  to  aid  in  carry- 
ing on   negociations  founded  upon  such 
principles,  fcir  less  to  make  himself  the 
organ  of  communication  intended  to  bring 
about  such  a  result,  and  then  to  apply  this 
sort  of  coercion  to  the  interest  in  question, 
in  order  to  oblige  it  to  submit.    It  was 
contrary  to  the  duty  of  a  Government  to 
adopt  such  means  for  the  prevention  of 
opposition,  and    equally    contrary  for  a 
Member  of  Parliament  to  make  himself  a 
party  towards  carrying  out  any  such  re- 
sult.    Such  were  the  opinions  which  he 
was  compelled  to  express  on  the  subject, 
and  he  was  sure  that  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  acquainted  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  financial  affairs  of  this  country 
had  been  administered  would  agree  that 
the  principle  which  he  had  laid  down  was 
a  just  one— that  to  admit  the  right  of  Go- 
vernment to  use  means  of  the  description 
referred  to,  in  order  to  avoid  opposition, 
would  be  a  dangerous  example — would  in* 
troduce  practices  liable  to  lead  to  great 
and  luoat  serious  abuses^practices  aeainst 
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which  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House,  and 
of  every  Member  of  the  House,  most  de- 
cidedly to  set  his  face.  He  now  came  to 
consider  how  far  the  proceedings  in  the 
present  case  had  been  in  accordance  with 
the  rule  which  he  had  laid  down ;  but,  be- 
fore he  did  so,  he  must  state  that  he  was 
bound  to  acknowledge  the  courtesy  which 
had  been  shown  by  the  Government,  and 
especially  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site, to  those  who  waited  on  them  in  behalf 
of  the  coal  trade,  and  the  patience  with 
which  the  statements  had  been  attended  to. 
But  his  complaint  was  of  a  different  nature. 
He  was  sorry  to  trouble  the  House  by  read- 
ing documents,  but,  at  the  same  time,  on 
a  point  of  so  much  importance,  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  bear  with  him  if  he 
took  the  liberty  of  quoting  documents  at 
some  length.  The  nrst  paper  with  which 
be  would  trouble  them  was  a  letter  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  addressed  to 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  coal  trade  at  Newcastle. 
He  made  no  apology  for  reading  it,  as  he 
did  not  believe  that  its  contents  were  meant 
to  be  of  a  private  nature.  The  letter  was 
as  follows : — 

(Copy)    «  WinqfoU-street,  May  26, 1842, 

''Dear Sir — I  hope  the  information  which 
this  letter  contains  will  not  be  altogether  un- 
acceptable to  the  coal-owners  of  the  north. 
J  have  heard  to-day,  from  very  good  authority 
(though  at  present  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  men- 
tion names),  that  the  Government  have  shown 
a  disposition  to  give  up  2s.  of  the  proposed 
duty  on  all  coals  exported  in  British  vessels, 
provided  such  concession  on  their  parts  shall 
have  the  effect  of  inducing  the  coalowners  to 
abandon  their  threatened  opposition  to  the 
duty  as  it  now  stands  in  the  amended  tariff, 
viz.,  4s.  the  ton.  on  all  coals  exported  in  Bri- 
tish vessels.  I  can  assure  you  that  it  will  be 
satisfactory  to  me  to  find  that  such  a  proposi- 
tion is  favourably  considered  by  the  trade  in 
general,  because  I  have  no  hesitation  in  stating 
to  you  that  the  Government  is  so  strong  that  I 
despair  of  carrying  the  motion  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  and  I  need  scarcely  tell  you  that 
the  consequence  of  my  failure  will  be,  that  we 
shall  be  saddled  with  the  whole  duty  of  4s., 
as  there  is  no  doubt  that,  after  the  Govern- 
ment have  defeated  us,  they  will  be  much  less 
likely  to  make  any  concession  at  all  than  pre- 
vious to  the  question  being  debated  in  the 
House. 

^'I  have  taken  most  especial  care  not  to 
commit  the  trade  in  any  way  in  regard  to  the 
proposition  which  I  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve the  Government  intends  to  submit  to  our 
consideration. 

"  I  must  request  that  you  will  lose  no  time 
in  calling  together  the  representatives  of  the 


collieries,  and  submitting  my  letter  to  them, 
and  have  the  goodness  to  inform  me,  as 
speedily  as  possible,  of  the  result  of  the  meet- 
ing, for  which,  as  so  much  depends  on  it,  I 
shall  look  most  anxiously. 

<'  It  is,  I  hope,  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to 
add,  that  I  am  in  the  hands  of  my  constituents, 
and  that  I  am  still  ready  to  take  any  coane 
that  they  may  consider  most  conducive  to  their 
interests.  Such  is  my  duty,  and  I  trust  I  shall 
never  consult  my  own  convenience  merely,  if 
I  can  in  any  way  serve  them ;  and  I  hope, 
therefore,  that,  without  subjecting  m3rself  to 
the  imputation  of  abandoning  my  friends*  I 
may  venture  again  to  express  the  hope  that 
the  trade  will  feel  disposed  to  treat  concession 
on  the  part  of  a  very  powerful  Government 
with  due  consideration,  since  I  do  not  see  the 
slightest  prospect  of  their  being  induced  to 
abandon  the  proposed  duty  altogether. 

**  I  beg  it  may  be  most  distinctly  under- 
stood, that  I  have,  neither  directly  nor  indi- 
rectly, advocated  to  any  Member  of  the  (Go- 
vernment, or  indeed  to  any  one  else,  any  com- 
promise. The  proposition  must  therefore  be 
considered  as  emanating  from  the  Govern- 
ment, as  far  as  I  am  concerned. — Yours, faith- 
fully, always,      (Signed)      Matfrew  Beix. 

"  To  the  Chairman  of  the  United  (Com- 
mittee of  the  (;oal  Trade,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne." 

That  letter  was  communicated  to  the 
committee  of  coal  trade,  and  they  adopted 
the  following  resolutions : — 

''  Mr.  Bell's  letter  of  the  25th  instant  having 
been  read  and  attentively  considered,  on  the 
motion  of  Mr.  J.  Lamb,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Philipson,  it  was  resolved — ^That  this  meeting 
is  grateful  for  the  suggested  reduction  to  2s.  on 
coals  exported  in  British  ships,  and  desire  to 
express  the  high  sense  they  entertain  of  Mr. 
Bell's  exertions  with  reference  to  this  question, 
and  the  sincere  desire  they  feel  to  act  in  ac- 
cordance with  his  suggestions.  They  would 
also  gratefully  acknowledge  the  consideration 
which  the  Government  has  given  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  the  patient  attention  with  which  the 
Members  of  it  have  listened  to  the  facts  and 
statements  laid  before  them  on  behalf  of  the 
trade.  That,  so  far  as  regards  the  discriminat- 
ing duty  between  British  and  foreign  vessels, 
this  meeting  feel  it  to  be  a  matter  of  national 
policy,  to  be  dealt  with  as  Parliament  may 
deem  fit.  That,  strongly  convinced  that  a 
duty  of  2s.  cannot  be  imposed  without  deeply 
and  seriously  diminishing  the  export  of  coal ; 
and,  being  confirmed  in  this  opinion  by  the 
inquiry  and  investigation  made  since  the  sub^* 
ject  first  came  under  discussion,  they  regret 
that,  consistently  with  their  duty,  they  are 
unable  to  sanction  the  proposed  compromise, 
feeling  convinced  that  they  would  only  deceive 
the  Government  if  they  held  out  the  expecta- 
tion that  the  trade  coiUd  bear  the  imposition 
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The  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  Newcastle 
adopted  a  resolutioD  on  the  3rd  of  June, 
deprecating  any  duty  on  the  export  of 
coals  as  being  objectionable,  not  only  to 
the  coal  trade,  but  as  being  prejudicial  to 
the  shipping  interests  at  large,  and  hoping 
that  Government  would  abandon  the  pro- 
posed duty.  Subsequently  to  this,  a  meet- 
ing was  held  in  London.  He  might  here 
state  that,  while  the  subject  was  pending, 
a  committee,  consisting  of  Members  whose 
constituents  possessed  an  interest  in  the 
coal  districts,  held  meetings  in  Palace- 
yard.     At  a  meeting  of  that  committee, 

*'  Mr.  Bell  having  read  the  resolution  of  the 
coal-trade  meeting  held  at  Newcastle  on  Sa^ 
turday  last,  Resolved — ^That  Mr.  Bell  do  write 
by  this  day's  post  to  the  chairman  of  the  coal- 
trade  committee,  requesting  that  a  general 
meeting  of  the  representatives  of  the  coal-trade 
be  summoned  to  consider  of  the  proposition 
suggested  to  reduce  the  4t.  duty  on  coals  ex- 
ported to  2s^*' 

This  meeting  was  held  on  the  30th  of 
May.  No  intimation  had  then  been  given 
that  any  further  modification  of  the  Go- 
vernment plan  was  contemplated  from  that 
which  was  already  known,  but  on  the  fol- 
lowing morning  a  notice  was  issued  sum- 
moning another  meeting.  He  himself  was 
not  present,  but  he  was  informed  that  at 
the  meeting  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Northumberland  stated,  that  Government 
would  propose  to  modify  the  proposal  still 
further.  [[Mr.  Bell:  I  only  stated  my 
opinion.]  After  some  explanation  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  was  adopted: — 

'*  Resolved  —  That  this  meeting  concur- 
ring with  the  views  of  the  coal-trade  commit- 
tee, that  it  is  inexpedient  to  accept  a  uniform 
duty  of  2s.  per  ton  on  all  coals  exported,  are 
yet  of  opinion  that  if  the  Government  will  con- 
sent to  fix  the  duty  of  2s.  on  round  and  It.  on 
small  coals,  it  it  decidedly  to  the  interest  of 
the  coal  owners  to  accept  this  compromise 
rather  than  risk  the  imposition  of  the  duty  ori- 
ginally proposed  of  4s.  per  ton." 

In  consequence  of  that  resolution  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Northumberland 
wrote  again  to  the  chairman  of  the  coal 
committee  in  Palace-yard,  as  follows  :— 

«  Palace-yard,  3lst  Mmf,  1842. 

*<  Dear  Sir— -In  consequence  of  it  being 
necessary  to  make  some  alteration  in  the  re- 
solution of  yesterday,  and  which  could  not  be 
done  until  a  meeting  to-day,  it  was  not  sent 
off  till  this  day. 

^It  having  been  suggested  by  Mr.  Wood 
and  some  othersi  that  if  the  Government  would 


entertain  a  proposition  from  the  coal-owners 
to  this  effect,  that  there  should  be  a  differen- 
tial duty  of  2i.  on  round,  and  U.  on  small 
coals,  that  it  would  be  satisfactory  to  them,  I 
waited  on  the  gentleman  who  has  hitherto 
acted  between  the  trade  and  the  Government, 
when  he  consented  to  name  the  proposition  to 
them.  I  think  it  right  to  add  that  it  is  quite 
impossible  I  can  ask  the  above  gentleman  to 
take  any  more  trouble  in  this  matter  j  and, 
therefore,  if  the  meeting  of  representatives 
think  fit  to  pass  a  resolution  declining  the 
good  offices  of  the  gentleman  above  referred 
to,  the  thing  will  be  at  an  end,  and  we  must 
be  prepared  to  fight  the  battle  in  the  House, 
where  certain  defeat  awaits  us.  You  will  have 
the  goodness  to  attend  to  the  resolution  for 
convening  the  meeting  of  representatives,  and 
will  have  the  goodness  likewise  to  let  me 
know  the  result,  and  I  can  only  hope  that  it 
will  be  favourable.— Your  obedient  servant, 
(Signed)  ^  Matthew  Bell. 

"R.W.  Brandling,  Esq." 

On  the  receipt  of  these  said  resolutions 
they  were  laid  before  a  general  meeting  of 
coal  owners  in  Northumberland.  He  was 
informed  that  at  this  meeting  many  of  the 
great  coal  owners  were  absent.  There 
were  not  above  thirty-seven  present  out  of 
the  one  hundred  ana  forty  gentlemen  who 
had  a  right  to  sit.  The  following  resolu- 
tions were  adopted:— 

^*  1.  That  this  meeting  retain  the  opinion  as 
to  the  impolicy  and  inexpediency  of  a  duty 
on  the  export  of  coals,  expressed  in  their  me- 
morial to  the  Government  and  petition  to  the 
Legislature ;  and  are  convinced  that  the  im- 
position of  any  duty  must,  in  proportion  to  its 
amount,  prejudicially  affect  the  trade,  and 
necessanly  prove  seriously  injurious  to  the 
shipping  and  other  interests  connected  there- 
with. 

2.  That  this  meeting,  therefore,  still  trust 
that  the  Government  may,  on  further  con- 
sideration, be  induced  to  abandon  the  im- 
position of  any  duty.  But,  on  due  considera. 
tion  of  the  position  which  the  question  has 
now  assumed,  they  respectfully  submit  that  no 
higher  than  2s.  per  ton  on  round,  and  Is.  on 
small  coals  (passed  through  a  screen,  the  bars 
of  which  are  not  more  than  5-8ths  of  an  inch 
asunder)  should  be  levied ;  and  this,  under  the 
conviction  that  the  effect  of  such  duties  on  the 
prosperity  of  the  trade  will  be  carefully  watched 
by  the  Government,  and,  in  the  hope,  that  if 
it  should  be  shown  by  experience  that  those 
duties  are  prejudicial,  they  will  be  revealed.'' 

These  were  the  only  papers  which  he 
thought  it  necessary  to  r^  to  the  House, 
and  he  asked  all  who  had  listened  to  his 
statement,  coupled  with  what  had  fallen 
ft'om  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Northum- 
berland,  whether  the  evidence  did  not 
subatftntiate  hia  aaaertiooi  that  the  mea^ 
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sures  of  the  coal  trade  had  beeo  abandoned 
by  holding  over  them  the  threat,  that  if 
they  persisted  in  these  measures  for  orga- 
nising a  resistance  to  the  duty,  which  it 
was  in  their  power  to  adopt, — that  if  they 
did  not  consent  to  a  compromise,  the  effect 
would  be  that  Government  would  propose 
not  a  smaller  duty  of  2s^  but  the  higher 
and  the  ruinous  one  of  4s.  per  ton.  Under 
this  impression  it  was  not  wonderful  that 
parties  who  felt  that  the  higher  duty  would 
be  attended  with  most  prejudicial  conse- 
miences  should  have  maae  themselves  par- 
ties to  a  compromise;  but  he  asked  the 
House  if  this  was  a  mode  of  proceeding  to 
which  the  House  would  give  its  sanction  ? 
If  the  Government  were  of  opinion  that 
the  duty  of  2s,  on  round,  and  Ig,  on  small 
coal  per  ton  was  as  much  as  could  be  with 
safety  imposed  on  a  great  trade— if  this 
was  their  deliberate  opinion,  then  they 
were  bound  in  dutjr  to  signify  to  the  gen- 
tlemen interested  in  the  trade,  that  that 
was  the  amount  of  duty  which  they  in- 
tended to  propose  to  Parliament,  leaving 
them  at  liberty  to  take  what  course  they 
thought  under  the  circumstances  proper, 
but  assuring  them  at  the  same  time  tnat> 
whatever  that  course  might  be,  they  (the 
Government)  would  not  on  that  account 
propose  a  greater  duty  or  a  less  amount. 
This  was  the  line  of  conduct  Government 
should  have  adopted,  but  he  asked  the 
House,  he  asked  the  country,  after  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Northumberland,  whether  they 
believed  that,  were  it  not  for  the  threats 
of  Government,  the  coal  trade  would  have 
abstained  from  giving  their  most  earnest 
and  serious  opposition  to  a  duty  which 
they  felt  woula  be  so  prejudicial  to  their 
interests?  The  inference  to  be  drawn 
from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Nortnumberland  was,  that  the  rate 
of  duty  was  adopted  in  a  mere  haggling 
spirit,  with  the  view  of  driving  the  beat 
bargain  with  the  coal  owners,  and  not  on 
a  calm  review  of  ail  the  circumstances 
attending  the  change.  The  Government 
calculated  that  on  the  imposition  of  the 
duty  there  would  be  no  falling  off  whatever 
in  tne  trade.  If  that  tur^d  out  to  be 
the  case»  it  would  furnish  a  solitary  ex- 
ception to  the  rule  which  prevailed  in  all 
reductions  of  taxation.  He  believed  there 
was  no  instance  of  even  a  moderate  duty 
being  imposed  which  did  not  more  or  less 
limit  the  consumption,  at  any  rate  in  the 
first  instance.  Tne  right  hon.  VicePre* 
flident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  calculated  | 


that  on  45,000  tons  there  would  be  a 
revenue  of  10,000/.,  or  960,000  ton* 
100,000/.,  and  on  476,000  tons  30,0001. 
The  whole  trade,  then,  was  assumed  to  be 
1,580,000  tons— within  a  very  small  frae- 
tion  of  its  present  amount.  Now,  be  asked 
was  there  any  rational  ground  for  this 
supposition?  The  duty  of  2t.  on  the 
large  coal,  and  U.  on  the  small  coal  migbt 
appear  to  the  House  a  low  duty,  bat  taken 
with  reference  to  the  value  of  the  article, 
it  was  by  no  means  low.  At  this  monent 
small  coals — and  he  spoke  from  informa- 
tion which  he  had  that  morning  from  a 
gentleman  carrying  on  a  laive  establish- 
ment on  the  Wear — were  Slivering  on 
the  river  side  of  Sunderland  at  is.  6d.  and 
28,  the  ton.  Therefore,  the  export  duty 
proposed  was  50  per  cent,  in  some  cases, 
and  in  others  75  per  cent,  on  the  value  of 
the  article  exported.  He  thought,  t00|  ke 
could  show  that  the  present  tnide  was 
actually  created  by  the  reduction  of  the 
duty.  Up  to  1834  the  duty  was  ds.  4cL 
on  large  coals,  and  2s.  on  small  coals. 
Under  that  duty  the  trade  had  gone  on, 
making  a  very  slight  increase  indeed.  But 
since  that  period,  from  the  very  date  of  the 
repeal  of  the  duty,  the  trade  bad  received 
a  most  extraordinary  impetus ;  springing 
up  largely  in  the  next  year,  and  going  on 
from  jesLT  to  year  progressively  increasing 
ever  since.  The  total  amount  of  coals 
shipped  to  foreign  countries  in  1833  was 
433,000  tons,  and  last  year  it  sprung  up 
to  1,500,000  tons.  Now,  he  knew. what 
answer  the  Government  would  give  to  this 
increase.  They  would  say  that  it  was  not 
attributable  so  much  to  the  reduction  of 
the  duty,  as  to  the  great  changes  which 
had  taken  place ;  to  the  progress  of  steam 
in  its  application  to  manafectures  and  na- 
vigation. *'  Tme^"  said  Ministers,  "  the 
increase  on  the  coal  trade  was  contempo- 
raneous with  the  reduction  of  the  duty, 
but  there  is  no  evidence  that  it  was  caused 
by  that  reduction."  Now  he  contended 
that  the  increase  was  directly  traceable  to 
the  reduction  of  the  duty,  and  should  give 
the  grounds  of  that  opinion.  Theie  was 
exported  to  France,  in  1833,  45,000  tons; 
but  in  1841  that  trade  had  increased  to 
451,000  tons;  that  was  a  tenfold  increase 
in  eight  years.  Now,  was  it  true  that 
that  consumption  was  owing  to  a  generally 
increased  demand  for  cosk,  or  from  the 
fact  that  a  larger  proportion  was  taken 
from  us,  and  less  from  other  countries? 
They  had,  in  an  appendix  to  a  report  to 
which!:  Aid  aleaay aUuded*  the  official 
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returns,  BbowiDg  what  tite  importation  of 
Frauoe  from  diffsreDt  countries  had  been. 
He  found  that  the  average  Quantity  of 
ooals  imported  from  Belgium  in  1832, 1833, 
and  1834,  was  563,291  tons^-the  impor- 
tation in  the  last  of  these  years  being 
620,000  tons.  What  was  the  importation 
in  1841  ?  Belgium  exported  to  France 
614,000  tons;  that  was  to  say,  the  impor- 
tation from  Belgium  showed  in  eight  years 
a  very  slight  increase  over  the  average  of 
the  years  1832,  1883,  and  1834,  and  no 
increase,  but  a  positive  diminution  as  com- 
pared with  the  year  1834.  These  facts,  then, 
proved  to  demonstration  that  the  great 
increase  of  our  export  of  coal  to  France 
had  arisen  not  from  increased  demand  in 
that  country,  but  from  our  being  able  to 
meet  the  competition  to  which  we  were  ex* 
posed  in  France  on  more  advantageous 
terms  than  before.  We  formerly  could  not 
undersell  the  Belgian  coals,  but  we  could 
at  present,  and  the  consequence  was  the 
great  increase  in  the  consumption  which  he 
had  mentioned  ^  the  necessity  of  dealing 
cautiously  with  this  interest  was  shown  by 
the  fact,  that  in  many  of  our  most  impor- 
tant markets  we  were  exposed  to  a  severe 
competition.  In  Holland  there  was  a  neck 
and  neck  race  between  our  coals  and  those 
of  foreign  countries.  In  Rotterdam  we 
could  undersell  the  steam  coal  of  the 
Rhine;  but  a  little  up  the  river  we  could 
not,  for  our  expenses  increased  as  those  of 
our  competitors  diminished.  He  could 
state,  on  the  authority  of  a  person  sent 
Isst  year  to  take  orders  in  Holland,  in  the 
usual  way,  for  our  coals,  that  the  competi- 
tion was  extremely  close ;  and  this  asser- 
tion was  confirmed  by  a  return  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
which  showed  that  the  export  to  Holland 
had  fallen  off  32.000  tons  in  1841  as  com- 
pared wiUi  1840.  In  the  Mediterranean 
a  competition  was  also  springing  up.  In 
the  south  of  France  a  pow^folcompany 
was  estaUiihed,  which,  when  the  railroad 
now  in  progress  was  opened,  could  sell 
coals  at  Marseilles  at  a  price  with  which 


the  collection  of  that  duty.  No  gentleman 
who  paid  the  most  moderate  attention  to 
the  imposition  of  a  tax  affecting  trade  could 
be  ignorant  that  it  caused  more  mischief 
by  the  regulations  which  it  rendered  ne- 
cessary, and  by  the  restrictions  and  difficul- 
ties which  it  imposed,  than  by  the  mere 
amount  of  pecuniary  imposition.  From 
the  frauds  practised  in  bringing  the  coals 
to  the  ship,  it  was  necessary  that  a  Cus- 
tom-house officer  should  be  always  in  at- 
tendance. The  necessary  consequence  must 
be,  a  great  increase  in  the  Custom-house 
establishment,  and,  therefore,  a  reduction 
in  the  amount  of  duty  estimated.  Again, 
the  ships  must  be  loaded  at  Custom-house 
hours.  The  present  practice  was  to  do  so 
at  high  tide,  but  this  did  not  occur  fre- 
quently during  the  hours  of  attendance  at 
the  Custom-house.  He  had  heard  that  an 
order  had  already  been  issued;  ordering 
the  waggons  to  be  branded  which  were 
used  in  the  foreign  trade,  and  directing  not 
only  the  weight  to  he  carried  by  them, 
but  the  shape  in  which  they  should  be 
made.  What  was  the  result?  That  in 
one  large  house,  employing  1,200  waggons, 
800  should  be  discontinued,  at  a  loss  of  22/. 
per  waggon.  He  only  instanoed  this  as  a 
sample  of  the  vexatious  peoceedings  adopt- 
ed before  the  doty  was  imposed  at  all.  But 
not  only  was  this  duty  likely  to  diminish 
the  export  trade,  but  it  would  increase  the 
price  to  the  home  consumer.  Instead  of 
the  present  amount  of  consumption,  if 
there  was  a  considerable  decrease,  and  that 
the  public  establishments  were  also  con- 
siderably increased  by  reason  of  this  tax, 
he  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  reckon  safely  on  more  than  half  of 
the  140,000/.  on  which  he  calculated.  He 
did  not  say  that  there  would  be  a  falling- 
off,  in  the  first  instance,  to  that  extent, 
but  he  was  persuaded  that  our  competitors 
would  gain  such  an  advantage  that  they 
would  drive  us  out  of  the  market,  and  that 
none  but  thofte  most  fovourably  situated 
for  making  shipments  to  foreign  countries 
would  be  able  to  sustain  the  combined  bur- 


however,  was  imposed,  it  was  very  ques- 
tionable whether  we  should  not  be  driven 
out  of  the  market  altogether.  In  Russia 
there  was  a  trade  with  Belgium  growing 
up,  and  our  export  had  been  diminished. 
But  it  was  not  only  by  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  thai  the  trade  in  coals  would  be  di- 
minished, but  by  the  inconvenience  to 
which  those  engaged  in  it  would  be  subjec- 
ted through  tl^  regulations  necessary  for 


we  could  hardly  compete.    If  this  duty,,  den  of  the  duty  and  the  restrictions  neces- 


sary to  collect  it.  The  manufacturers  of 
Newcastle  and  Sunderland  had  memorial- 
ized the  Government,  giving  it  as  their  de- 
liberate opinion,  that  the  trade  of  coal  in 
this  country  must  be  diminished  by  the 
proposed  duty.  It  was  more  than  probable 
that  foreign  countries  would  not  consent 
to  pay  the  amount  of  this  duty  into  our 
exchequer,  but  would  give  a  preference  to 


Cusiam' Acts—  {COMMONS}         The  Tariff^Chab.        1560 


1059 


moved  an  amendment  negativing  the  pro 
poeal  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Huit  said,  that  after  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  addressed  the 
committee,  it  would  be  unnecessary  for 
him  to  trespass  at  any  length  upon  their 
attention.  In  all  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
stated  in  condemnation  of  the  proposed 
duty  on  the  export  of  coal,  he  entirely 
concurred.  It  was  not  true  that  the 
ooal  exported  was,  to  any  considerable 
amount,  used  for  the  purpose  of  carry, 
ing  on  foreign  manufieu^tures ;  in  fact,  only 
a  very  small  quantity  was  so  applied.  But 
if  the  fact  were  as  represented,  it  would 
still  be  impolitic  to  check  the  exportation 
of  coal  upon  such  grounds.  He  thought 
he  had  heard  Ministers  contend  that  the 
manufacturing  interest  ought  not  to  be 
propped  and  shored  up  by  legislative 
means,  but  should  depend  upon  their  own 
inherent  strength.  Now,  however,  a  dif- 
ferent argument  was  used,  and  we  were 
told  that  It  was  necessary  to  check  the  ex- 
port of  coal  because  it  was  useful  to  foreign 
manufacturers,  and  enabled  them  to  com- 
pete the  more  readily  with  our  own.  For 
the  same  reason,  we  ought  to  prevent  the 
exportation  of  iron,  which  foreigners  made 
into  railways ;  and  above  ail,  of  machinery, 
by  which  they  came  into  immediate  com- 
petition with  us.  If  we  were  to  adopt  the 
course  proposed  with  respect  to  coal,  we 
should,  in  consistency,  apply  it  to  cotton, 
woollen,  and  linen-yam,  and,  in  short,  to 
almost  every  article  we  exported,  for  there 
were  few  of  which  foreigners  did  not  avuil 
themselves  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
their  manufactures.  He  much  feared  that 
the  Government,  in  the  hope  of  giving  an 
insignificant  advantage  to  the  manufac- 
turers of  Lancashire,  were  about  to  inflict 
a  deep  injury  upon  the  counties  of  Durham 
and  Northumberland.  The  removal  of  the 
duty  upon  coal,  in  1834,  gave  a  ereat 
stimulus  to  the  working  of  coal  mines ; 
the  imposition  of  the  duty  now  proposed 
would  nave  a  precisely  contrary  effect  as 
regarded  all  the  objects  which  were  con- 
templated by  the  removal  of  the  duty. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland, was  entirely  misinformed  when  he 
supposed  that  any  threats  had  been  held 
out  to  the  Government.  The  facts  of  the 
case  were  simply  these: — He  received  a 
communication  from  an  individual  coal 
owner,  stating  that  he  believed  the  trade 
would  readily  accept  a  duty  of  25.  as  a  sa- 
u&ctoTj  rate  or  duty.    In  replyi  be 


stated,  that  before  he  could  act  upon  the 
communication,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  he  should  know  what  was  the  feeling 
of  the  gentlemen  connected  with  the  trade 
eenerally  with  respect  to  it  He  could 
distinctly  state,  that  up  to  Monday  last  he 
was  not  aware  what  course  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Northumberland  intended  to 
take.  During  Saturday,  Sunday,  and 
Monday,  he  was  in  constant  communica- 
tion with  the  Members  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  course  which  ought  to  be  pursued 
on  the  subject.  There  had  been  no  com- 
promise of  an  improper  character,  and  the 
Government  had  done  no  more  with  re* 
ference  to  this  transaction  than  they  were 
bound  to  do  in  all  simiUr  cases^namely, 
to  listen  respectfully  to  the  statements 
made  to  them,  and  take  time  to  determine 
upon  them. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  nothing  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  slightest  degree  inconsistent  with  what 
he  had  stated.  He  said  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  Government  were  to  blame  or 
not  i  but  he  stated,  and  he  now  repeated 
it,  that  Gentlemen  connected  with  the 
coal  trade  were  led  to  believe  that  if  they 
abstained  from  an  organised  opposition  to 
the  measure  of  Government,  and  would 
concur  in  a  modi6ed  duty  of  2s,  on  round, 
and  1^.  on  small  coal,  that  would  be  con- 
ceded to  them ;  but  that  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  united  to  resist  the  imposition 
of  any  duty.  Government  would  then  carry 
through  Parliament  their  original  proposi- 
tion of  a  4s.  duty.  In  his  opinion,  it  was 
not  right  and  fair  to  attempt  to  influence 
persons  engaged  in  a  trade  m  that  manner. 
There  might  have  been  no  threats  used, 
but  undoubtedly  inducements  had  been 
held  out  to  the  ooal  owners  to  abstain  from 
opposition. 

Mr.  Liddell  regreiied,  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  deemed  it  advisable  to 
augment  the  revenue  by  reviving  the  duty 
upon  coal.  He  believed,  that  a  great  risk 
would  be  incurred  of  losing  the  market 
which  we  now  almost  exclusively  kept  to 
ourselves,  and  that  the  Government,  in 
that  event,  must  be  implicated  in  a  most 
serious  responsibility.  There  were,  how- 
ever, political  interests  involved  as  well  as 
mercantile,  to  all  of  which  it  was  the 
bounden  duty  of  a  prudent  and  wise  Go* 
vernment  to  look,  and  as  he  had  been  a 
party  to  that  arrangement  or  compromise, 
m  consequence  of  which  the  trade  had 
forborne  to  press  its  opposition  to  the  pro- 
pped duties,  he  would  not  lupport  the 
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motioD  of  the  noble  Lord,  satisfied  as  he 
was,  that  should  the  imposition  of  the 
duties  now  proposed  prove  injurious  to  the 
coal  interests  of  this  country,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  hesitate  to  retrace  its  steps, 
and  remove  the  injurious  tax.  It  was 
very  generally  believed  in  the  coal  dis- 
tricts, that  not  less  than  a  million  tons  of 
small  coal  yearly  were  lost  to  the  owners 
either  in  the  pit  or  at  the  pit's  mouih.  By 
the  transmission  and  breakage,-  the  coal 
was  rendered  so  very  small  that  the  pro- 
prietors allowed  any  one  to  take  it  away 
as  being  nearly  valueless,  thus  conferring 
a  great  advantage  upon  the  local  poor ; 
and  even  upon  the  arrival  of  the  coal  in 
London  or  other  ports,  there  was  so  great 
a  proportion  of  it  reduced  to  small  coal, 
that  the  smith  and  artisan  could  obtain 
a  supply  of  it  at  7s.  a  ton,  or  nearly  3s. 
less  than  the  price  of  the  freight.  Con- 
sidering the  importance  of  the  trade  in  a 
national  point  of  view,  the  enormous 
capital  employed  in  coal  mines,  the  thou- 
sands that  were  supported  by  their  labour 
in  these  mines,  and  the  nursery  for  able 
seamen  which  its  conveyance  to  distant 
ports  afforded  to  the  country  in  a  period  of 
danger,  he  confessed  he  was  still  disposed 
to  look  with  great  anxiety  to  the  results  of 
this  financial  experiment  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
collect, that  should  this  country  once 
lose  the  coal  market  in  foreign  coun- 
tries, we  should  be  driven  out  of  the  field 
by  foreigners,  and  the  market  might  never 
be  recalled.  Under  such  circumstances, 
he  trusted  the  Government  would  pay 
great  attention  to  the  operation  of  the 
duties  upon  the  coal-trade  of  the  country, 
and  hasten  to  its  relief  from  the  pressure 
of  those  duties  if  it  was  proved  by  expe- 
rience that  the  trade  could  not  bear  these 
imposts. 

Mr.  Bemal  said,  the  price  of  English 
coal  at  Antwerp  had  for  some  time  been 
declining.  Indeed,  it  had  fallen  already 
so  low,  that  it  was  generally  feared  there 
that  we  could  not  much  longer  compete 
with  the  mines  of  Belgium,  and  those  of 
the  south  of  France.  The  French  Go- 
vernment, by  an  ordonnance,  had  ren- 
dered it  nearly  impossible  that  we  should 
ever  have  it  m  our  power  to  supply  coal 
for  French  ships  of  war.  He  reminded 
Che  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  in  re- 
imposing  a  tax  taken  off  in  1834,  the  Go- 
vernment was  incurring  a  serious  respon- 
sibility,  inasmuch  as  it  might  prove  an 


insuperable  impediment  to  the  prosecution 
of  a  trade  in  which  great  capital  was  em- 
barked ;  and  still  higher  national  and 
maritime  interests  involved ;  since,  in  the 
case  of  war  breaking  out,  any  falling-off 
in  the  nursery  of  seamen,  through  the  me- 
dium of  the  coal-trade,  would  deprive  us  of 
that  ready  supply  of  hardy  sailors  which 
this  trade  had,  in  all  former  wars,  con- 
tributed to  the  defence  of  our  seagirt 
isles. 

Mr.  Gladstone  trusted,  that  the  ruinous 
consequences  would  not  ensue  which  Gen- 
tlemen connected  with  the  coal  districts  had 
predicted  from  this  measure.     If  the  pre. 
dictions  of  Gentlemen  personally  inter- 
ested were  taken  as  good  authority,  not 
one  of  the  changes  proposed  in  the  import 
duties  would  have  been  carried.    There 
was  hardly  a  single  case  in  which  parties 
had  not  stated,  and  he  believed  conscien- 
tiously, that  ruin,  desolation,  and  he  knew 
not  what  bad  consequences  would  ensue. 
When  direct  taxation  was  proposed,  strong 
objections  were  made  to  it,  and  then,  when 
a  proposition    for  indirect  taxation   was 
brought  forward,  arguments  were  adduced, 
that  by  taxing  articles  of  consumption, 
trade  was  diminished,  labourers  thrown 
out  of  employment,  and  persons  connected 
with  the  article  taxed,  mined.    It  was, 
therefore,  not  to  these  general  objections 
made  in  the  case  of  every  article,  they 
should  apply  their  consideration.    What 
they  should  consider  was,  whether  the 
particular    objections   raised   were  suffi- 
ciently strong  to  induce  them  to  reject 
the  measure  of  his  right  hon.  Friend.    He 
admitted  there  were  disadvantages  as  well 
as  advantages ;  but  taking  it  as  a  question 
of  revenue,  his  right  hon.  Friend  expected 
to  raise  a  sum   of  from   130,000/.    to 
140,000/.  by  the  duty.    He  believed,  that 
the  sum  could  be  raised  in  no  less  objec- 
tionable a  way,  and  that  no  tax  could  be 
more  fair.  As  to  the  political  consequences 
which  seemed  to  be  apprehended  from  the 
measure,  he  would   submit,  that  if  thi 
country,  by  her  superior  natural  advan- 
tages, could  afford  to  supply  coal  on  such 
terms  as  to  make  it  for  the  advantage  of 
foreign  countries,  to  buy  it  in  preference 
to  the  coal  of  other  places,  these  foreign 
countries  had  no  reason  to  complain  of  a 
duty  placed  on  the  exportation  of  the  arti- 
cle, not  intended  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
trade.    An  analogous  case  existeid  in  the 
case  of  copper,  in   which    this  country 
availed  herself  of  her  natural  ad vantaget. 
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and  of  her  facilities  for  smelting.  It  was 
proposed  to  avail  ourselves  of  our  natural 
advantages  as  to  coal,  and  to  make  the 
.  wealth  which  was  given  us  subserve  the 
interest  of  the  country,  not  only  in  the  way 
of  trade,  but  of  revenue.  He  must  deny 
the  assertion  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland,  that  the  duty  proposed 
would  raise  the  price  of  coal.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  would  tend  to  lower  the  price  to 
the  consumer  in  this  country.  The  freight 
to  places  over  sea  was  frequently  much 
less  than  that  to  London  and  places  on  the 
British  coast.  If  the  objections  of  the 
noble  Lord  as  to  the  restrictions  upon 
trade  which  the  measure  would  produce, 
were  well  founded,  then  these  restrictions 
miftt  have  the  effect  of  throwing  the  arti- 
cle on  the  home  market,  and  reducing  the 
price  to  the  consumer.  But  the  chief 
grounds  on  which  the  duty  was  proposed 
being  that  of  revenue,  he  would  not  say, 
that  any  great  reduction  in  the  price  was 
to  be  expected,  for  he  did  not  think,  that 
the  measure  would  cause  any  perceptible 
diminution  in  the  foreign  trade.  The  no- 
ble Lord  argued  as  if  the  proposed  duty 
was  a  tax  of  50  to  75  per  cent,  on  the 
small  coal,  and  25  to  35  on  the  larger 
kind.  The  fair  way,  however,  to  estimate 
the  duty  was  not  by  the  price  in  England, 
but  by  the  price  paid  by  the  foreigner ; 
and  the  duty  proposed  would  be  practi- 
cally one  of  rather  less  than  more  than  10 
per  cent  on  the  price  paid  by  the  foreign 
consumer.  Coal  was  sent  from  this  coun- 
try to  twenty-five  or  thirty  places  abroad, 
and  was  it  probable,  that  so  small  a  duty 
would  check  the  demand  for  coal  ?  The 
only  way  in  which  this  question  could  be 
fairly  considered  was,  by  balancing  the 
probability  of  what  would  be  the  best  on 
the  whole.  A  person  connected  with  the 
coal  trade,  and  of  much  experience,  wrote 
from  Havre  to  say,  that  so  far  as  that  port 
was  concerned,  a  duty  of  As.  would  ope- 
rate injuriously  on  the  trade ;  but  the  same 
party,  without  knowing  anything  of  the 
intention  of  Government,  said,  of  his  own 
free  motion,  that  a  duty  of  2s,  could,  in 
consequence  of  the  superior  quality  of 
British  coal,  be  borne  by  it  without  injury 
in  its  competition  with  the  Belgian  article ; 
for  it  was  in  the  quality,  not  in  the  price, 
that  British  coal  had  the  advantage,  Bel- 
gian being  offered  at  the  same  price.  The 
2s.  duty  was  adopted  as  a  medium.  In 
Denmark  there  was  an  increased  demand 
for  our  coal.    The  export  to  that  country 


was  150,000  tons  in  the  last  year;  and 
they  were  told,  that  with  respect  to  that 
country,  a  duty  even  of  4$.  could  be  borne 
without  fear  from  foreign  competition. 
There  might,  he  admitted,  be  some  dimi- 
nution in  the  export  to  Holland.  That 
was  the  most  unfavourable  case  connected 
with  the  question,  and  the  duty  might 
certainly  have  the  effect  of  bringing  Ger- 
man coal  a  little  farther  on,  and  keeping 
British  coal  a  little  backward,  as  respected 
the  markets  of  that  country.  But,  even 
in  that  most  unfavourable  case,  the  dimi- 
nution would  not  be  considerable,  while  in 
the  case  of  Denmark  a  duty  of  45.  might 
be  levied  without  any  diminution  being 
caused.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  the 
estimate  of  the  revenue  he  expected  from 
the  duty  was  extravagant.  Now,  it  was 
possible  that  some  deductions  might  be 
made  for  particular  cases ;  but  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  estimate  was  most  moderate, 
for  his  right  hon.  Friend  calculated  that 
the  quantity  of  small  coal  exported,  and 
which  \would  pay  the  smaller  duty  of 
Is,  per  ton,  was  in  the  proportion  of  two- 
thirds  to  the  larger  kind,  on  which  a  duty 
of  25.  would  be  levied ;  whereas  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  coal  trade  gave,  in  one 
case,  one-fifth,  in  others,  one-sixth,  as  the 
proportion  which  the  smaller  coal  bore. 
Now,  assuming  the  proportion  borne  by 
the  smaller  description  of  coal  exported 
to  be  one-sixth,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
estimated  the  quantity  paying  the  smaller 
duty  at  twice  more  than  would  be  the 
amount.  Looking,  therefore,  at  the  fears 
and  apprehensions  expressed  with  regard 
to  the  operation  of  these  duties,  he  did 
not  see  any  generic  difference  between  them 
and  the  objections  made,  by  some  class  of 
persons,  to  other  proposed  changes.  He 
would  remind  hon.  Gentlemen,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  in  no  case  had  the  coal-trade 
stepped  in  and  objected  to  the  tax,  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  Interfere  with  them 
in  carrying  on  their  trade.  Dangers  of  this 
kind  were  not  anticipated  by  those  most 
interested,  and  he  must  therefore  suppose 
them  to  have  been  suggested  by  the  lively 
imaginations  of  some  hon.  Members.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  considering  the  ac- 
counts received  from  parties  in  places 
where  difficulty  was  most  apprehended,  the 
House  would  consider  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
to  induce  them  to  refuse  the  Treasurv 
that  aid,  arising  from  a  duty  on  coal, 
on  the  exportation.^.  o/^^f^ic|i)^ 
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pOBitioii  of  the  Oofernment  was  mainly 
founded. 

Mr.  H,  Lamhtcn  did  not  agree  with  his 
nohle  Friend  (Viscount  Howick)  in  the 
ceniure  he  had  passed  on  the  Qovernment 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Soath  Northum- 
berland, for  what  they  had  done  with 
regard  to  the  compromise.  It  was  very 
natural  and  proper  that  a  Government 
should  find  out  if  certain  modifications 
would  be  attended  to  by  the  great  parties 
interested  ;  and  he  must  say,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Bell) 
deserved  praise  for  all  his  exertions.  He 
did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  in 
his  conclusions  as  to  not  opposing  this 
modified  duty ;  but  he  gave  him  full  credit 
for  all  he  had  done  on  this  subject.  He 
felt  himself  called  upon  to  oppose  even 
this  modified  duty  ;  because  he  thought  it 
would  endanger  and  injure  all  those  great 
interests  concerned  and  connected  with 
this  trade,  and  also  because  he  thought 
the  duty  calculated  to  obstruct  and  injure 
that  commercial  policy  which  this  country 
was  seeking  to  adopt.  The  great  interests 
concerned  were  the  coaUowners,  the  ship- 
owners, the  manufacturers  of  Newcastle, 
and  the  two  great  companies — the  Steam 
Navigation  Company,  and  the  Continental 
Gas  Company,  who,  with  a  combined 
capital  of  2,000,000/.  (part  of  which  had 
been  invested  on  the  faith  of  the  repeal  oi 
this  coal  duty)  had  entered  into  important 
contracts  upon  the  same  faith.  Now,  he 
contended,  that  in  Holland  and  France, 
the  two  greatest  important  countries  of 
our  coal,  the  prices  of  our  coal  and  that  of 
other  countries  competed  most  closely  with 
each  other,  and  that  the  prices  ran  a  neck 
and  neck  race.  Holland  did  not  use  our 
coal  for  any  of  those  manufactures  whose 
rivalship  we  had  any  reason  to  fear.  She 
used  our  coal  for  house  and  gas  purposes, 
distilleries,  and  sugar  refineries.  He  called 
upon  the  House  to  observe  here  the  in- 
consistency of  the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  stated  this 
when  introducing  the  first  mention  of  the 
coal  duty : — 

^  I  think  that  a  tax  levied  on  an  article 
produced  in  this  country — an  element  of  manu- 
factures—necessary  to  manufactures—contri- 
buting, by  its  export,  to  increase  the  compe- 
tition with  our  manufactures — ^I  think  that 
such  a  tax  is  a  legitimate  source  of  revenue." 

'*  Now,  how  stood  the  fact?  Why,  in 
none  of  those  manufactures  on  the  conti- 
nent, whose  rivalship  we  have  any  reason 


to  fear,  do  they  use  one  ton  of  our  coal, 
except  at  Roden.  But  they  do  use  many 
important  articles  from  this  country.  Our 
English  mechanics  go  abroad  and  are  em- 
ployed in  many  of  them.  We  send  our 
machinery  and  mill-work,  our  iron  and 
steel,  wrought  and  unwrought^  our  wool, 
woollen  and  worsted  yam,  and  cotton  twist 
and  yarn.  Now,  all  these  articles,  foreign 
manufacturers,  whose  rivalship  we  do  fear, 
use  to  a  great  extent.  We  did  not  tax 
these,  but  we  taxed  the  coal  which  they 
do  not  use.  Again,  observe  another  in- 
consistency! more  baneful  and  injurious 
in  its  effects.  At  this  moment,  we  are 
endeavouring  to  form  commercial  treaties 
with  foreign  nations  on  the  principal  of 
reciprocal  benefit  of  free-trade.  Our  fo« 
reign  Minister,  our  Commissioners  and 
Ambassadors,  are  straining  every  nerve  to 
attain  this  object.  Our  tariff  carries  with 
it  the  great  principle  of  the  relaxation 
of  present  duties,  and  buying  in  the 
cheapest  markets.  Now  this  coal  duty 
was  a  direct  violation  of  this  principle,  and 
was  clearly  calculated  to  irritate  foreign 
Governments  and  strengthen  them  in  any 
wish  they  may  have  to  legislate  on  the 
protective  and  prohibitory  principle.  This, 
It  seems,  will  be  peculiarly  the  case  with 
regard  to  France.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net in  his  great  finanoial  statement  said,  that 
the  Government  was  anxious  to  form  a 
commercial  treaty  with  France,  "  founded 
on  principles  of  reciprocal  benefit"— that 
the  present  was  "  the  opportunity  of  ma- 
terially benefitting  the  trade  and  industry 
of  both  countries  by  relaxation  of  present 
duties :  would  the  prejudices  of  the  French 
people  admit  of  it,  the  benefit  resulting  to 
one  country  would  react  beneficially  on 
the  other  to  an  extent  not  to  be  estimated. 
Was  this  coal  duty  he  asked,  ''  founded 
on  principles  of  reciprocal  benefit  ?  ^  Was 
it  a  specimen  of  "  the  relaxation  of  pre- 
sent duties" — and  was  it  the  way  to  re- 
move the  *'  prejudices  of  the  French  peo- 
Ele?"  He  thought  not;  and  to  shew 
ow  right  he  was  in  saying  this  coal  duty 
would  have  the  effect  of  irritating  the 
French  government  and  people,  and  of 
strengthening  them  in  any  wish  they  had 
to  legislate  on  the  restrictive  and  prohibi- 
tory  principle,  he  would  cite  the  observa- 
tions made,  only  a  few  days  ago,  in  the 
French  Chamber  of  Peers  by  M.  Ferrier. 
M.  Ferrier  taunted  England  with  her  want 
of  siticen^T  ^^  ^^  subject  of  free-trade, 
and  cUed  xhis  coal  doi^^j|a^^^^ 
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said  this  coal  doty  will  strike  peculiarly 
at  France,  and  he  asked  why  at  the  mo- 
ment we  were  proposing  the  coal  doty,  we 
said  we  were  favouring  foreign  competi- 
tion ;  and  he  went  on  in  these  words  : — 

"  Why  did  Sir  Robert  Peel,  the  organ  of 
England,  add  that  in  the  English  tariff  there 
was  no  article  upon  which  the  importation  of 
a  tax  was  more  legitimate.  I  can  readily  yield 
to  him  the  principle.  It  amounts  to  this,  that 
Enghmd  would  take  away,  if  she  could,  all 
means  of  competition  from  other  nations ;  but 
surely  it  is  poshing  it  very  far  to  apply  it  to 
coal,  in  which  she  is  so  rich,  and  I  feel  justified 
in  asking  what  connection  there  is  between  the 
freedom  of  commerce,  the  principle  of  which 
is  to  favour  competition,  and  this  new  tax  on 
coal  proclaimed  so  legitimate,  solely  because 
it  obstructs  ?  I  will  ask  this  question,  espe- 
cially of  that  Member  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment, who  last  week  implored  the  Ooyemment 
to  extend  more  and  more  those  liberal  prin- 
ciples which  characterise  the  new  commercial 
policy.  Certainly,  the  moment  to  utter  this 
would  be  badly  chosen  if  the  orator  were  to 
offer  it  when  the  coal  duty  was  proposed. " 

This  shewed  how  just  his  assertion  was, 
that  this  coal  duty  was  calculated  to  irritate 
other  powers  ana  strengthen  any  wish  that 
might  exist  to  legislate  on  restrictive  and 
prohibitory  principles :  it  distinctly  armed 
foreign  governments  with  an  excuse.  The 
hon.  Member  proceeded  to  state  the  prices 
of  Belgian  and  French  coal  at  Rouen,  and 
cited  a  letter  from  the  agent  of  a  noble 
Lord  to  shew  that  the  prices  of  the  coal 
of  the  two  countries  were  at  this  moment 
competing  so  closely  that  any  duty  was 
likely  to  throw  the  balance  completely  in 
favour  of  Belgium :  he  quoted  the  prices 
of  English  and  Asturiascoal  at  Bordeaux, 
and  laid  great  stress  on  the  prices  of 
French  and  English  coal  at  Marseilles. 
The  English  and  the  St.  Etienne  coal  were 
exactly  the  same  in  the  Marseilles  mar- 
ket ;  and  there  was  a  large  splendid  coal 
field  called  '*  The  Grande  Combe,"  which 
was  now  beginning  to  be  worked  by  a 
Company,  with  Baron  Rothschild  at  its 
head ;  and  there  was  no  doubt  that  this 
coal  would  undersell  the  English  coal  in 
the  Marseilles  market  without  any  duty 
whatever.  He  concluded  by  saying  he 
had  proved  by  facts  and  figures,  that  could 
not  be  gainsaid,  that  the  prices  of  English 
and  foreign  coal  closely  competed — ran  a 
neck  and  neck  race — with  each  other  in 
Holland  and  France — that  in  none  of 
those  continental  manufactures  on  the  con- 
tinent, whose  rivalship  we  had  reason  to 
fear,  did  they  use  any  of  our  coal ;  and 


that  this  duty  was  pernicious  in  its  prin- 
ciple, and  calculated  to  obstruct  and  in- 
jure the  commercial  policy  of  this  country 
was  anxious  to  adopt. 

Mr.  Bell  said,  that  on  every  step  which 
he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  with  refer- 
ence to  the  coal  trade,  he  had  made  it  a 
rule  to  consult  the  wishes  and  the  feelings 
of  the  trade — in  everything  that  related 
to  their  interests  be  had  always  acted  with 
their  full  sanction  and  concurrence.  A 
noble  Lord  on  the  other  side  of  the  Hoase 
had  insinuated  that  he  had  sacrificed  the 
interests  of  those  whose  interests  he  was 
sent  there  to  protect— that  he  had  sacri- 
ficed those  interests  to  the  wish  which  he 
entertained  of  giving  the  fullest  support 
in  his  power  to  the  present  Advisers  of 
the  Crown.  The  insinuation  thus  con- 
veyed was  utterly  unfounded — there  could 
not  be  a  more  groundless  insinuation,  and 
he  wished  to  take  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  repelling  it.  He  was  not  the  man  who 
would  ever  think  of  sacrificing  the  inter- 
ests of  those  whom  he  represented  to 
serve  the  purposes  of  any  Government 
that  ever  existed.  But,  though  incapable 
of  anything  of  that  sort,  he  still  could  not 
refuse  to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  the  Ad- 
ministration, and  justice  requiied  of  him 
to  say  that  in  this  matter  no  blame  could 
attach  to  the  Oovernment;  the  courM 
which  they  took  throughout  the  whole  of 
these  proceedings  was  straightforward  and 
candid. 

Viscount  Mahon  said,  that  in  so  exten- 
sive and  important  a  series  of  changes  as 
the  tarifi*  embraced,  it  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  all  cases  would  be  free  from 
doubt  and  migivings ;  he  did  not  pretend 
that  his  own  mind  had  always  been  free 
from  them  ;  but  if  there  were  one  article 
beyond  every  other  respecting  which  no 
shadow  of  doubt  or  hesitation  had  ever 
crossed  his  mind,  he  should  say,  that  that 
article  was  the  coal  duty.  In  support  of  the 
view  which  he  took  of  this  subject,  he  de» 
sired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
that  which  formed  rather  a  renuirkaUe 
circumstance  connected  with  the  proposed 
duty — and,  as  he  conceived,  a  strone  addi- 
tional argument  in  its  support  It  was 
well  worthy  of  especial  notice,  that  the 
calculations  of  the  man  of  science  should 
have  gone  to  support  and  strengthen  the 
decisions  of  the  statesman  without  their 
having  held  any  personal  communication  on 
the  subject.  While  his  right  hon  Friend 
at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's  Government, 
was  maturing  the  tariff  now  before  the 
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Housej  Dr.  Buckland,  the  president  of  the 
Geoloffical  Society,  delivered  an  anniver- 
sary address  to  the  hody  of  which  he  was 
the  head.  That  address  was  read  on  the 
19th  of  February,  and  he  (Lord  Mahon) 
now  held  it  in  his  hand.  In  the  course 
of  his  remarks  the  learned  president  said, 
that  British  coals  were  used  for  the 
purpose  of  working  the  machinery  of  fo- 
reign manufactories,  which  in  certain  cases 
comd  scarcely  be  worked  without  a  sup- 
ply of  Bristish  coals.  In  the  year  1839, 
1,431,861  tons  were  exported,  and  in  1840, 
1,592,283  tons,  of  which  nearly  one-fourth 
went  to  France.  Dr.  Buckland  further 
observed,  that  an  increased  duty  on  coals 
exported  to  any  country  excepting  our  own 
dependencies  mieht  be  beneficial.  Besides 
the  testimony  of  Dr.  Buckland  in  support  of 
the  proposition  of  herMajesty'sGovemment, 
some  valuable  evidence  as  to  the  probable 
supply  of  coal  in  the  northern  districts  was 
gi?en  before  a  committee  of  the  House 
which  sat  in  1830.  In  that  evidence  were 
stated  the  number  and  extent  of  all  the 
principal  coal-beds.  It  set  forth,  that 
those  in  Northumberland  and  Durham  are 
known,  and  it  has  been  calculated  that  the 
ooal  in  these  counties  will  last  360  years. 
Mr.  Bailey,  in  his  Survey  of  Durham, 
states  that  one-third  of  the  coal  being  al- 
teadj  got,  the  coal  districts  will  be  ex- 
hausted in  200  years.  It  is  stated  as  pro- 
bable, that  many  beds  of  inferior  coal, 
which  are  now  neglected,  may  in  future 
be  worked  ;  but  the  consumption  of  coal 
being  greatly  increased  since  Mr.  Bailey 
published  his  Survey  of  Durham^  we  may 
admit  his  calculation  to  be  an  approxima- 
tion to  the  truth,  and  that  the  coal  of 
Northumberland  and  Durham  will  be  ex- 
hausted in  a  period  not  greatly  exceeding 
200  years.  This  opinion  rested  on  the 
high  authority  of  Mr.  Bakewell.  Another 
eminent  geologist  was  asked  this  question 
(May  6,  1830)— 

'*  What  do  you  think  of  the  policy  of  per- 
mitting the  exportation  of  coals  to  foreign 
ports  from  Newcastle  ?''  and  his  answer  is, 
^'It  is  permitting  foreigners  to  consume  the 
vitals  ot  our  own  posterity." 

[|An  hon.  Member:  The  supply  of  coal 
will  last  1,700  years.3  That  was  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Thompson;  but  other 
testimony  contradicted  his ;  he  was  contra- 
dicted by  Dr.  Buckland,  Mr.  Bailey,  and 
by  Mr.  Bakewell.  The  complaint  of  Dr. 
Buckland  against  the  waste  of  coal  com- 
mitted by  Uie  owners  was  well  known. 
That  learned  penon  wrote  in  these  terms  :— 

V0L.LX1II.    {25SI} 


1570 

"The  wanton  waste  which  for  more  than 
fifty  years  has  been  committed  by  the  coal- 
owners  near  Newcastle,  by  screening  and  burn- 
ing annually  in  never-extinguished  fiery  heaps 
at  the  pit's  mouth  more  than  1,000,000  chal- 
drons of  excellent  small  coal,  being  nearly 
one-third  of  the  entire  produce  of  the  best 
coal  mines  in  England,— this  criminal  destruc- 
tion of  the  elements  of  our  national  industry, 
which  is  accelerating  by  one-third  the  not  very 
distant  period  when  these  mines  will  be  ex- 
hausted, is  perpetrated  by  the  colliers  for  the 
purpose  of  selling  the  remaining  two-thirds  at 
a  greater  profit  than  they  would  derive  from 
the  sale  of  the  entire  bulk  unscreened  to  the 
coal  merchant.'' 

Surely,  the  fact  that  above  1,000,000  of 
chaldrons  of  excellent  coal  is  yearly  de- 
stroyed,  to  enhance  the  price  of  the  rest, 
was  no  light  matter.  It  should  make  the 
House  receive  with  some  distrust  and  sus- 
picion the  statements  of  the  coal-owners, 
by  whom  that  destruction  was  wrought. 
He  (Lord  Mahon)  did  not  say,  that  we 
were  to  carry  our  care  for  our  posterity,  so 
far  as  to  prohibit  the  present  export  of  coal. 
Nor  should  we  prohibit  it^  even  for  the  more 
pressing  and  immediate  consideration  that 
we  are  thereby  affording  aliments  to  foreign 
industry  at  the  expense  of  our  own.  But 
he  (Lord  Mahon)  was  prepared  to  contend, 
that  as  the  export  of  coal  was  thus  proved 
to  be  attended  both  with  prospective  hazard 
and  present  manufacturing  loss ;  it  was  only 
fair,  that  the  State  should  receive  some  com- 
mensurate advantage  by  the  imposition  of  a 
moderate  duty,  and  the  receipt  of  an  in- 
creased revenue.  For  the  reasons,  that 
he  had  stated,  and  upon  the  evidence  which 
he  had  laid  before  the  House,  he  would 
most  cordially  give  his  support  to  the  pro- 
position of  her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  F.  T.  Baring  could  not  do  less 
than  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  the  admis- 
sion which  the  House  had  just  beard. 
The  noble  Lord  admitted,  that  the  efiect 
of  the  tax  would  be  to  check  the  exporta- 
tion of  coals.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
maintained,  that  the  export  of  coals  would 
not  be  diminished  by  the  duty,  while  the 
noble  Lord  held  that  to  continue  the  ex- 
port would  be  preying  upon  the  vitals  of 
our  posterity.  There  had  been  some  re- 
ference made  to  a  compromise  between 
the  coalowners  and  the  Government.  He 
understood  that  there  was  a  proposition  to 
this  effect : — 

''If  you  will  take  2s.«  and  withdraw  your 
opposition,  you  shall  have  it ;  if  not,  you  shall 
have  the  ^t' 

And  according  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
3^ 
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Durham*  the  coftl^owoershad  tbapcd  their 
course  under  the  idea  that  such  a  propo* 
sitioo  had  emanated  from  the  OoYem* 
ment ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  the  committee  that  it  had  not.  Who 
the  third  party  was  he  would  not  evince 
the  bad  taste  to  inquire  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  if  he  sup- 
posed that  he  had  no  curiosity  to  know 
whether  or  not  the  person  was  a  Member 
of  the  Government,  or  connected  with  it, 
who  not  only  made  the  declaration  as  if  it 
came  from  the  Government,  but  likewise 
when  the  parties  concerned  made  a  coun- 
ter proposition,  he,  or  some  one  connected 
with  the  Government  communicated  that 

{roceeding  to  her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
n  what  other  way  except  through  that 
individual  the  Government  got  acquainted 
with  the  matter  he  could  not  say.  Tlie 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  went  only  on  the 
principle  of  raising  money,  and  what 
ever  disadvantages  might  result  from  his 
scheme,  he  considered  of  trifling  conse 
quence  compared  to  the  one  object  of  in 
creasing  the  revenue.  But  what  amount 
of  revenue  was  expected  from  this  source  ? 
Not  more,  according  to  the  calculations 
he  had  made,  than  135,000/.,  and  if  the 
12,000/.  now  received  for  coals,  which 
sum  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
taken  into  consideration,  were  deducted, 
there  would  remain  not  more,  in  fact,  than 
123,000/.,  supposing  that  there  should  be 
no  diminution  of  the  exports.  That  was 
the  whole  grand  sum  to  be  derived  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  from  this  depart- 
ment of  Bnancial  income.  He  conceded 
that  the  present  proposition  was  infinitely 
better  than  the  original  one,  but  he  dis- 
agreed with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
his  declaration  that  it  would  not  affect  the 
export  of  coal.  In  some  instances,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the  com- 
mittee, that  an  addition  of  6  per  cent  had 
produced  a  great  diminution  of  consump- 
tion and  trade  ;  here  they  were  going  to 
put  on  50  per  cent,  and  yet  it  was  said, 
that  no  effect  of  that  kind  would  follow. 
That  was  blowing  hot  and  cold.  The  in- 
formation derived  from  coalowners  was 
looked  upon  with  suspicion ;  it  was  not  to 
be  relied  upon,  because  it  oame  from  those 
parties.  But  he  would  ask,  what  better 
source  of  information  was  open  to  the  Go- 
vernment ?  There  were  complaints  from 
all  sides;  and  he  must  say,  that  he  viewed 
this  proposition  with  some  alarm,  even 


though  by  some  happy  accident,  and  (br 
some  inexplicable  reason,  some  of  those 
who  did  not  approve  of  the  propositioa 
would  yet,  and  that  without  any  compro. 
mise  of  course,  vote  in  support  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  What  had  been  the 
effect  of  the  last  alteration  of  the  tariff 
upon  this  subject  ?  The  exports  6f  coals 
had  trebled.  But  not  only  that,  there  was 
another  important  point  to  be  considered. 
What  would  be  the  eflfiect  of  this  duty 
upon  the  shipping  interest  f  From  a  re* 
turn  whkh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
moved  for  in  one  of  hie  happier  moments, 
he  found  that  in  1833,  the  number  of 
vessels  employed  in  the  coal  trade  was 
1,462,  the  tonnage  being  260,000 ;  and  at 
the  present  time,  there  were  5,031  vessels, 
of  732,000  tons.  Such  was  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  vessels  with  their  crews 
which  had  obtained  employment  in  con- 
sequence of  the  former  alteration  of  the 
law — an  increase  of  employment  which 
must  be  most  important  to  the  commer- 
cial marine  and  maritime  force  of  the 
country,  an  interest  with  which  they  were 
about  to  trifle  for  the  sake  of  123,000/.  a- 
year.  The  coal  trade  between  London 
and  the  coal  districts  had  always  been 
considered  as  one  of  the  best  resources  for 
supplying  our  navy,  and  would  they  rulo 
that  nursery  for  sailors  for  100,000/.  a-year 
—for  he  ventured  to  predict,  that  they 
would  not  get  more  ?  He  knew  that  it  was 
said  this  was  a  duty  of  which  foreigners 
had  no  right  to  complain ;  but  they  would 
quote  that  argument  against  us  when  we 
came  to  deal  with  them  upon  articles  of 
importance  to  us.  He  should  give  bis 
strenuous  opposition  to  the  proposition. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  the  prevailing  feeling 
on  my  mind  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
has  been  one  of  unmixed  satisfaction  that 
1  have  secured  the  Income-tax ;  for  what 
would  have  been  the  position  of  the  Go- 
vernment, since  so  great  an  opposition  is 
made  to  this  duty  on  coal,  if  we  had  pro- 
posed to  raise  three  millions  by  taxes  on 
articles  of  consumption  7  That  was  the 
alternative  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  pointed  to  in  his  memorable  reso- 
lution on  the  Income-tax,  in  which  he  tried 
to  gather  as  many  followers  as  possible 
unckr  his  banner*  The  noble  Lord  stated, 
that  up  to  the  year  1836,  twehty-thrte 
millions  of  taxes  had  been  repealed^  and 
if  he  did  not  directly  say,  "  Levy  some  of 
those  taxes  again,'*  the  meaning  of  the 
,  reference  was,  tliM^|^  K^^tUd  be  much  bet- 
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ter  to  revive  some  of  them  than  to  have 
recourie  to  a  direct  Income-tax.   Suppoie 
I    had   been   credulous  on  this   subject. 
Suppose  I  had  said  I  had  better  give  up 
the  Income-tax,  and  try  my  hand  at  the 
revival  of  taxes  on  consumption.     Why 
the  tax  on  coal  was  one  which  was  re- 
pealed, and  certainly  the  opposition  which 
has  been  shown  to  my  raising  130,000/. 
out  of  four  millions  by  means  of  it,  makes 
me  rejoice  that  the  Income-tax  is  beyond 
the  grasp  of  that  opposition.     When  I  see 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  warmed  to  such 
a  degree  on  this  point,  what  would  behave 
been   if  I  had  attempted   to    raise    the 
amount  of  revenue  indirectly.     He  says, 
that  the  proposition,  as  it  at  present  stands, 
is  infinitely  better  than  the  original  one. 
If  so,  it  cannot  be  bad.  That  which  is  not 
bad  must  be  on  the  road  to  perfection. 
Here  is  a  proposition  supported  by  the 
coal  trade,  not  universally,  perhaps,  but 
pretty  generally.     [Viscount  Hotvick .-  A 
large  body  opposed  it.]     When  a  public 
meeting  is  called,  and  agrees  that  a  duty 
of  U,  on  small  coal,  and  2<.  on  other  coal, 
is  satisfactory  to  them«  it  may  be  taken  as 
their  meaning,  that  the  proposition  is  not 
io  bad  I  and  they  are  ready  to  support  it. 
It  being  desirable  to  supply  a  deficiency, 
and  being  in  want  of  revenue,  we  make 
this  proposition.    Compare  it  with   any 
Other  indirect  taxation.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  says,  that  our  proposi. 
tion   is  infinitely  better  than  the  other ; 
and  we  have  the  consent  of  the  parties 
interested.    Then,  as  to  the  compromise 
whirh   has  been  spoken  of,  and  which  I 
really  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  going  to  refer  to  the  committee  of 
inquiry — so  little  was  I  aware  of  any  com- 
promise, that  on  Saturday  I  met  my  right 
non.  Friends  at  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
consider  the  whole  coal  trade,  to  examine 
the  information  received  from  foreign  con- 
suls, from  gas  companies,  and  steam  navi- 
gation companies,  and  I  did  not  then  un- 
derstand that  I  was  a  party  to  any  com- 
promise.  I  thought  myself  then  as  free  to 
propose  any  duty  I  might  think  fit  as  on 
the  first  day  of  the  Session.     I  did  not 
know  in  what  manner  the  parties  to  this 
resolution  meant  to  vote,  nor  did  I  feel 
myself  bound  as  to  the  course  I  should 
pursue.  I  can  believe  that  the  coal-owners 
might  ask  what  progress  the  Government 
bad  made  in  the  tariff-^ihat  they  would 
find  that  it  had  adhered  to  and  carried 
all  its  propositions  by  large  majorities — 
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that  they  might  ask  if  it  adhered  to  the 
4s,  duty  on  coal,  would  that  not  be  carried 
too.'    And   they  mi^ht  state    that  they 
thought  a  3s.  duty  might  be  accepted,  as 
it  would  not  check  the  export.     I  can  be- 
lieve that- they  would  not  imagine  that 
the  Government  would  abandon  the  coal 
duty  altogether;  but  would,  on  the  19th 
head  of  the  tariff,  adhere  to  its  original 
proposition  in  the  same  manner  as  it  had 
done  in  the  eighteen  ethers.     It  would  be 
a  great  refiection  on  their  und  rstandings 
had  I  thought  otherwise.     I  was  no  party 
to  any  compromise;  but  supposing  1  had 
been,  we  were  acting  for  great  interests ; 
and  were  we  to  be  deprived  of  the  privi- 
lege of  obtaining  information  ?     Has  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  tried  to 
ascertain  what  propositions  would  be  pala< 
table   in  certain  parties?     In  the  timber 
duties  I  entered  into  a  compromise  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeih.     I  heard 
what  the  custom-officers  could  state  ;  and 
1  did  infer,  that  if  his  proposition  did  not 
cause  a  loss  of  revenue,  that  it  would  not 
be  met  by  violent  opposition.     Is  this  im- 
proper ?    There  is  no  use  in  seeing  depu- 
tations, if  we  cannot  say  to  the  parties 
making  a  new  proposition,  '<  How  many 
of  you  agree  in  this  ?  and  if  we  accede  to 
it,  do  you  withdraw  your  opposition  ?"    I 
saw  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick)  and  the 
Member  for  Southwark  on  this  subject. 
Suppose  they   had  said   we  think  a  4«. 
duty  too  much,  and  that  2t,  6d,  is  enough. 
I  should  have  asked  what  were  the  opinions 
of  other  parties.     And  he  would  have  told 
me  the  opinion  of  the  trade.     These  nego- 
tiations  are  essential  to  settle  taxes  con- 
cerning commerce.     What  took  place  last 
night?    The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Liverpool,  had  given  notice  that  he  should 
move,  that  the  duty  on  what  is  called 
naturalised  cofiee  should  be  6d» ;  we  had 
consultations  on  the  subject,  and  we  did 
not  accede  to  his  proposal,  and,  without  a 
single  minute's  notice,  he  altered  his  pro- 
position to  7(/.,  only  Id.  less  than  the  duty 
on  foreign  coffee.     It  appears,  that  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Howick)  went  over  to  my  noble  Friend, 
(Viscount  Sandon),    and   said,   that  he 
would  vote  for  a  duty  of  7d.,  but  he  could 
not  vote  for  a  duty  of  6(f.    We  never 
heard  of  this— the  noble  Lord  made  a 
compromise  in  coffee,  but  he  would  have 
no  compromise  on  coals.     When  we  de- 
termined on  proposing  a  different  duty  on^ 
coal,  I  immediately  came  down   to  the^ 
3£2 
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House,  and  gave  notice  of  it.    The  Go-  the  import  duty  on  coals  into 

vernment  would  be  subjected  to  nightly 
defeats,  if  Members  gave  notice  of  one 
notion,  and  then  confederated  for  the 
purpose  of  making  another.  All  the  ne- 
gotmtions  on  the  coal  duties  were  pub- 
lished in  the  Newcastle  papers,  all  persons 
interested  were  consulted,  and  this  is  the 
concealment  which  it  is  said  we  have  prac- 
tised. I  never  made  any  compromise. 
Yesterday  I  was  at  liberty  to  make  any 
proposition,  and  I  can  prove  by  written 
documents,  that  I  did  not  know  how  my 
hon.  Friend  intended  to  vote.  I  now  come 
to  the  question  itself.  We  must  never 
lose  sight  of  the  deficiency  of  revenue,  and 
we  have  imposed  a  duty  on  an  article 
which  we  think  is  fairly  subject  to  it. 
It  is  an  article  not  capable  of  repro- 
duction; one  which  this  country  pos- 
sesses in  greater  abundance  than  any 
other.     I    do   not    say   that  in  order  to 

suppress  foreign  manufacture,  the  export 

should  be    checked,   but  that  having  a 

great  natural  advantage  in  the  possession 

of  this  article,  do  not  let  us  lose  the  op- 
portunity of  raising  some  revenue  from  it. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Baring) 

has  referred  to  the  argument  I  used  against 

bis  5  per  cent,  duties,  and  he  makes  a 

confident  prediction  that  this   duty  will 

greatly  prevent  the  export  of  coals.     1 

will  tell  him  the  reasons  why  I  think  it 

will  not.     The  export  of  coals  was,  in  the 

year  1836,  916,000  tons;  and  in  1838,  it 

amounted  to  1,313,300  tons.     This  is  a 

strong  indication   that  the  article  would 

bear  a  small  duty,  and  I  doubt  whether  a 

2s.  and  Is.  duty  will  have  any  effect  in 

reducing  the  exports.     Every  town  on  the 

continent  is  now  or  about  to  be  lighted 

with  coal  gas,  and   the   English  coal    is 

peculiarly  adapted  for  that  purpose.     It 

was  Mr.  Warburton's  opinion  (and  1  sup- 
pose his  opinion  still  has  some  weight  in 

the  House)  that  it  was  not  expedient  to 

export  coal  too  freely ;  and  Dr.  Buckland 

participates  in  that  opinion.     This  coal  is 

peculiarly  adapted  for  foreign  manufac- 
tures, for  lighting  with  gas  and  for  steam 

navigation.  It  is  said  that  foreign  coun- 
tries will  be  indignant  at  our  levying  this 

duty.    Our  position   is  a  peculiar  one; 

we  freely   furnish   foreign  countries  with 

our  coal,  and  when  they  have  it  they  ex- 
tract as  much  revenue  as  possible  from  it. 

I  will  read  to  the  House  an  account  of 

the  duties  they  levy  on  coals. 


France — Mediterranean  ports   and  to  s.  d, 
Oleron, 

French  vessels 2    6 

Foreign      ,.  6    5 

From  Oleron  to  Dunkirk,] 

French  vessels 4    0 

Foreign      8    0 

Holland 6  10 

Belgium — From  France      ..     ..     ..  1     9 

Other  countries 11     8 

United  States       6    8 

Brazil 8    0 

Denmark      ••     ..     ..     ..     ..     ..  3    0 

Sweden 2    0 

Prussia  .. 3    0 

Hamburgh    . .     • .       \\  per  cent,  ad  valorem 

Russia Free 

I  do  not  think  then  that  ours  is  a  very 
extravagant  proposition,  when  it  is  con- 
sidered, that  upon  all  exported  coal,  fo- 
reign countries  have  the  whole  advantage, 
and  take  all  the  revenue.  Every  country 
feels  the  advantage  to  be  so  great,  as  not 
only  to  take  the  coal,  but  to  levy  a  reve- 
nue on  it.  This  is  not  an  article  of  human 
industry,  like  silk — the  supply  is  limited, 
and  is  it  unreasonable  that  when  other 
countries  consider  it  a  subject  of  revenue 
that  we  should  partake  in  it  ?  There  may 
be  coal  mines  in  Belgium,  bat  take  a  geo- 
logical map  of  Germany  and  France,  and 
compare  the  carboniferous  strata  of  France 
and  England.  There  is  not  a  single  mine 
in  the  northern  and  western  districts  of 
France,  and  in  the  whole  superficial  snr- 
face  only  a  two-hundredth  part  contains 
strata,  while  in  England,  one-twentieth 
does.  In  the  south  of  France  there  are 
small  coal  mines,  and  great  alarm  has  been 
experienced  lest  they  should  be  worked ; 
but  even  if  they  were,  I  should  not  think 
it  a  misfortune,  for,  in  the  greater  part  of 
France,  the  supply  must  be  derived  from 
this  country.  In  Nantes,  where  there  is  a 
very  heavy  import  duty,  the  whole  of  the 
coal  which  is  consumed  comes  from  this 
country.  Supposing  that  an  import  duty 
of  8s.  was  levied  in  France,  I  do  not  think 
that  country  could  be  jealous  of  our  lay- 
ing a  2s.  duty  on  the  export.  I  cannot 
see  the  injustice  or  unreasonableness  of 
such  a  proposition.  With  respect  to  there 
being  a  difference  in  the  price  charged  in 
the  small  coal,  purchased  for  domestic 
manufactures  and  for  export,  if  you  go  to 
the  coal  pits  you  are  asked  the  purpose 
for  which  it  is  required,  and  2s.  a  ton 
more  is  charged  for  that  which  is  used  for 
domestic  purposes.  I  will  now  read  to 
the  House  a  letter  which  I  have  recently 
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received  od  this  subject  from  a  person 
engaged  in  the  coal  trade.  ["  Name, 
name.*^  I  can  assure  hon.  Uentlemen 
that  this  is  a  bona  fide  letter ;  but  I  hope 
I  shall  not  be  called  upon  to  subject  the 

5 arty  to  injury  by  a  disclosure  of  his  name, 
'he  right  hon.  Baronet  then  read  a  letter 
to  the  following  effect : — 

*'  I  this  moraing  received  your  letter,  and  I 
have  no  objection  to  these  facts  being  made 
known.  The  coal-owners  of  Newcastle  and 
Durham  have  refused  to  sell  me  small  coals, 
except  for  exportation,  and  a  short  time  since 
certain  parties  refused  to  send  me  200  tons  of 
small  coals  unless  they  were  screened  before 
shipping,  it  being  alleged  that  it  was  contrary 
to  their  custom  to  do  so." 

There  certainly  are  mysteries  in  the  coal 
trade  which  I  cannot  pretend  to  develope, 
there  is  something  in  its  regulations  which 
I  confess  I  cannot  understand ;  but,  cer- 
tainly, there  is  a  general  impression  among 
the  manufacturers  in  this  country  that  a 
higher  price  is  demanded  for  small  coals, 
if  intended  to  be  used  for  domestic  manu- 
factures than  if  intended  for  exportation, 
making  full  allowance  for  the  increased 
labour  in  washing  and  screening  them.  I 
apeak  of  coals  of  the  same  quality.  Now 
it  seems  to  me  that  that  is  a  rather  unfair 
disadvantage  to  which  our  manufacturers 
are  subject.  I  cannot  speak  positively  of 
the  effect  of  this  proposed  export  duty ; 
but  I  think  at  all  events  that  any  regula- 
tions must  be  defective  which  would  sub- 
ject our  domestic  raaoufacturers  to  disad- 
vantage as  compared  with  foreign  manu- 
facturers. I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
with  minute  calculations  at  this  late  hour. 
No  duty  can  be  imposed  on  any  article 
without  subjecting  trade  to  some  incon- 
venience ;  but  1  trust  that  under  the  pe- 
culiar difficulties  of  the  present  time,  see- 
ing the  great  financial  exertion  which  the 
House  has  been  called  upon  to  make»  re- 
collecting that  this  is  a  duty  which  is 
levied  by  every  foreign  country,  and  bear- 
ing also  in  mind  that  our  proposal  is  sup- 
ported by  a  large  majority  of  the  coal 
owners,  I  hope  the  House  will  sanction 
our  amended  proposal,  and  not  compel  us 
to  forego  that  financial  supply  which  we 
hope  to  derive  from  a  moderate  duty  on 
coals — a  doty  which  we  trust  will  not 
have  the  effect  of  injuring  either  the  ship- 
ping or  the  commercial  interests  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  Hume  was  not  surprised  to  find 
tbtl  tbia  duty  had  been  auggested  by  Dr. 


Buckland.  He  thought  the  suggestion 
must  have  been  made  by  some  one  entirely 
unacquainted  with  trade ;  for  the  duty  pro- 
ceeded on  a  principle  which  was  quite  con- 
trary to  the  true  commercial  policy  of  this 
country.  Nay,  it  was  contrary  to  the  very 
principles  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  announced  in  his  financial  exposition 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session.  It  was  a 
proposition  to  limit  the  market  for  a  pro- 
duct which  we  had  in  great  abundance, 
and  which  we  could  not  use  ourselves, 
and  his  objection  to  the  proposition  was, 
that,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  him- 
self admitted,  we  ought  to  find  as  exten- 
sive a  market  for  our  products  as  we  could, 
and  that  it  was  contrary  to  every  principle 
which  had  been  laid  down  by  the  soundest 
writers  on  political  economy  to  lay  a  duty 
on  exports,  except  in  cases  of  articles  of 
which  we  had  a  complete  monopoly.  We 
had  coal  in  common  with  Belgium,  and  if 
we  levied  a  duty  of  3s.  4d.  a  ton  on  the 
exportation  of  coals  we  could  not  com* 
pete  with  Belgian  coal  in  supplying 
France ;  but  the  moment  the  duty  was 
taken  off  we  outstripped  the  Belgians,  and 
the  supply  to  France  from  Belgium  had 
been  declining  ever  since.  The  House 
was  justified,  therefore,  in  anticipating 
that  the  moment  they  laid  on  this  duty 
the  exportation  would  begin  to  fall  off. 
He  protested  against  thus  reversing  the 
principle  on  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  commenced  his  financial  career.  No 
measure  of  the  late  Whig  Government 
had  given  so  much  satisfaction  on  the 
continent  as  their  removal  of  the  duty  on 
coals,  and  all  the  credit  this  country  then 
obtained  she  would  now  lose  by  this  mea- 
sure. The  French  considered  that  this 
duty  was  levelled  at  them.  When,  in 
1834,  we  took  off  our  export  duty,  they 
immediately  reduced  their  import  duty. 
In  1834,  when  the  duty  was  taken  off, 
they  imported  59,000  tons,  and  the  quan- 
tity had  gone  on  gradually  increasing  un- 
til last  year  it  amounted  to  451,000  tons. 
The  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  have  the  effect  of  irritating  other 
nations  from  whom  we  expected  that  com- 
merce which  could  alone  relieve  the  exist- 
ing distress.  Of  course,  if  the  export  of 
coal  were  lessened,  our  commercial  inter- 
course with  other  countries  would  be  les- 
sened also.  He  should  oppose  the  tax, 
and  he  regretted  that  the  coal-owners 
should  have  entered  into  any  compromise 
with  tl^«  Qovarament  on  the  subject. 
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Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  saiU,  the  intereat 
which  he  represented  had  accepted  the 
Governinent  proposition  as  a  compromise, 
pursuant  to  resolutions  adopted  at  a  pub- 
lic meeting  of  coal  owners.  Although  he 
should  not  now  oppose  the  proposition  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  begged  at  the 
same  time  to  guard  himself  and  others 
against  being  supposed  to  approre  of  it. 
In  the  first  instance  he  had  contemplated  a 
decided  opposition,  and  an  hon.  Friend  of 
his  had  put  a  notice  to  that  effect  on  the 
paper  ;  but  when  they  found,  thai  they 
were  not  likely  to  have  the  support  they 
had  ealculated  upon,  they  thought  it  bet- 
ter to  agree  to  the  compromise. 

Lord  /•  Russell  was  anxious  to  say  a 
few  words  before  the  House  went  to  a  di- 
vision, especially  as  he  could  not  concur 
in  what  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Sunderland,  and  the   hon.  Member   for 
Portsmouth,  had  stated  as  the  reasons  for 
the  vote  they  intended  to  give  on  thisques. 
tion.     Before  he  gave  his  vote,  he  must 
allude  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, in  which  he  alluded  to  the  difficul- 
ties he  would  have  had,  if  he  had  proposed 
taxes  on  consumption,  instead  of  the  tax 
he  had  proposed.    Tlie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  now  proposing  a  tax  of  which 
it  was  said,  that  it  would  lend  to  the  de- 
struction of  the  trade  in  the  article.     The 
basis  of  the  whole  proposition  ha  had  for- 
merly made  to  the  House,  was  founded  on 
an  increase  of  trade  in  the  articles  of  corn 
and  sugar.     Therefore,  on  the  whole  foun- 
dation of  taxation,  he  entirely  differed  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  "  With  respect 
to  the  question  before  the  House,  if  the 
question  were  entirely  to  be  decided  on 
principles  of  trade — if  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing whether  it  were  desirable  lo  prevent 
the  exportation  of  coal  for  the  sake  of  re- 
mole  posterity,  or  to  prevent  the  raanu* 
facturers  of  foreign  countries  having  the 
advantage  of  our  coal  to  work  their  manu* 
factories,  be  could  not  assent  to  the  pro- 
position before  the  House.     But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  had  stated  at  once,  that 
the  object  was  to  obtain  revenue.     In  the 
present  state  of  the  finances  of  tlie  coun* 
try,  be  must  consider,  whether  this  tax 
was  one  so  objectionable  in  its  nature, 
that  he  was  bound  to  vote  against  it     It 
was  said,  that  the  trade  would  be  destroyed 
by  this  tax  ;    if  the  trade  were  destroyed, 
the  revenue  would  nol  be  obtained*     The 
same  argumeAts  which  vouM  go  to  show, 


that  (he  trade  would  be  destroyed,  would 
prove  the  measure  a  failure  with  respect  to 
revenue.  He  did  not  think  that  case  made 
out.  He  did  not  think,  that  a  trade  whioh 
had  been  increasing  since  1834,  was  likely 
to  be  destroyed  by  the  proposition  before 
the  House.  It  might  be,  that  a  duty  ef 
4s.  would  infliel  a  serious  injury.  The 
statement  made  was,  that  this  tax  was  a 
a  tax  of  25  per  cent,  on  round  coal,  and  a 
much  higher  tax  on  small  coal;  but  be  did 
not  think,  that  that  was  a  just  computa- 
tion en  the  ameuol  of  the  tax.  But  he 
took  it  as  the  article  would  be  received 
without  any  duty  al  Marseillea  and  Am- 
sterdam«*at  Marseilles  at  22s.  per  ton, 
and  at  Amsterdam  at  23s.  per  ton ;  tbst 
according  to  this  computation,  the  addi- 
tion of  2s.  duty  would  make  9  to  10  per 
cent,  addition  on  the  article ;  and  he  did 
not  see,  that  that  increase  of  duly  would 
be  destructive  to  the  trade.  At  that  time  of 
the  night  he  would  not  enter  into  the  prices 
of  coal,  but  from  1837,  in  Denmark,  Ger- 
many, Prussia,  Holland,  and  France,  there 
had  been  a  great  increase  in  this  trade. 
That  being  the  case,  he  was  of  opinion, 
thttt  the  revenue  proposed  would  be  ob- 
tained, and  he  thought  he  should  not  be 
justified  in  depriving  the  Government  ef 
140,000/.  of  revenue,  if  it  oouM  be  ob« 
tained  without  injury.  He  regrotted,  that 
the  coal-owners  of  the  north  had  been  met 
with  the  threat,  that  if  they  did  not  take 
2s.  duty,  they  should  haye  the  4s.  duty 
imposed.  The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
had  said,  that  this  duty  would  be  an  injury 
to  France ;  but  France  had  an  easy  mode 
of  redressing  herself  by  taking  off*  the  im- 
port duties.  Thera  were  many  other  coun- 
tries besides  France  lo  take  our  coal,  aad 
use  it  for  the  various  purposes  of  steam 
power  in  towns.  They  mnst  eonsider, 
likewise,  that  the  seams  of  eoal  on  the 
continent  were  so  far  removed  from  atty 
seaport,  that  although  they  oxcltided  Eng- 
lish coal  from  the  nanufeclories  in  their 
neighbonrhood,  they  oould  not  well  com* 
pete  with  us  in  coal  to  be  sent  to  places 
by  sea.  For  these  reasons,  iherelbre,  be 
was  not  prepared  to  give  his  vole  agsinst 
the  proposition  of  the  Goverament,  and  be 
trusted  the  trade  would  not  be  seriotHljr 
injured  thereby. 

Mr.  C.  Bull9r  wished  to  express  hll 
opinion  on  the  subject,  because  it  differed 
from  some  great  authorities  on  hie  side  of 
the  House.     He  did  nol  at  aH  objcel  to 
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to  the  terms  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
though  the  hon.  Member  eaid  he  should 
irota  for  the  proposition,  not  at  all  approv- 
ing of  it.  He  (Mr.  C.  Buller)  had  prided 
himself  during  these  debates  on  the  tariff 
ia  always  giving  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
his  support  so  far  as  the  question  of  free- 
trade  and  a  reduction  of  duty  on  imports 
was  concerned ;  but  this  was  a  matter  not 
of  free«>trade,  but  simply  of  raising  a  new 
tax.  He  objected  to  that  tax  on  two 
grounds.  In  the  first  place,  on  the  ground 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  just  men- 
tioned, and  which  he  thought  not  suffi- 
cient to  guide  his  vote,  but  which  he 
thought  sufficient  to  guide  the  vote  of  the 
House.  The  nobla  Lord  thought  they 
ran  a  great  risk  in  interfering  with  the  in. 
teresis  involved  in  the  export  of  coal.  He 
must  say,  that  so  great  peril  was  never 
run  for  so  miserable  a  sum  as  140,000Z. 
a-year.  They  mieht  be  sure  that  France 
would  not  take  off  her  duty  on  the  import 
of  coal,  because  we  chose  to  impose  a  duty 
on  its  espori.  By  the  present  proposi- 
tion, therefore,  they  would  be  giving  a 
premium  to  Belgian  coal  in  the  French 
market,  and  consequently  diminishing  the 
power  of  that  branch  of  industry  in  this 
country*  He  should  also  oppose  the  pro< 
posilieo,  m  establiehing  a  mischievous 
principle,  by  levying  a  duty  upon  the  ex 
port  of  an  article  of  raw  material,  seeia|_ 
how  much  the  wealth  and  industry  of  this 
country  depended  on  receiving  raw  mate- 
rials from  other  countries*  By  this  step 
we  were  holding  out  to  foreign  countries 
the  influence  of  our  example  to  levy  simi- 
lar taxes,  end  perilling  British  iwdustry 
for  the  paltry  sum  of  UO.OOOf.  a  year. 

The  committee  divided,  on  the  question 
that  the  proposed  words  and  duty  stand 
part  of  the  schedule — Ayes  200 ;  Noes 
67:  Majority  133. 
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Morris,  D. 
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Proposition  carried. 

Rest  of  the  resolutions  agreed  to ;  and 
the  tariff  finally  passed  through  the  com* 
Riittee. 

House  resamed,  resolutions  to  be  re- 
ported. 

Commutation  of  Tithes.]    Sir  J,  I 


Graham  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Tithes  Commutation  Bill. 

Sir  R.  InglU  objected  to  the  principle 
of  compulsory  commutation. 

Mr.  Hume  complained  that  the  com* 
pulsory  process  had  not  been  carried  into 
effect  more  extensively. 

Sir  J,  Graham  said,  the  bill  involred 
no  new  principle. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Wednesday,  June  16,  1842. 

Mnrons.]    Bills.  PubUc^-'    ]«•   Siigir  Dutki;  TiUie 
Cammutitioni  Double  Coati. 
iViM<e.— 8**  YenfBDkrmoe, 
3*-    aiidpMBed:-.Gowwd^DivDree. 


HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  15,  1842. 

MiMUTSB.]    Bills.     PhM2c.-4**    Miiwi   md  CoOietiMi 
NewfbundlsQd;  Justtoes  Jurisdiction. 
CommUteiL-^vabarj  Diiehmdiisenmtt    Deta  Ftomt 
Poor;  Dmn  Forert  KcpksisiUcri  Dirtrirti}  St.  BawTi 
SmaU  Debts ;  Perth  Pri«iD;  Aiiessed^azei. 
AcporfML— Salmon  Flaherieg  (SooUaad)  (Na  S). 
3*-  and  posed  t^PuUic  Houses. 
Private^— T'  Duke  of  Azgyll'i  Estate. 
3»    and  posed  :~Stourbrid«e  Roads:  Uverpool  Pror. 

PcTiTioNB  Paaanrrxo.  By  Mr.  W.  laiic,  ftom  Ldceilar: 
by  Mr.Bcniard«  firom  Loodon,  WolvertiaiBpton,  and  Mor- 
peth, for  an  Equality  of  Civil  RJghtsfbr  Roman  CattiaB& 
—By  Lord  John  Ruawll.  from  Cape  Town,  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  ftir  asiimflatli^f  the  Gommnent  of  that  ooloay  to 
the  Govcnunent  of  Great  Britain.— By  Mr.  &  Cimivfbid, 
ftom  ClerlienweU,  and  Walbrook  Ward,  for  the  Redonp. 
tion  of  Tolls  on  tbe  MetropoUtan  Bridges.— By  Mr.  B. 
Denlson,  from  Causeway  ftead,  Yockihin^  Itivr^'^if^^r 
Calverley.  Gomeisal,  Clayton,  Thornton,  and  Wike,  Ibr 
limitiog  the  Houn  of  Labour  of  young  Pexsons  in  Fwttarim. 
—By  Mr.T.  Dunoombe,  from  ElectocBarSudbury,sgaiBit 
the  Sudbury  Disfranchisement  BilL— By  Mr.  W.  Ellii, 
from  Saffron  Walden,  for  the  Abolitkm  of  Churdi  Ratsi. 
—From  Chawleigh,  agafaist  the  Poor  Law  AmffidiMit 
Bil].~Fram  Umerick;  for  altemtion  of  flieFtahsriei  {In- 
land)  BilL 

Church  of  Scotland.]  On  the 
motion  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  F.  Maule  said,  he  understood  that 
some  technical  objection  existed  to  the 
mode  of  prooeeding  with  the  bill  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Argyleshire, 
that  evening;  and  must,  according  to  the 
forms  of  the  House,  prevent  the  further 
progress  of  the  bill.  In  consequence  of 
those  objections,  he  begged  to  give  notice 
that,  on  Tuesday,  the  5th  of  July,  he  should 
move  an  address  to  her  Majesty  on  this 
most  important  subject.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  be 
meant  to  avafl  himself  of  those  objfKtioofi 
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or  whether  he  would  permit  the  qaestion 
to  be  gone  into  ? 

Sir  IL  Peel  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Oentlemau  that  he  had  not  heard  of  those 
objections  till  an  hour  before.  But  taking 
a  precedent  which  occurred  in  1833,  those 
objections  were  entitled  lo  great  weight. 
He  could  not  give  a  constructive  consent 
on  the  subject ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must,  therefore,  seek  some  other  mode  of 
bringing  on  the  question. 

The  Speaker  had  thought  it  his  duty  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  introduced  the  bill  to  the  objec- 
tion, as  soon  as  he  had  become  aware  of 
it.  The  bill  certainly  did  interfere  with 
the  patronage  of  the  Crown,  and  should 
not  have  been  introduced  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Crown.  Under  these  circum 
stances,  he  thought  the  House  of  Com 
mons  coold  not  permit  the  measure  to 
proceed  further. 

Mr.  F,  Maule  had  certainly  no  right  to 
object  to  the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  taking.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  certainly  justified  in  refusing  to 
give  the  consent  of  the  Crown  to  a  mea- 
sure of  this  sort,  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
discussion,  without  any  bond  fide  intention 
of  supporting  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Campbell  said,  that  he  could  not 
complain  of  the  course  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  at  the  same  time  he  deeply 
regretted  it.  He  hoped,  however,  that  he 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
bill  before  Parliament,  previous  to  the 
close  of  the  Session,  and  have  it  fully 
discussed. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

Thb  American  Boundary.]  Mr. 
ly Israeli  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  respecting  the  dis- 
puted boundary  with  America.  He  had 
seen  it  reported,  that  there  was  a  virtual 
relinquishment  of  the  territory  in  dispute, 
and  that  the  State  of  Maine  required  com- 
pensation for  the  territory  which  was  given 
up.  He  had  also  seen  that  her  Majesty's 
envoy  entertained  a  proposition  of  this 
kind,  and  it  was  generally  supposed,  that 
it  would  be  acceded  to  by  the  commis- 
sioners of  Maine.  If  such  an  arrange- 
ment were  entered  into  the  result  would 
be,  that  they  would  be  in  possession  of  a 
much  inferior  boundary.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  there  was  anv  truth  in  this 
statement;  and  alio  whether  the  ri^ht 
boiu  Oeatleman  bad  tnatituted  any  in- 


quiry into  the  reason  why  the  solemn 
award  of  a  friendly  power  for  the  adjudi- 
cation of  the  question  had  been  set  aside 
by  her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel  thought,  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  altogether  premature. 
It  would  be  most  improper  to  give  an 
answer  in  the  present  state  of  the  nego- 
tiations. He  held  in  his  hand  a  despatch 
from  Lord  Ashburton,  which  stated,  that 
certain  commissioners  had  been  appointed 
by  the  state  of  Maine,  but  he  believed  that 
Lord  Ashburton  had  had  no  communica- 
tion with  them.  The  transaction  rested 
altogether  between  the  State  of  Maine 
and  the  general  government  of  the  United 
States.  Negotiations  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance were  pending,  but  he  felt  it  to 
be  wholly  inconsistent  with  his  duty  to 
make  any  statement  respecting  them  to 
the  House. 

Poor-Law.^  Lord  /.  Russell  said,  as 
there  was  a  rumour  prevailing  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  merely 
to  pass  that  part  of  the  Poor-law  Act 
which  related  to  the  continuance  of  the 
Poor-law  commission,  he  begged  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  statement  ? 

Sir  J.  Graham  was  much  obliged  to  the 
the  noble  Lord  for  asking  the  question, 
A  similar  report  had  reached  him,  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  assuring  the  noble 
Lord  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  use  their  utmost  en- 
deavours to  pass  the  bill  as  they  introduced 
it — entire,  subject  only  to  such  alterations 
in  its  details  as  might  be  made  in  the 
course  of  discussion. 

Southampton  Election.]  Mr. 
Fleming  said,  that  the  two  gentlemen 
whose  petitions  he  had  presented  on  a 
former  evening,  contradicting  the  allega- 
tions of  John  Wren,  were  in  attendance, 
and  ready  to  appear  at  the  Bar.  But  if 
a  select  committee  were  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  election,  he  would  not  move, 
as  he  had  given  notice,  that  they  should 
be  called  and  examined. 

Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley  said,  it  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  he  had 
moved  for  a  select  committee  to  inquire 
into  the  bribery  and  other  corrupt  prac^ 
tices  which  took  place  at  the  last  election. 
He  withdrew  that  motion  at  the  request 
of  th»  right  bOD.  Bf^;fM|,0R5^^ 
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R.  Peel)  i^ho  sUted  that  the  noble  Lord| 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  was  about  to  bring  in  a 
bill  on  the  general  subject,  which  might, 
perhaps,  contain  provisions  to  reach  this 
case.  The  noble  Lord  had  brought  for- 
ward that  measure,  and  he  was,  never- 
theless, BtitI  of  opinion  that  further  inquiry 
was  necessary  into  the  transactions  that 
took  place  at  the  last  Southampton  elec- 
tion. The  petitions  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  presented,  confirmed 
him  in  that  opinion.  The  best  thing  that 
he  could  do  was  to  renew  his  motion^  and 
move  at  once,  if  the  House  would  allow 
him,  that  a  select  committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  cases  of  bribery  and 
corruption  which  took  place  At  the  last 
election  for  the  borough  of  Southampton. 
Mr.  Mackinnon  complained  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  endeavoured  to  stop  his 
motion  for  issuing  the  writ,  under  the  plea 
of  obtaining  a  committee  of  inquiry.  Now 
he  would  be  glad  to  know  why  any  indivi- 
dual should  interfere  in  the  appointment 
or  nomination  of  a  committee,  except  the 
party  who  had  moved  for  it.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  bill  introduced  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  for  the  amendment 
of  the  law  of  elections,  he  (Mr.  Mackinnon) 
had  consented  to  postpone  his  motion  fbr 
issuing  the  writ  till  the  present  inv.  He 
had  hoped  that  in  the  meantime  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  taken  the  oppor- 
tunity to  investigate  the  question  fully. 
Instead  of  that,  he  had  lain  by,  and  on 
that  night  he  had  asked  the  leader  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  name  the  committee 
for  him.  He  did  not  think  it  was  the  bu- 
siness of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  or  any 
other  Member  to  do  so.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  really  meant  to  come  to  some 
conclusion  upon  the  matter,  he  (Mr. 
Mackinnon)  had  no  objection  to  postpone 
his  motldn  fbr  a  Week  or  a  fortnight;  but 
hefbte  he  did  so,  he  was  atixious  to  know 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  do. 
Did  he  mean  to  exarame  witnesses  at  the 
Bar?  Certainly  not.  An  investigation 
where  there  was  no  poWer  to  examine 
witnesses  on  oath  would  be  a  most  unsatis- 
factory one.  What,  then,  did  he  mean  to 
do?  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  himself  a 
member  of  the  Southampton  election  com- 
mittee, and  he  now  sought  to  nullify  the 
report  and  proceeding  of  that  committee 
by  the  appointment  of  another.  The  hoa. 
Member  had  Induced  him  to  postpone 
the  motion  for  issuing  the  writ  for  nearly 
a  monHhi  ttod|  h  the  hope  that  he  would 


be  prepared  to  state  what  course  he  meant 
to  pursue,  he  would  now  move  that  the 
motion  be  postponed  to  that  day  fortnight. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  it  #as  a  great  ad- 
vantage that  where  cases  were  taken  up, 
they  should  be  so  by  the  chairman  or  tome 
member  of  the  committee.  It  was  at  his 
request  that  the  delay  in  the  present  in- 
stance had  taken  plaee.  If  there  was 
blame  to  be  attached  to  any  one  on 
account  of  the  delay,  it  rested  with  him, 
at  whose  request  the  postponement  took 
place,  till  the  noble  Lord  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  being  in  the  House.  He 
thought  the  best  course  would  be  to  pro- 
ceed at  once  to  the  appointment  of  the 
committee.  An  inquiry  at  the  Bar,  beside* 
being  an  impediment  to  public  busiaesi, 
was  hot  the  best  mode  as  regarded  im- 
partiality, and  fbr  judicial  purposes.  He 
must  observe,  too,  that  they  were  too  pnM 
to  part  with  the  inherent  powers  of  thU 
House.  He  should  be  sorry  to  sanction 
the  doctrine  that  it  was  in  all  eases 
necesary  to  have  the  aid  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  the  conduct  of  these  in- 
quiries;  and  he  also  cautioned  hen. 
Members  against  the  doctrine  that  it  was 
not  possible  to  conduct  these  Inquiries 
without  a  bill  of  indemnity^  Let  tbeoi 
first  see  whether  there  was  likely  to  be  an 
obstruction  to  publie  justice  without  It 
He  would  recommend  the  hon.  Member 
to  proceed  at  once  to  constitute  bit  com- 
mittee with  perfect  impartiality.  Gentle- 
men should  be  appointed  upon  it  who  did 
not  bring  previous  prejudices  with  them. 

Mr.  r.  Duncombe  thought,  the  inquiry 
could  be  conducted  without  a  bill  of  in- 
demnity. It  must  be  clear  to  any  one 
who  had  read  the  petltioas  of  Wreo, 
Abrahams,  and  Mackey,that  an  enormous 
falsehood  lay  between  them;  and  wbea 
the  matter  should  be  investigated,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  visk  the  guilty 
party  with  its  diBpleasare» 

Sir  R.  Peei  suggested  that  the  best 
course  would  be,  first,  to  move  that  the 
report  of  the  Southampton  committee  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  Then  with  reference 
to  the  subject  of  the  petition  preseated  in 
the  case,  to  move  that  a  select  commit- 
tee be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  slie- 
gatioos  contained  in  that  petition. 

Mr.  fV.  O.  Sianief  thought,  it  would 
be  better  to  move  for  a  select  committee 
to-morrow,  to  inquine  into  the  bribery  and 
treating  at  the  last  electioD  for  Sooih^ 
amptoii* 
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Motion  withdrawn,  to  be  renewed  the 
neit  day. 

Electors'  Removal  Bill.^  Mr.  M, 
Gibion  tnoired  the  second  reading  of  the 
Electors'  Remo?al  Bill. 

M^  Hndgson  opposed  the  motion.  The 
bill  opened  the  door  to  non-resident  elec- 
tors, who  had  been  found  a  source  of  ex- 
pense and  corruption.  He  moved,  that 
Ibe  bill  be  read  a  second  time  in  three 
months. 

Mr.  M,  Oibion  thought,  the  best  course 
to  pursue  on  that  occasion  would  be  to 
fresd  the  bill  a  second  time,  and  in  com- 
mittee, the  hon.  Gentle tnan  could  intro- 
duce any  alteration  in  the  bill  he  thought 
proper.  It  was  highly  desirable  that  this 
bill  should  pass  that  House.  In  Man- 
chester, out  of  10,000  votes,  no  less  than 
2,000  were  disqualified,  in  consequence 
of  removal.  He  believed  that  all  parties 
were  interested  in  getting  rid  of  that  dis- 
qualification. In  Ipswich,  124  voters  were 
disqualified  during  the  late  election,  and 
more  than  half  of  those  were  Conserva- 
tives. 

Mr.  Hodgson  meant  to  persevere,  and 
divide  the  House  on  the  question. 

Sir  O.  Orey  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  divide  upon  the  question,  with- 
out dearly  understanding  the  true  state 
of  the  case.  He  admitted  the  force  of 
the  objection  ;  but  he  thought  it  might  be 
obviated.  The  only  question  was,  whether 
the  voter  resided  within  the  limits  fixed 
by  the  Refbrm  Act?  If  a  clause  were 
introduced  to  meet  the  objection,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  agree  to  p&ss  the 
measure. 

Mr.  Escott  said,  that  the  point  upon 
which  he  disagreed  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was,  that  the  residing  within  the 
limits  of  the  borough  should  constitute 
the  qualification.  The  Reform  Bill  esta. 
blished  a  lOi.  qualification,  and  a  voter 
ought  not  to  exercise  the  fVanchise  unless 
he  eould  show  he  was  in  possession  of  that 
qoaHfication. 

Mr.  Brotherton  hoped  that  the  House 
would  allow  the  bill  to  be  read  a  second 
tiiaie.  He  believed  that  it  would  tend  to 
prevent  fraud.  In  consequence  of  the 
disquaHflcatfott  by  removal  personation 
had  increased,  it  being  the  removers  who 
were  personated. 

8if  J.  Graham  agreed  that  this  bill 
ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  on  partv  consi- 
dOfitioni.    He  Wa4  botind  to  say  that,  in 


many  cases,  the  question  did  operate  with 
very  considerable  hardship,  and  tended  Id 
defeat  theoriginal  object  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
as  a  person  occupying  a  10/.  house  might 
remove  into  one  of  greater  value,  and  pro- 
perty being  the  qualification,  he  was  even 
better  qualified  to  hold  the  franchise  than 
before.     He  thought  that  the  object  of  the 
Reform  Bill  was  not  only  to  have  a  test 
of  the  value,  but  to  have  a  security  for  the 
respectability  of  the  occupant.    Tne  ques- 
tion of  the  10/.  value  had  then  been  very 
carefblly  considered   before  the  measure 
was  submitted  to  Parliament.    The  check 
upon  the  voter,  arising  from  houses,  was 
very  carefully  considered.    The  two  sub- 
jects had  been  taken  conjointly  with  the 
10/.  qualification  and  the  change  of  resi- 
dence, and  it  was  with  reference  to  this 
that  the  third  question  was  proposed.  The 
question  of  the  10/.  value  was  of  course 
very  carefully  considered  before  the  Re- 
form Bill  was  submitted  to  Parliament.  It 
was  taken  conjointly  with  the  question  of 
the    10/,    qualification    in    re^rence    to 
change  of  residence.     In  large  cities  that 
class  of   persons   who    most    frequently 
change  their  residences  from  considerations 
of  failure  in  the  payment  of  rent  or  rates 
comprised,  generally  speaking,  voters  who 
were  most  open  to  temptation,  and  who 
were  most  to  be  guarded  against.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member   for 
Devonport,  differing  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Winchester,  thought  it  desirable  that 
a  tenant  moving  from  a  10/.  tenement  to 
one  of  inferior  value,  should   have  the 
right  of  voting.    Those  who  introduced 
the  Reform  Bill  had  thought  otherwise, 
and  the  third  question  was  Introduced,  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  that  class  of 
persons  from  exercising  the  privilege  of  the 
franchise.    The  remedy  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  cause  much  incon- 
venience.   It  would  be  impossible  to  enter 
into  the  question  of  value  at  the  poll ;  an 
assessor,  too,  should  be  aopointed.    The 
duration  of  the  poll  woula  be  prolonged, 
and  the  expenses  greatly  increased.    On 
the  whole,  having  given  his  best  reflection 
to  the  subject,  and  with  reference  to  main- 
taining the  principle  of  the  Reform  Bill,  he 
should  give  his  vote  against  the  second 
reading  of  this  bill. 

Lord  J.  Russell  remarked,  that  at  the 
titne  the  Reform  Bill  had  been  introduced, 
it  was  quite  true  that  this  question  had 
been  very  much  considered,  whether  the 
tbiteg  sbooM  be  final^fi)r  (he^^giigd 
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give  the  voter  the  right  for  that  year, 
whatever  circumstances  might  take  place. 
Another  course  was,  whether  such  check 
should  not  be  proposed.  That  course  had 
been  adopted  by  the  Government  when 
they  introduced  the  Reform  Bill.  If  they 
looked  to  what  had  taken  place  since  the 
Reform  Bill,  they  would  find  that  neither 
course  had  been  carried  into  effect.  They 
found  that  some  persons,  if  they  removed 
from  one  house  to  another,  thought  they 
had  a  right  to  vote,  while  others,  under 
the  same  circumstances,  did  not  think 
they  had  a  right  to  vote.  This  was  un- 
just to  the  one  party  or  the  other.  In  the 
Scotch  Reform  Act  they  had  proposed  a 
remedy,  giving  an  appeal  to  the  sheriff. 
They  could  not  adopt  this  in  an  English 
amended  act ;  for  when  the  revising  bar- 
rister left  the  borough,  the  investigation 
closed.  They  had  to  choose  between  the 
two  opposite  courses.  He  admitted  that 
he  did  not  see  his  way  clear  out  of  the 
difficulty;  but  having  to  choose  between 
the  two  evils,  the  balance  was  in  favour  of 
seeking  to  remove  the  existing  uncer- 
tainty; and  he  meant  to  vote  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  hope  that  in  com- 
mittee some  clause  might  be  provided 
which  would  meet  the  difficulty. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  thought  the  House  could 
hardly  appreciate  the  difficulties  attending 
the  third  question,  of  merely  considering 
the  question  as  it  regarded  voters  who  had 
changed  their  residence.  If  a  person,  oc- 
cupying a  house  at  a  rent  of  2002.,  gave 
up  any  part  of  it-— if  he  let  out  a  single 
room,  he  was  disqualified.  At  the  De- 
vonshire election,  in  1835,  where  the 
noble  Lord  had  been  beaten,  a  farmer  had 
applied  to  him  for  his  opinion  as  to  his 
right  to  vote  under  the  following  circum- 
stances. He  was  registered  as  occupying 
a  farm  of  200  acres— he  had  since  let  out 
one  field ;  and  he  had  given  it  as  his  opi- 
nion, that  the  man  was  disqualified,  inas- 
moch  as  he  could  not  return  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  third  question,  and  in  that 
opinion  he  was  borne  out  by  high  legal 
authority.  There  was  no  particular  virtue 
in  a  10/.  occupancy;  it  was  merely  a 
method  by  which  to  form  an  estimate  of 
the  Intelligence  and  social  position  of  a 
man ;  and  if  his  intelligence  and  social 
position  were  such  as  to  entitle  him  to 
vote  in  one  October,  there  could  not  be 
touch  harm  in  permitting  him  to  retain 
that  right  for  a  year.  Then  let  the  House 
ealoolati  tho  euormoui  expenie  iocurred 


in  investigating  these  questions,  which 
acted  as  a  discouragement  to  the  presenta- 
tion of  petitions.  For  these  reasons  he 
should  support  the  bill. 

Mr.  Hawes  was  sorry  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  came  to  the  conclusion  to 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  bill.  He 
had  been  sitting  for  six  weeks  on  com- 
mittees, and  he  believed  that  five  out  of 
the  six  were  occupied  with  inquiries  into 
the  description  of  the  cases  that  had  been 
alluded  to.  He,  therefore,  did  not  think  it 
too  much  to  ask  that  time  may  be  allowed 
to  consider  whether  they  could  not  intro^ 
duce  a  clause  into  the  bill  which  would 
remedy  the  present  evils,  and  keep  clear 
of  the  objections  that  had  been  made  to 
certain  parts  of  the  present  bill. 

Mr.  Cripps  had  served  for  six  days  on 
an  election  committee.  Three  days,  or 
three  days  and  a  half  were  occupied  with 
cases  of  removal.  This  was  a  very  great 
grievance;  but  then  he  entertained  the 
greatest  objection  to  this  method  of  meet- 
ing the  difficulties  of  the  Reform  Act  by  a 
separate  bill,  and  as  the  Government  had 
given  notice  of  their  intention  to  introduce 
a  measure  on  the  subject^  he  thought  they 
should  seek  to  remedy  the  evil  in  question 
by  means  of  that  measure. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  word  now  stand  part  of  the  question ; 
—Ayes  102;  Noes  120:— Majority  18. 

Question  as  amended  put,  that  the  bill 
be  read  a  second  time  in  three  months. 

Mr.  Hume  :  After  the  division  that  has 
now  taken  place,  I  wish  to  know  when  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  bring  in  a  bill  on  this  subject. 

Lord  John  Russell :  One  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  divided  against  this  bill  said, 
there  could  not  be  any  doubt  that  what 
his  bill  sought  to  cure  must  be  universally 
admitted  as  a  grievance,  and  one  for 
which  there  ought  to  be  a  remedy.  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
would  say  whether  in  hb  bill  for  general 
registration  he  has  proposed  any  remedy. 

Sir  James  Graham :  In  snswer  to  the 
noble  Lord  1  have  to  say  that  I  mean  to 
state  the  provisions  of  the  bill  when  intro- 
ducing it,  and  not  before.  That  is  the 
most  prudent  course,  and  it  is  one  in 
which  I  follow  the  example  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  Hume :  I  move.  Sir,  that  this  House 
do  now  adjourn.  I  have  received  no  an- 
swer from  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  Robert  Peel;  There  was  so  much 
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confusion  in  the  House  at  the  time  the  I 
hon.   Member  put  his  question,  that  I 
hardly  heard  it. 

Mr.  Hume:  Then,  Sir,  1  mean  to  re- 
peat the  question.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  brought  in  a  bill  to  re- 
move an  admitted  grievance  connected 
with  registration.  This  grievance,  it  has 
been  declared,  ought  to  be  remedied. 
I  think  it  ought  to  be  a  part  of  the 
general  bill,  which  it  is  said  will  be  pre- 
pared by  the  Government.  Perhaps  the 
Government,  as  they  have  agreed  to  such 
a  bill,  will  say,  or  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
as  he  must  know  something  of  such  a  bill, 
whether  it  be  bis  intention  to  introduce  an 
amendment  at  all  of  the  character  that 
has  now  been  rejected  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel :  The  question  is  of  a  very 
unusual  nature  ?  There  are  many  griev- 
ances which  are  tolerated,  because  per- 
sons prefer  to  submit  rather  than  expose 
themselves  to  others*  which  they  may  re- 
gard as  more  intolerable.  The  inconve- 
niences of  the  present  state  of  the  law  are 
only  relative — they  may  be  admitted  as 
inconveniences,  and  yet  endured  rather 
thao  have  a  worse  evil.  After  the  division 
that  has  taken  place,  I  do  not  conceive 
that  I  should  be  pressed  to  make  any  fur- 
ther observation.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  given  notice  of  bringing  in  a  (general 
Registration  Bill.  He  will  explain  its 
provisions  when  he  introduces  it.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  may 
propose  to  do  ;  but  I  do  not  think,  until 
the  proper  period  arrives,  that  I  should  be 
called  upon  to  give  any  other  statement. 

Mr.  Hume:  In  her  Majesty's  speech, 
the  attention  of  this  House  was  particu- 
larly directed  to  this  subject.  [Sir  i^.  Peel : 
To  what  subject  T]  On  the  registration  of 
electors  ;  and  this  is  a  part  of  the  griev- 
ance. I  understand  that  her  Majesty  in 
her  speech  directed  attention  to  this  very 
subject.  As  it  was  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronei,  surely  he  ought  not 
to  say,  that  he  was  not  prepared  with 
an  answer  on  this  subject,  nor  to  go  on 
with  it. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  I  conceive  the  observa- 
tion is  quite  uncalled  for.  I^t  roe  ask, 
how  has  this  House  been  occupied  since 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  ?  You 
have  had  before  you  three  great  subjects 
—  the  Corn.law,  the  Income-tax,  and  the 
tarifT.  But  then  it  is  said,  there  has  been 
no  Registration  Bill.  A  Registration  Bill 
has  been  prepared,  but  there  has  not  as 


yet  been  the  opportunity  of  calling  atten- 
tion practically  to  it.  If  the  bill,  when  pro- 
posed, should  not  meet  with  the  approba- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it  will  be 
quite  open  to  him  to  move  any  amend- 
ment he  pleases  with  respect  to  it.  It  is, 
however,  quite  unusual  to  ask  for  the  pro- 
visions of  a  bill  that  is  not  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  that  what  they 
were  most  desirous  of  knowing  was,  whe- 
ther the  Registration  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  be  in  conformity  with  the 
Queen's  speech.  They  were  told  early  in 
the  Session,  by  the  rij^ht  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
before  Easter,  that  the  bill  was  quite 
ready ;  and  we  had  now  arrived  nearly  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  Session,  and  had 
not  yet  seen  the  promised  bill.  We  want 
to  know,  said  the  hon.  Gentleman,  what 
are  the  intentions  of  the  Government  on 
this  question^we  want  to  know  what  are 
their  reform  views— we  want  to  know 
whether  they  are  going  to  give  us  a  reform 
registration.  We  know  bow  much  they 
found  fault  with  the  existing  state  of  re- 
gistration, and  particularly  as  it  affects 
Ireland.  Last  year,  we  heard  of  nothing 
but  grievances  on  that  one  point  alone, 
and  this  year  we  hear  of  no  grievances. 
Then  we  were  told  of  perjury ;  and  now 
we  know  that  there  is  perjury — very  great 
perjury — proved  to  have  been  committed 
on  the  very  point  which  the  bill  that  has 
been  rejected  proposed  to  avoid.  This  has 
been  proved  before  your  committees.  I 
myself  sat  for  fourteen  days  on  the  Wey- 
mouth election  committee,  and  out  of  500 
votes,  there  were  fifly  votes  affected,  I 
think,  on  each  side  of  the  question,  by  re- 
moval. Now,  what  we  want  to  know  is, 
whether,  in  a  bill  for  the  registration  of 
voters,  you  touch  upon  this  subject.  1  am 
delighted  the  House  has  come  to  the  con- 
clusion it  has  just  adopted,  because  it  will 
convince  the  people  of  this  country  that, 
as  far  as  the  cause  of  Reform  is  concerned, 
this  House  is  worse  than  the  last.  During 
the  last  Parliament  this  bill  passed  througn 
its  different  stages.  It  went  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  then  was  heard  no  more 
of.  That  was  the  fate  of  the  bill  in  the 
last  Parliament,  while  this  House  has, 
on  the  second  reading,  thought  proper 
to  reject  it.  The  country  will  believe 
that  this  House  is  more  opposed  than 
the  last  one,  to  the  free  exercise  by  the 
people  of  the  elective  francbiso.OO^lC 
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Lord  Clements  ipquired,  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  intended  to  intro« 
duce  any  measure  for  the  registration  of 
voters  in  Ireland,  If  any  measure  of  the 
kind  was  to  be  introduced  with  respect  to 
Englandi  a  similar  one  should  be  brought 
forward  as  regarded  Ireland. 

Sir  Ea  Peel  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  already  stated,  at  an  early 
period  of  the  evening,  that  he  would  state 
in  due  time  the  intentions  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  with  respect  to  a  Registratiou 
Bill  for  England, 

Mr,  F.  Maule  said,  that  after  the  an^ 
swer  which  had  just  been  given,  he  would 
move,  that  the  bill  be  read  this  day  week, 
instead  of  this  day  three  months.  They 
would  then  have  heard  of  the  determina- 
tion of  Government  with  respect  to  a  re- 
gistration measure,  and  whether  provisions 
similar  to  those  in  the  measure  before  the 
House,  would  be  introduced  into  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing, that  the  bill  be  read  a  second  time 
this  day  week. 

Mr.  Hodgson  said,  that  the  bill  had  no- 
thing at  all  to  do  with  the  registration  of 
electors.  If  a  bill  for  the  latter  purpose 
were  to  be  brought  in  to-morrow,  the 
subject  before  them  would  be  improperly 
introduced  into  it. 

Mr.  RedingtoH  said,  that  if  such  was 
the  case,  it  was  the  more  Decessary»  that 
they  should  legislate  without  waiting  for  a 
Registration  Bill. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  words  *Uhree  months"  stand  part  of 
the  amendment;— Ayes  101:  Noes  79; 
—Majority  22. 

[The  following  are  the  Lists  of  the  first 
division,  which  includes  the  second*  It 
would  be  uo  use  printing  both.] 

List  of  the  A  TBS. 


Ainsworthf  P. 
Banoerman,  A. 
Barnard,  G.  G. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bernal,  R. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
BowrtDg,  Dr. 
Brockleiiurst,  J, 
BroihertpD,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Buller,  C. 
BuBfietd,  W. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Glemeniii  Visct. 
Clive,  E.  B, 


Colebrooke,  SirT.  E. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  0. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Divett^  £. 
Duncopbe,  T* 
Dundas,  D, 
Easthope.  Sir  J. 
EUice,  rt.hon.  E. 
Ellice,  £• 
Bsroonde,  Sir  T. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguioni  Col. 


Ferguson*  Sir  R.  A« 
Forster,  M. 
Gill,  T. 

Gordon,  Lord,  F. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grey,  n.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hay.  Sir  A.  L. 
Heaihcoat,  J. 
Hindley,  G. 
Howard,  hoti.  J.  R. 
Howard,  hon.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutl,  W. 
James,  W, 
Johnson,  Gen. 
Johnston,  A. 
Lambtou,  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Layard,  Capt. 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Mainwariog,  T. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Morrison,  J. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
O'Brien,  J» 
0*Connell,  D. 
O'Conor,  Don 
Ogle,  S.  c.  n. 

Oswald,  J. 
Parker,  J. 


Pendarvep,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Protheroe,  £• 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  £. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Seale,  Sir  J.  H. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Sheppard,  T. 
8omerTiUe,SirW.  M. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  O. 
Stanton,  W,  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Thornely,  T. 
Tttfoell,  H. 
Tuite,  H.  M. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wallace,  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
Westenra,  hob. 
Williams,  W. 
Woodj  C. 
Wood*  Col.  T. 
WrightsQp,  W.  & 
Wyse,T, 

TELLERS. 

Gibson,!.  M. 
Hawes,  B. 


H.  E. 


List  of  the  Mobs. 


Allix,J.P. 
Antrobus,  £ 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bagoty  hon.  W. 
Baring.  H.  B. 
Barrington.  Visct. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bell,  M. 

Beresfofd,  Major 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blaokstone,  W.  S. 
Bodkin,  W.  H, 
Botfield,  B. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buckley,  E. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Campbell,  A. 
Carnegie,  hon.  Capt. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Christopher,  R.  A, 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cockburn,  rt.hn.  Sir  G. 


Compton,  H.  C. 
Connolly,  Col. 
Gorry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cresswell,  B. 
Cripps,  W, 
Darby,  G. 
Denison,  B-  B. 
Desart,  Earl  of 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Dogdale,  W.  8. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Ferrand,  W.  B.' 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Fuller*  A.  E. 
Gaskell,J.M. 
Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Godson,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gottlbura,  rt.  hn.  H. 


Collett,  W.  R. 

Colrile,  C.  R.         ^g.^graham, rt. hn. 8if^ 


isn 


DittsiForM 


{JOKB 16}        BceledaHical  JOikicii.       1698 


Grimsditcb,  T. 
Gf  iroston,  Viact. 
HamiltoD,  W.  J. 
HampdeD,  R. 
Hayet,  Sir  E. 
Heoley^J.W. 
Hepbarn,  Sir  T.  B. 
ilerberti  hon.  S. 
Hervey»  liOrd  A. 
Holmes,  hn.  W.  A'C. 
Hope,  boD.  C. 
Hope,  A. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Huvsey,  T* 
Ittgestre,  Vitct. 
Irton,  S, 
Jeitnyn,  Earl 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Lockhart,W.  i 
Ix)ng,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lygoo,  boo.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Mc  Geacby,  F.  A. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Martin,  C.W. 
Miles,  W. 
Morgan,  G. 
Packe,  C.  W» 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R, 


Peel,  J. 

Philipps,SirR.B.P. 
Pluniptre,J.  P. 
Price,  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rae,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Richards,  R. 
RoUeston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 
Rushbrooke.Col. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  P. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somerton,  Visct. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  £. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,hon.  n.  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Trevor,  honiG.  R. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Waddington,  H.S. 
Whitroore,  T.  C. 
Wilbraharo,  hn.  R.  B. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 

TELLERS. 

Hodgson,  R. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  B« 


Bill  pot  off  for  three  moothi. 

CuBToiia  Acts — The  Tariff.]  Tb<  re- 
port on  the  Cuttoms  Acts  Bill  was  brought 
up,  and  00  the  moiioo  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
'  was  re*committed.  On  the  item  relative 
10  the  importation  of  foreign  books, 

Mr.  Hume  wished,  that  the  duty  on  this 
item  should  be  as  light  as  possible* 

Mr.  Gladitone  said,  that  it  would  be 
found  IS  low  as  practicable^  The  ques* 
tiout  however,  was  connected  with  thg  law 
of  international  copyright,  and  as  long  as 
our  own  copyright  law  waft  in  a  state  of 
uncertainty,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
meddle  with  international  copyright. 

The  House  resumed— Resolution  to  be 
reported. 

Deav  Forest — Ecclesiastical  Dis- 
tricts.] Lord  Lincoln  moved,  that  the 
House  resove  itself  into  a  committee,  with 
a  view  of  proposing  a  resolutioui  that  pro- 
vision be  made  for  the  addition  of  the  in- 
comes of  clergymen  in  this  district,  out  of 
the  Grown  lands. 

Mr.  ^iime  was  of  opinion,  that  any  mo- 
ney which  was  necessary  for  this  purpose. 


should  be  taken  out  of  the  aurpins  funds 
In  the  hands  of  the  Church  commissioners. 

Lord  Lincoln  said,  tbere  was  really  a 
great  necessity  for  increased  endowments 
in  this  district.  There  were  11,000  per- 
sons there,  almost  all  dependent  on  tneir 
daily  labour.  For  this  large  number,  there 
were  three  clerg;ytnen,  at  the  extravagant 
salaries  of  78/.,  92/.,  and  U3/.  a*year.  He 
thought  it  hardly  fair,  that  as  the  Grown 
derived  the  benefit  of  the  labour  of  the 
large  number  of  persons  whom  he  had  al- 
luded to,  that  they  should  not  receive  some 
addition  to  their  stipends. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose,  that  the  funds  out  of  which  these 
clergymen  were  to  have  their  salaries  in- 
creased, were  the  property  of  the  Crown. 
They  were  as  much  the  property  of  the 
public,  as  was  the  excise.  He  did  not 
object  to  any  clergyman  receiving  150/. 
No  clergyman  should,  in  his  opinion,  re- 
ceive less.  But  he  must  insist,  that  these 
additional  payments  should  be  made  out 
of  the  property  of  the  Church* 

The  Chancellor  qf  the  Exchequer 
agreed,  that  the  incumbent  took  the  place 
for  his  life,  of  the  public,  with  regard  to 
these  funds,  but  though  the  property 
changed  hands,  it  was  still  attenaed  with 
the  usual  duties  of  property ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  held  an  estate, 
on  which  there  was  no  sufficient  accom- 
modation for  religious  instruction,  he  ven^ 
tured  to  say,  that  he  would  take  some 
active  steps  for  the  purpose. 

Committee  defbrred. 

Hou»e  adjourned  at  half-past  tfeven 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Thureday,  June  16»  1842. 

MfSirras.]    Bitu.    I>ii^.— 1*-  CMmiy  Cotnta. 
t*-  md  Cmminrd    Bi^r  Dtttk» 
Privaie.—l*'  StouiMAgt  Rsmdi  MaiquMi  of  TwMd. 
dale'iEiliite}  Liverpool  Poor. 

r-  BUaaporitenr^blalaiBrifemllSdflaMlMlonit: 
KUmii^Etan  Incknam 

3*-  and  pmedt— ArdroMtii  Hartxmrt  ChriiCopher  or 
MmMR  Bititfet  Kington  Roadi  i  aty  of  0)mgom  Lll^ 
AMunmee  Onmpuy  i  GnvaMBd  Toira  Pter  i  bi.  Pmi. 
•nri*  ImpioTfliiMiti  Fleetwood  Impiovagamt^  Fleetimod 
Improvement  t  Medtxnime  Inebmire. 
CommttttiL*  Goweid'i  Dlvaraei  Vtnf%  Dlvoite. 
M^oriei.-~Pmtimm)$  BMStei  Tttllooli%  Etttm  (Dtvf- 
•on'hh  Cbiuch  Stnlton  and  Loofden  Rotds  I  GuarBstie 
Society;  IfaifceC  Harbotougti  and  Btampton  Road: 
BdMoq  ttA  Wcac  HouglilDti  Road;  Hloadiy  Rnidf( 
Uleartir  vid  Aibby-de^Boudi  Roadt  HolyiMI  Roadts 
Metnipolitsn  Wood  Paving  Company;  TeKimooy  Pcr- 
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«he  SlMpton  Mallet  Chiudi  of  Ei«laiid  Liy  Auoeiatiod, 
i^dost  the  AboUtloo  of  Chuich  lUtei ;  and  ftom  the 
Deaneriei  of  Powder  and  Pyder,  and  the  Diooete  of 
Exeter,  (bran  Alteration  of  the  law  Respecting  the  Rathig 
of  Tithei^—By  the  Maiqnea  of  Lamdowne,  fkom  Beedet, 
agahift  the  Inoome^ax.— Ay  the  Earl  of  Clare,  fhxn 
Limerick  Union,  for  the  Amendment  of  the  4lBt  and 
44th  lectioQS  of  Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Act,  deaning  Ren- 
denoe.— By  the  Earl  of  Mounteaihel,  fkom  Taghmon, 
Ballyoonnick,  Ballymithy,  and  Coolitufb,  for  the  Encou- 
ngement  of  SdKmls  in  connection  with  the  Church  Edu- 
catioo  Society  of  Ireland.— From  Fiihermen  and  Pilots 
of  Newhaven,  to  be  heard  againat  the  Oianton  and  Bum- 
tiiland  Pier  and  Ferry  BilL— From  Penoni  in  Bradford, 
Yorkihire*  for  Limiting  the  Houib  of  Labour  In  Facto- 
ries 


Slate-Trade  —  Distribution  of 
Prizb-Money.]  The  Earl  of  Minto^ 
seeing  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  in  his  place,  begged  to  put 
a  question  to  him,  which  he  had  no  doubt 
the  noble  Earl  would  be  able  to  answer. 
In  the  course  of  the  last  few  years  an  act 
had  passed  for  the  suppression  of  the 
slave-trade,  and  authorising  the  seizure  of 
vessels  sailing  under  piratical  colours.  In 
that  act  provisions  for  realising  the  prize- 
money,  and  for  the  condemnation  of  the 
vessels  seized,  were  contained,  but  there 
was  a  total  omission  of  any  provision  for 
the  distribution  of  prize-monev.  The  sub- 
ject had  since  been  under  the  consider- 
ation of  Government,  as  he  understood, 
and  he  wished  to  be  informed  whether  it 
were  probable  that  any  measure  would  be 
introduced  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  to  remedy  this  omission  ? 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen :  A  bill  of  the 
nature  referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  had 
been  prepared  by  the  Government,  and 
would  be  introduced  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session. 

Cork-Laws  —  Public  Distress.] 
The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  that  in  rising  to 
move  for  the  returns  of  which  he  had  noti- 
fied his  intention  to  move,  he  should  take 
this  opportunity  of  endeavouring  to  learn 
whether  any  intention  existed  on  the  part 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  steps 
before  the  prorogation  of  Parliament  to 
relieve  the  distresses  which  now  existed  to 
so  great  an  extent  in  the  manufacturing 
districts,  and  indeed  in  every  part  of  the 
country.  In  what  he  did  on  this  subject 
he  confessed  that  he  was  actuated  in  a 
great  degree  by  hostility  to  the  present 
state  of  the  Com -laws.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  so,  and  he  thought  that 
the  Government  ought  either  to  do  some- 


thing on  behalf  of  the  suffering  people  of 
this  country,  or  that  her  Majesly^s  Mioii- 
ters  should  give  some  reason  why  they 
abstained  from  adopting  some  measure, 
and  they  might  do  this  without  express- 
ing any  opinion  whatever  on  the  existing 
CornJaw.  The  motion  which  he  was 
about  to  make  called  for  an  account  of  the 
quantities  of  corn  admitted  into  this  coon- 
try  under  the  acts  of  Parliament  passed  io 
the  years  1825  and  1826 — measures  which 
had  been  introduced  by  the  Government 
of  that  time,  in  a  state  of  things  very  like 
that  which  now  existed,  except  that  the 
distress  of  the  country  at  the  present  time 
was  very  much  greater  than  any  which  then 
prevailed.  Those  measures,  which  were  the 
acts  of  the  7th  Geor^ce  4th,  c.  70,  and  the 
7th  George  4th,  c.  71,  were  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  relieving  the  existing  dis- 
tress. At  the  present  time  the  existence 
of  distress  could  not  be  denied,  and  snrely 
this  was  a  time,  too,  when  some  steps 
should  be  taken  towards  securing  the  same 
object.  Their  Lordships,  he  was  sure, 
were  not  aware  of  the  extent  of  the  dis- 
tress which  prevailed  in  various  parts  of 
the  country — they  could  scarcely  conceive 
the  misery  which  existed.  In  Manchester, 
arrangements  had  been  made  by  benevolent 
individuals,  by  which  soup  was  distributed 
to  the  poor.  The  kitchens  at  which  this 
distribution  was  made,  were  opened  as 
early  as  eight  o'clock  in  the  morning,  hot 
so  eager  were  the  poor  creatures,  the  reci- 
pients of  this  bounty,  to  secure  their 
share,  that  they  were  in  the  habit  of 
assembling  at  the  doors  at  the  hour  of 
three  in  the  morning,  in  order  to  be  sure 
to  obtain  the  supply.  An  amount  of  not 
less,  he  believed,  than  16,000  quarts 
weekly,  was  distributed  by  these  estab- 
lishments ;  but  he  was  informed  that  the 
supply  was  still  inadequate  to  meet  the 
demand.  This  was  a  statement  which 
rested  upon  no  mere  assertion  of  any 
Anti-Corn-law  journal,  but  had  been  com- 
municated to  him  in  a  letter  from  the 
Dean  of  Manchester ;  and  though  the  fact 
had  been  since  stated  in  one  of  those 
papers,  it  had  originally  reached  him 
through  the  source,  which  he  had  referred 
to.  In  Sheffield,  the  distress  which  ex- 
isted was  of  a  still  more  painful  nature, 
and  he  had  been  furnished  with  papers 
containing  information  which  would  fally 
establish  the  suggestion  which  he  had 
made.    These  papers  were  as  follows  :— 
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Holei.-  There  Is  a  part  of  the  building  set  aside  for  re 
celving  the  dcatitnte  every  nlgbt.  In  the  former  part  of  Ihe 
time  firw  or  no  applications  were  made,  now  a  great  many 
every  night,  forty  to  flfty. 

At  present  there  are  opwards  of  2,000  houses  standing 

:Re  diflkrent  trade  fonds  are  all  exhausted. 
Crime  has  Increased  so  mucb,  that  the  sessions  are  now 
bild  twke,  instead  of  onoe  a  (|uaiter,as  before. 

He  had  dwelt  thus  long  upon  this  case,  iu 
order  to  bring  the  fact  of  the  existence  of 
distress  distinctly  under  their  Lordships' 
notice^  and  also  to  found  on  it  an  applica. 
tion  to  her  Majesty's  Gofernment  to  do 
something,  before  the  close  of  the  Session, 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor.  For  that  appli- 
cation an  example  was  afforded  in  the 
year  1826.  In  that  year,  Lord  Liverpool 
was  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was 

VOL.LXin.    {2£I} 


Secretary  of  State;  the  noble  Duke  was 
Master-General  of  the  Ordnance,  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. In  the  course  of  that  year, 
measures  were  introduced  into  the  House 
of  Commons  for  the  alteration  of  the  Corn- 
laws  by  Mr.  Whitmore,  which  were  neg-a- 
tived  by  a  large  majority.  There  had  been 
some  notion  held  out  that  in  the  Session 
of  that  year  there  would  be  a  revision  of 
the  Corn-law ;  but  in  consequence,  as  he 
apprehended,  of  the  money-panic  in  the 
winter  of  1825-6»  it  was  thought  by  the 
Government  that  the  time  was  not  an  ad- 
vantageous one  to  open  thetquestion.  It 
was  not  denied  by  them  that  some  alter- 
ation in  the  law  was  necessary,  but  it  was 
said  that  that  was  not  a  favourable  time  to 
effect  such  an  alteration.  In  a  fortnight 
or  three  weeks  after  this  motion,  such  was 
the  nature  of  the  distress  that  the  Govern- 
ment deemed  some  measure  for  its  relief 
to  be  essential.  When  that  measure  waa 
first  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  was  brought  forward  by  Mr.  Can- 
ning, and  he  described  the  state  of  the 
country  to  be  such  as  to  prevent  his  bring- 
ing forward  any  measure  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Corn-laws.  He  spoke  of  it  as  being 
**  a  time  of  the  greatest  distress,  of  the  ut- 
most excitement,  and  of  extreme  anxiety,'^ 
and  these  were  reasons  which  he  had  given 
for  abstaining  from  moving  for  a  revision 
of  the  Corn-laws.    Mr.  Canning  said — 

**  For  three  weeks  before  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridgnorth  made  his  motioD,  there  had 
been  a  gradual  iuclination  to  a  rise  in  price ; 
for  three  weeks  since  there  had  been  the  same ; 
so  that  for  six  weeks — with  the  exception,  he 
believed,  of  the  last  few  days,  when  they  could 
mark  a  slight  decline — a  constant  tendency  to 
rise  had  been  visible  in  the  corn-market;  and 
that  rise  had  been  accompanied  by  a  state  of 
terror  and  alarm,  which,  although  he  did  not 
mean  to  make  any  prophecies  of  famine,  in- 
dicated an  approach  to  a  state  which  no  man 
could  contemplate  with  satisfaction." 

Now  what  were  the  measures  which  had 
been  introduced  ?  They  were  two  short 
acts  which  were  brought  in  and  passed  in 
the  month  of  May.  'Hie  one  was  to  enable 
the  holders  of  corn  in  bond  to  take  a  cer- 
tain quantity  of  corn  out  of  bond,  on  pay- 
ment of  certain  duties,  within  a  certain 
time.  The  state  of  the  law  at  that  time  was 
this: — the  act  of  1815  was  then  in  force, 
which  prohibited  the  admission  of  com 
until  the  average  price  had  risen  to  80^., 
and  had  continued  at  that  price  for  three 
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months ;  but  this  act  had  been  in  some 
degree  qualified  by  an  aet  of  1822,  which 
enacted  that  vthen  once  corn  had  risen  to 
80<.  it  might  be  admitted,  and  that  from 
that  time  forward  it  should  be  admissible 
at  70s.,  on  payment  of  a  duty  of  12«.  In 
1825  there  had  been  an  act  passed  similar 
to  the  first  of  those  passed  in  1826,  for  the 
admission  of  bonded  corn  on  paying  the 
duty  of  10s.;  but  the  statute  of  the  year 
1826,  cap.  70,  was  an  act  enabling  certain 
parties  to  introduce  corn,  to  the  extent  of 
one-half  of  the  amount  which  they  had  in 
bond,  at  a  duty  of  l^t.^  between  the  Slst 
of  May  and  the  1st  of  July  of  the  same 
year;  and  alao  enabling  parties  to  intro- 
duce an  amount  of  wheat  to  the  same  ex- 
tent as  that  first  introduced,  between  the 
1st  July  and  the  16th  August  in  the  same 
year,  at  the  same  rate  of  duty.  The  other 
bill  was  an  authority  to  his  Majesty  by 
advice  of  the  Privy  Council,  to  admit  any 
quantity  of  wheat  not  exceeding  500,000 
quarters,  after  the  prorogation  of  the  then 
Session  of  Parliament,  and  before  a  cer. 
tain  time  in  the  following  year,  at  any 
duty  which  might  be  determined  on,  not 
exceeding  12s.  This  was  done  at  a  time 
when  distress  existed  to  a  great  extent, 
and  with  a  view  of  relieving  that  dis- 
tress. What  he  wanted  to  know  was, 
whether  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  many 
of  whom  were  persons  who  had  intro- 
duced these  measures,  and  had  supported 
them  with  zeal,  whether  they  had  any  in- 
tention, seeing  that  the  distress  was  of  the 
same  sort,  to  introduce  that  or  any  other 
measures  for  relieving  distress.  There 
were  many  circumstances  of  great  simi- 
larity between  the  distresses  of  that  and 
the  present  time,  and  also  of  great  dissi- 
milarity. The  House  of  Commons  of  that 
time  had  refused  to  interfere  with  the  then 
existing  Corn-law  ;  in  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, changes  had  been  made — changes 
which,  in  his  view  of  the  subject,  only 
strengthened  the  necessity  for  some  new 
measures  to  be  taken,  and  for  this  reason, 
that  the  new  Com^Uws  had  not  produced 
any  relief  whatever.  From  the  moment 
that  Corn-law  had  passed,  the  price  of 
corn  had  been  rising,  and  the  duty  had 
certainly  fallen  to  lis.  The  duty  under 
the  old  law  would  have  been  22s.,  and 
that  would  have  been  a  prohibitory  amount; 
but  the  new  law  had  effected  no  improve- 
ment in  this  case,  for  whether  the  duty 
was  22s.  or  lis.,  it  was  equally  efficacious 
in  preventing  the  introduction  of  foreign 


corn.      Any  argument^  thereibre^  whieh 

might  be  raised  upon  the  circanurtance, 
that  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliameot 
the  Corn.law  had  been  changed,  but  that 
in  1826,  it  had  not  been  changed,  was 
fully  met  by  the  answer  that  the  altera- 
tion had  produced  no  beneficial  effect. 
The  noble  Lord  went  into  the  details  of 
numerous  returns,  which  showed,  that 
wages  did  not  rise  with  the  price  of 
bread,  but  that  on  the  contrary,  in  the 
years  in  which  bread  was  dear,  wages 
were  low,  and  in  the  years  1834  and 
1835,  when  bread  was  cheap,  wages 
were  high.  He  argued,  that  from  simi- 
lar returns,  he  was  justified  in  stating, 
that  crime  increased  as  the  price  of  bread 
increased,  and  on  these  grounds,  he  con- 
tended, that  some  provision  for  the  wants 
of  the  people  was  requisite.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving,  for  a 

"  Return  of  the  quantities  of  com  entered 
for  home  consumption  (if  any)  under  the  pro- 
visions  of  the  7th  Geo.  4tb,  c.  70 ;  and  also,  a 
return  of  all  foreign  corn  admitted  for  home 
consumption  by  any  order  or  orders  issued  hy 
his  late  Majesty  George  4th,  by  and  with  the 
advice  of  his  Privy  Council,  under  the  provi- 
sions  of  the  7th  Geo  4thy  c.  71.** 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  had  do  objec- 
tion to  the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl,  who, 
in  introducing  that  motion  to  the  Hoiiae, 
had  taken  the  opportunity  to  put  two 
questions  as  well  as  to  make  a  speech.  In 
answer  to  those  two  questions,  all  he  could 
say  was,  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  any 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  introduce  any  measure  of  this  sort  to 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.  It  was 
very  true,  that  the  distress  of  the  country 
was  very  great,  but  a  variety  of  measures 
had  been  introduced,  and  were  now  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  which  he 
hoped  would  tend  to  relieve  the  commer- 
cial and  manufacturing  interests  of  the 
country,  the  result  of  which  must  be,  the 
relief  of  the  existing  distresses,  because  it 
was  thought,  that  those  distresses,  parti- 
cularly in  so  far  as  they  concerned  our 
commerce  and  manufactures,  had  pro- 
ceeded entirely  from  the  oppressed  condi- 
tion of  that  department  of  trade.  He 
would  not  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the 
questions  referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  or 
detain  the  House  by  a  consideration  nf 
what  had  passed  in  the  years  1826  and 
1826.  He  did  not  at  all  object  to  the 
noble  EarFs  bringing  forward  and  dis- 
cussing these  topic^feig  Jb«?  thought  proper 
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to  do  io»  on  a  motion  for  the  production 
of  accoants  of  corn  under  certain  acta  of 
Parliament  which  were  passed  in  those 
years;  and  if  he  thought  fit  to  do  so, 
it  was  natural  enough  that  he  should  ad- 
vert to  the  then  existing  state  of  things. 
But  these  acts  of  Parliament  had  been 
passed  for  temporary  purposes.  The  re- 
vision of  the  Corn-laws  had  been  post- 
poned, and,  in  point  of  fact,  the  revision  of 
the  Corn-laws  did  not  actually  take  pluce 
until  1827.  At  the  time  when  these  acts 
were  paued,  the  law  required  the  corn  to 
be  held  in  bond  until  the  price  came  to 
70s.,  and  these  two  acts  were  passed,  in 
order  to  enable  holders  of  corn  in  bond  to 
introduce  their  com  into  the  country  at  a 
low  rate  of  duty*  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  would  be  right  again  to  ntroduce 
such  measures,  nor  did  he  know  whether 
any  others  besides  the  noble  Earl  thought 
so ;  but  the  noble  Earl  might  introduce  a 
bill  to  renew  such  powers,  if  he  thought 
proper,  and  the  Government  and  Parlia- 
ment would  give  it  their  best  consideration. 
The  noble  Earl  might  also,  if  he  thought 
proper,  introduce  a  bill  for  the  repeal  of 
the  act  paased  during  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament ;  but  all  he  could  say  for 
himself  was,  that  he  had  no  intention  to 
introduce  any  such  measures  as  the  noble 
Earl  had  contemplated. 

Lord  Kitmaird  very  much  regretted  to 
hear  the  noble  Duke  say,  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  to  introduce  a  measure  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  motion  of  his  noble  Friend. 
This  was  the  second  time  the  noble  Duke 
had  told  them  that  they  must  wait,  and  it 
was  hard,  indeed,  for  the  people,  in  the 
state  of  misery  to  which  they  were  re- 
duced, to  receive  such  an  answer  to  their 
demands.  What  his  noble  Friend  had 
said  respecting  Sheffield,  he  was  able  fully 
to  confirm  by  a  letter  he  had  received 
from  a  most  respectable  manufacturer, 
which  stated  that  the  writer  formerly 
employed  700  people,  but  now  only 
tiOO,  and  those  he  did  not  expect  to 
continue  for  two  months  longer.  The 
same  manufacturer's  correspondents  in 
America  had  informed  him  that  if  they 
were  allowed  to  send  meal  to  this  country, 
they  would  take  his  goods  in  return ;  and 
they  urged  him  to  come  over  to  them  with 
bis  best  hands,  and  no  longer  reside  in  a 
land  where  such  laws  prevailed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Lord  Kinnaird  moved  for 

*'  Copies  of  the  instructions  given  or  sent  to 
Mr.  Commissary  Twisselton  and  to  Mr.  Com- 
missary-general Ramsay,  and  to  state  if  they 
were  communicated  to  the  magistrates  of  Pais- 
ley, to  Sir  William  Napter,  bart.,  to  Mr.  Sheriff 
Robertson,  or  Mr.  Sheriff  Substitute  Campbell, 
or  to  the  magistrates  of  Renfrewshire ;  as  also 
copies  uf  any  replies  or  remonstrances  against 
the  instructions  sent  to,  or  orders  issued  by, 
the  aforesaid  commissioner  and  commissary,  or 
by  any  of  the  authorities  before  named,  re- 
specting  the  food  and  treatment  of  the  unem- 
ployed and  destitute.  Also  copies  of  any  re- 
ports which  may  have  been  made  by  one  or 
mors  medical  men  attached  to  the  military 
force  quartered  at  Glasgow,  or  other  profes- 
sional gentlemen  from  a  distance  to  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Twisselton,  or  any  of  the  above- 
named  authorities,  and  specifying  to  which  (if 
to  any),  respecting  the  health  of  the  destitute 
and  unemployed  in  Paislev.  And  also  the 
amount  of  funds  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Mr. 
Commissioner  Twisselton,  or  the  source  from 
whence  these  have  been  derived." 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  cer- 
tain persons  had  been  sent  down  by  Qo- 
vernment  to  make  inquiries  into  the  state 
of  distress  at  Paisley,  who  had  also  been 
employed  under  the  directions  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  to  dispose  of  certain  funds, 
not  public  money»  but  money  contributed 
by  her  Majesty,  and  derived  from  other 
sources.  The  directions  were  not  official, 
but  private  and  con6dential,  and  the  re- 
ports made  by  the  persons  employed  were 
precisely  of  the  same  character.  He  ob- 
jected, therefore,  to  the  productions  either 
of  the  directions  or  of  the  reports. 

Lord  Kinnaird  observed,  that  com- 
plaints had  been  made  respecting  the  dis. 
tribution  of  a  second  fund  raised  for  the 
relief  of  distress.  The  collection  had  been 
made  in  the  county,  and  the  objection 
was,  that  the  money  thus  obtained  had 
not  been  distributed,  as  was  intended  by 
the  donors,  in  the  villages  round  Paisley, 
but  merely  in  the  town.  Perhaps,  how- 
ever, the  facts  would  come  better  before 
the  House  in  the  shape  of  a  petition. 

Lord  Wharncliffe  remarked,  that  the 
commissioners  had  found  that  the  fund 
first  subscribed  had  been  improperly  dis- 
tributed. They,  therefore,  distributed  the 
second  fund  on  an  entirely  different  prin- 
ciple. It  was  true  that  no  public  money 
bad  been  applied  to  this  purpose,  but  in 
order  that  no  mistake  might  arise  he 
would  mention  that  500/.  bad  been  ad 
vanced  from  the  civil  contingencies,  which 
.am  w«  repaid  ^the^coi^a^^^f^ 
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eight  hours.     All  the  commissiooers  had 
done  was  to  see  that  the  second  tubscrip- 
tion  was  properly  distributed. 
Motion  withdrawn.  * 

State  op  Syria.]    Lord  Howden^  see- 
ing^ the  noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
in  his  place,  wished  to  ask  whether  the 
official  reports  received  from  the  British 
consular  authorities  in  Syria  agreed  with 
the  private,  but  very  authentic  accounts 
obtained  by  the  last  Mediterranean  mail, 
describing^  that  country  as  rapidly  sinking 
into  a  state  of  anarchy  and  disorganization  t 
He  did  not  intend  to  make  any  motion  on 
the  subject,  for  he  was  fully  aware  that 
this  was  not  the  most  convenient  time  to 
enter  into  an  examination  of  a  course  of 
policy,  involving  false  promises  and  mis- 
taken inductions,  which  he  thought  had 
led  to  the  very  unsatisfactory  condition  of 
a   small   but    important   portion    of   the 
Turkish  dominions.   Neither  would  he  take 
up  their  Lordships'  time  by  recapitulating 
a  great  deal  of  strange  diplomacy,  already 
known  from  the  papers  upon  the  Table,  but 
he  would  merely  say  that  it  was  his  decided 
conviction  that  the  influence  of  Great  Bri- 
tain in  the  East  might  be  maintained,  and 
her  interest  protected  without  a  constant 
manifestation  of  outward  distiust  of  one 
power,  and  of  petty  and  splenetic  petulance 
towards  another*    He  entreated  Ministers 
not  to  consider  the  affairs  of  Syria  below 
their  attention.     He  had  been  in  all  parts 
of  that  country,  and  he  knew  from  the 
temper  of  that  mixed  and  most  heteroge- 
nous population,  and  from  the  pressure  of 
the  only  strong  hand  which  could  restrain 
its  being  taken  away,  that  it  would  require 
unceasing  care  and  vigilance  to  prevent 
that  corner  of  the  Mediterranean   from 
being  (he  cause,  if  not  of  war,  of  serious 
disquietude.    The  result  might   be   that 
complication  of  interests,  jealousies,  and 
apprehensions,  the  prolific  source  of  heart- 
burnings and    irritation,  known   by  the 
name  of  an  eastern  question. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  regretted  that  he 
had  been  absent  the  day  before  yesterday, 
when  the  noble  Lord  adverted  to  the  sub- 
ject; had  he  known  that  such  was  the 
noble  Lord's  intention  he  would  not  have 
failed  to  be  in  his  place.  The  noble  Lord 
desired  to  be  informed  whether  the  official 
reports  from  the  consular  agents  of  this 
country  in  Syria  confirmed  the  statements 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  received  of 
anarchy  and  disorganization  in  that  pro 


vince.    He  thought  that  the  late  official 
advices  had  certainly  less  of  that  character 
than  some  time  ago.    He  by  no  means 
intended  to  say  that  there  was  not  macfa 
in  the  government  of  Syria — as,  indeed,  in 
the  governments  of  the  other  provinces  of 
the  Turkish  empire — which  called  for  re- 
gret and  disapprobation;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  became  a  very  serious  question 
how  far  Great  Britain  could  interfere,  jus* 
tifiably,  with  any  regard  whatever  to  the 
independence  of  the  Turkish  government 
He  apprehended  that  when  the  allies  un« 
dertook  to  liberate  Syria  from  the  dominion 
of  Mebemet  Ali,  and  to  restore  it  to  its 
lawful  monarch,  they  did  not  undertake  to 
govern  the  province  for  the  Sultan,  or  to 
do  anything  incompatible  with  his  sove- 
reignty.    But  undoubtedly  the  changes  in 
Syria  had  been  effected  partly  by  promises 
made  by  British  agents  on  behalf  of  the 
Sultan.    This  country,  therefore,  in  mere 
good  faith,  was  called  upon  to  see  to  the 
execution  of  these  undertakings.    To  a 
certain  degree,  therefore,  interference  be- 
came  inevitable ;  but  he  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  that  interference  had  taken 
place  not  onl^on  the  part  of  this  country^ 
but  on  the  part  of  all  the  five  powers  who 
had  taken  an  interest  in  the  affairs  of  the 
East.    He  was  not  aware  to  what  the  noUe 
Lord  had  alluded  when  he  employed  cer- 
tain stinging  epithets — whether  he  meant 
to  apply  them  to  one  power  or  to  two ;  but 
he  could  state  distinctly,  that  there  existed 
the  most  entire  concert  between  the  five 
powers  who  had  ministers  at  Constanti- 
nople in  the  councils  they  had  given  to  the 
Turkish  government.   The  British  Govern- 
ment would  take  care  not  to  neglect  the 
great  duty  which  fell  upon  it,  to  see  that 
the  whole  population  of  Syria,  but  parti- 
cularly the  Christian  population,  enjoyed 
those  privileges  which  had  been  promised 
to  them  under  our  auspices.    The  British 
Government  would  ateo  take  care  that  the 
promised  relief  from  taxation  was  afforded ; 
and  in  that  respect  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  Turkish  government  had  fulfilled 
its  undertaking — the  relief  from  taxation 
had\  been  as  great  as  had  been  promised. 
He  trusted  that  the  administration  of  the 
province  would  be  carried  on  in  future  in 
the  same  spirit;  something  had  been  al- 
ready done — not  all  that  could  be  desired, 
or  that  which  the  allies  were  endeavouring 
to  obtain,  but  he  assured  the  noble  Lord 
that  neither  the  attention  of  this  Govern- 
menty  nor  of  the  representatives  of  other 
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powers,  had  slept  with  reference  to  the 
affairs  of  Svria.    He  might  rely  upon  it 
that  all  would  be  accomplished  that  could 
be  justifiably  attempted. 
Their  Lordships  adjourned. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
ThuTMday^  June  16,  1842. 

MuruTHLl  Nbw  If  muB.  John  Quinoey  Hanis,  Biq., 
Itar  NciraMttamndar-LyiiM. 

BiUA    PhMc^I*-  Bribery  at  EkctJoDs  (No.  S). 
JbpOTAd^— AacMed  Turn. 

jViiwle^—1*'  MamMi^  Bitate  I  Bieirood  School  Eitate. 
hfporttd^ — Dean  Foiwt  Poort  Briavdli  Small  Debti. 
3*-  andpawBdt  Sudbury  ImprorenienL 

Parrnoira  Prmbhtw}.  By  Mr.  Etwall,  fkom  Andovcr, 
and  WeybiU,  fbr  ttie  Re|iealor  Attention  of  the  Poo^ 
law  Amendment  Act.^By  Star  John  Hanmer»  ftom 
Kingrtonmpon-Hall,  agaimt  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
BUU— From  Teston  and  Nettlertead,  Kingitan,  Olai«ow, 
Brampton,  Tonbrldfe,  and  other  placei,  againit  Railway 
Travelling  on  Sundayi.— From  Headington,  for  placing 
Charitable  Lunatic  Aaylums  on  the  lame  footing  as 
County  Lunatic  Asyhnu.— By  Mr.  BroCbcnon,  fkom  the 
Memben  of  the  Peace  Pseienration  Society,  for  the  Dis- 
oontinuanoe  ofthe  Wars  in  Chhu  and  Afl^haniatan.  —By 
Mr.  T.  Dunoombe,  fkom  North  Shields,  fiir  Alteration  of 
the  oC  Law  of  Landloid  and  Tenant  in  Ireland.—  By 
Mr.  T.  Dunoombe,  and  Mr.  Byng,  flrom  FInsbury,  and 
the  Ward  of  Farrlngdon,  for  the  Redemption  of  the  ToDs 
on  the  Metropolitan  BridgeB.^By  Mr.  Mitcalf,  fkom 
Tynemouth,  fbr  seeuilng  to  Seamen  their  Wageh — By 
Mr.  H.  Berkeley,  fkom  Bristol,  fbr  the  Abolition  of 
Church-rates.— By  Mr.  Thorftdy,  ftom  Ormskirk,  for  the 
Reduction  of  the  Duty  on  Sugar.— By  Captain  Peebell, 
fkom  William  Smith,  fbr  Inquiry  into  the  Eastbourne 
Unkm.— Ftom  Droitwich,  for  Rating  the  Owners  of 
Small  Tenements  to  tiie  POosir-From  Kilworth,  against 
Vlacii«  MadiMl  ChaiitieB  (iMland),  under  ttiePoor-biw 
romwisskimiii  Finn  I.imerifk,  ^gunst  the  Fishcriet 
(Iiebmd)  BilL 

Belfast  Election.]  Mr.  O'Connell 
moved*  that  the  following;  be  the  select 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  Belfast  elec- 
tion proceedings :— Mr.  O'Connell*  Mr. 
Sbawy  Mr.  Beckett  Denison,  Mr.  Cripps^ 
Mr.  East,  Mr.  Liddell,  Mr.  EUice,  jun., 
Mr.  Protheroe,  and  Sir  Benjamin  Hall. — 
Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Sir  JR.  IngJu  would  not  trouble  the 
House  to  difide  on  that  question,  but  he 
mutt  protest  against  such  a  proceeding 
as  the  present.  When  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
and  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
party  opposite,  agreed  upon  any  course. 
It  was  quite  useless  to  oppose  them. 

Mr.  Darby  wished  to  know,  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  inquiry  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  wished  to  institute 
under  his  motion.  Did  he  intend  that  it 
should  be  limited  to  the  distinct  cases  of 
bribery  which  it  was  alleged  led  to  the 
compromise  ? 

Mr«  OKkumtt  wished  to  follow  as  ex« 


actly  as  possible  the  precedent  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  The  period 
of  the  Session  was  later  for  inquiry  than 
he  could  have  wished ;  but  he  hoped,  that 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  take  the 
order  now. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  after  the  direct 
allusion,  that  had  been  again  made  to  bim 
by  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  must  ask  hon. 
Members  to  excuse  him  for  adhering  to 
his  individual  opinion.  He  did  not  wish 
to  exercise  the  influence  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  question,  or  any  personal  in- 
fluence as  the  leader  of  a  party  ;  and  he 
had  not  asked  any  one  to  vote  with  him 
on  this  or  the  other  questions  touching 
election  matters ;  but  he  claimed  the  right 
of  voting  on  this  and  other  questions  in  an 
independent  way.  He  thought,  after  the 
statements  made  to  that  House,  that  it 
was  bound  to  inquire  into  those  cases  in 
which  there  was  an  appearance  of  com- 
promise; and  also  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  bribery  had  prevailed,  in  the  last 
election,  in  those  places  in  which  it  was 
alleged  compromises  had  taken  place.  It 
was  bis  deliberate  opinion,  that  it  would 
not  be  very  creditable  to  the  character  and 
reputation  of  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
stand  up  against  inquiry  on  a  mere  tech- 
nical objection.  He  wished  to  have 
the  House  of  Commons  remain  as  it 
was  at  present  constituted,  and,  with  the 
view  to  uphold  its  character,  he  was 
anxious  to  put  a  stop  to  these  compro- 
mises. If  the  House  of  Commons  wished 
to  appear  before  the  country  as  sincerely 
opposed  to  the  practice  of  bribery,  it  must 
adopt  such  a  course  as  was  proposed,  and 
if  it  did  not  take  such  a  step,  its  charac- 
ter must  be  impaired  in  the  estimation  of 
the  country.  If  parties  said  on  one  side, 
that  we  will  protect  those  who  act  with 
us,  and  if  those  on  the  other  side  were 
equally  disposed  to  support  their  adher- 
ents in  such  practices,  the  character  of  the 
House  must  be  lowered  in  the  estimation 
of  the  country.  For  his  own  part,  he  ne- 
ver would  act  with  the  appearance  even  of 
a  partisan,  when  parties  were  accused  of 
bribery,  or  of  a  corrupt  compromise.  In 
such  a  case,  he  never  would  suffer  his 
conduct  to  be  influenced  by  party  consi- 
derations. He  gave  this  public  notice  (and 
he  did  not  say,  that  bribery  had,  or  had 
not  taken  place,  in  this,  or  some  of  the 
other  cases — ^he  did  not  know  whether 
that  was  the  case  or  not)^that  he  would 
not  ^le  the  inflaence  of  party  to  oppose 
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inquiry  into  those  cases  which  had  oc- 
curred at  the  last  election,  and  where  it 
appeared  there  was  a  primd  facie  case  of 
bribery.  He  was  satisfied,  that  if  such 
inquiries  were  refused,  it  would  tend  to 
lessen  the  influence  and  reputation  of  the 
House  of  Commons  throughout  the  coun- 
try. If  any  parties  were  guilty  of  bribery, 
they  must  take  the  consequences,  and  be 
gave  notice,  that  he  would  not  exercise 
the  influence  of  ofiice  to  protect  them. 

Sir  R.  IngUs  observed,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  mistaken  what  he  had 
said.  He  did  not  insinuate,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  used  the  influence  of 
Government  in  support  of  the  motion. 
What  he  said  was,  that  when  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
concurred  in  any  one  subject,  it  was  vain 
to  divide  the  House  against  them. 

Motion  agreed  to. — Committee  nomi- 
nated. 

Mr.  0*Connell  wished  to  know  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  his  pro- 
ceeding with  the  bill  to  indemnify  the  wit- 
nesses to  be  examined  before  this  com- 
mittee. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  that  it  would  be 
better  unless  in  case  of  absolute  necessity, 
not  to  bring  forward  bills  of  Ibis  kind. 
He  thought,  as  he  stated  yesterday,  that 
it  was  desirable  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  rely,  in  the  first  instance, 
upon  its  own  constitutional  powers.  If 
those  powers  were  found  to  be  iosuflicient 
it  would  be  time  to  make  alterations.  He 
doubted  the  policy  of  resorting  to  the 
assistance  of  the  other  House  for  such  bills 
as  the  present,  as  it  might  hold  out  an 
inducement  to  witnesses  to  doubt  the 
power  of  the  House  to  compel  answers  to 
questions.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  at  present, 
unless  on  very  strong  grounds,  ask  for 
this  bill. 

Mr,  O'Connell  said,  that  he  concomd 
m  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  had  been  apprehensive, 
from  what  bad  formerly  passed,  that  their 
present  powers  were  insufficient,  but  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, he  woukl  withdraw  his  motion. 

Chctrch  Extehsion.j  Mr.  Haw€$ 
had  understood  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  to 
say  at  the  commencement  of  the  Session, 
that  he  intended  to  bring  the  question  of 
Church  Extension  under  tbeconstdontioa 


of  the  House  during  the  present  Stsaion* 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet still  intended  to  do  so,  and  if  he  did 
at  what  period  he  would  make  his  motion* 

Sir  R.  IngUt  said,  it  was  his  intention 
— his  fixed  intention — to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  subject  of  Church 
Extension.  If  be  might  be  permitted  to 
add  one  word  in  reply  to  the  question,  it 
was  this,  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  would  promise  him  his  support, 
he  would  then  take  his  counsel  as  to  tbe 
time  and  manner  of  bringing  the  subject 
forward,  otherwise,  he  must  be  allowed  to 
bring  it  forward  at  that  time,  and  in  that 
manner  which  he  should  think  best. 

Mr.  Hawet  did  not  understand  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  state  whether  be  iniended 
to  bring  the  matter  forward  before  the  end 
of  the  Session. 

Sir  R,  Inglii  said,  it  was  his  fixed  in- 
tention to  bring  the  subject  forward  before 
tbe  close  of  tbe  Session, 

SOUTHAMPTOV    ELECTION.]      Ou    tbe 

motion  of  Mr.  W.  O.  Stanley  the  report 
of  the  Southampton  election  committee 
was  read  as  follows : — 

**  That  James  Bruce,  Esq.,  commonly  called 
Lord  Bruce  (now  Earl  of  Elgin),  and  Charles 
Cecil  Martyn,  Esq.,  were  not  duly  elected 
burgesses  to  serve  in  this  present  Piirliamept 
for  the  town  and  county  of  the  town  of  South- 
amption. 

"  That  the  last  election  of  burgesses  to  $erve 
in  Parliament  for  the  said  town  and  county  of 
the  town  was  a  void  election. 

'*  And  the  said  determinations  were  ordered 
to  be  entered  in  the  journals  of  this  House. 

**  Hoase  also  acquainted,  that  die  oommittee 
had  come  to  the  following  resolutions  t 

**  That  James  Bruce,  1^.,  commonly  called 
Lord  Bruce,  and  Charles  Cecil  Martyn,  Esq., 
were,  by  their  agents,  guilty  of  bribery  at  tbe 
last  election  for  the  town  and  county  of  the 
town  of  Southampton. 

«  That  Charles  Combe  CaUaa  vraa  bribed 
with  10/.,  paid  to  his  wife  iat  him ;  that  Joseph 
Wbitmarsh  was  promised  a  bribe  of  20/.,  the 
whole  or  some  portion  of  wbi^  was  after- 
wards paid ;  that  Joseph  Redwards  was  bribed 
with  5/. ;  that  William  Andrews  was  bribed 
with  Sf. ;  and  that  Giles  Paskin  was  bribed 
with  3/. ;  each  of  them  to  rote  for  Lord  Bruce 
and  Mr.  Martyn. 

*<That  it  has  not  been  proved  befbie  the 
committee  that  these  acts  of  bribery  were  corn* 
mitted  with  tbe  knowledge  and  consent  of 
Lord  Bruce  or  Mr.  Martyn. 

'*  That  the  evidence  given  before  the  com- 
mittee relative  to  an  extensive  system  of  treat* 
iog  carried  on  through  the  means  of  lood  asso^ 
eiationsi  Uie  payment  of  laigt  sums  to  duur^ 
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qi^o  and  oolourmen,  many  of  whom  were 
voters,  aod  (be  expenditure  of  a  sum  of  money 
for  the  purposes  of  the  election,  amounting  to 
nearly  5,000/.,  and,  therefore,  far  exceeding 
the  ordinary  legal  charees,  is  deserving  of  the 
serioQs  consideration  of  the  House. 

*^That  (he  committee  feel  they  have  been 
prevented  from  ascertaining  the  exact  mode  in 
which  the  whole  of  thii  money  was  expended, 
by  the  lose  or  destruction  of  the  vouchers  and 
other  documents  connected  with  these  pay- 
ments, especially  in  the  case  of  William  Rouse 
Mabson,  who,  after  having  been  served  with 
the  Speaker's  warrant,  disposed  of  those  iu  his 
possession.*' 

Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley  said,  that  he  could 
not  propose  his  motioa  without  taking 
that  opportunity  of  expressing  his  sense 
of  the  obligations  of  the  House  and  the 
country  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
bead  of  the  Government  for  the  assistance 
he  had  given  towards  raising  the  charac- 
ter of  that  House  by  the  course  he  had 
taken  respecting  the  alleged  cases  of  bri- 
bery and  corruption  at  the  late  elections. 
With  respect  to  the  committee,  he  thought 
that  it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
constituted  as  fairly  as  possible,  and  that 
the  Members  forming  it  should  not  be  in 
any  way  biassed  by  previous  opinions. 
The  hon.  Member  moved  that  a  select 
committee  be  appointed 

"  To  inquire  into  the  special  report  of  the 
select  committee  appoiied  to  try  the  matter  of 
the  petitions  complaining  of  the  last  South- 
ampton election ;  and  to  inquire  into  the  mat- 
tery contained  in  the  several  petitions  herein- 
after  mentioned,  namely,  the  petitions  of  the 
electors  of  Southampton,  presented  on  the  Oth 
day  of  May,  and  the  1st  day  of  June;  the 
petition  of  John  Sadler  Moody  and  other  elec- 
tors of  Southampton,  presented  on  the  1st  day 
of  June  ;  the  petition  of  William  Hooke 
Steere  and  other  electors  of  Southampton,  pre- 
sented on  the  1st  day  of  June ;  the  petition  of 
John  Wren,  presented,  and  printed  with  the 
votes,  on  the  aoth  day  of  May ;  the  petitions 
of  Abraham  Abraham  and  William  Henry 
lAack^,  presented,  and  printed  with  the 
votes,  OQ  the  13th  day  of  June,  and  to  report 
their  opinion  thereupon.'* 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Church-bat£8.1  Sir  John  EcLsilwpe, 
in  rising  to  bring  forward  the  motion  of 
whtcb  he  bad  given  notice,  could  not  abi- 
stain  from  expressing  extreme  regret  and 
•nrprise,  that  the  subject  had  not  been 
undertaken  by  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. His  regret  upon  this  point  was  the 
moie  deep,  bemuse  he  could  not  but  be 
jwniihie  that  the  pmsmit  Government  was 


possessed  of  power  which  enabled  it  to 
execute  its  will,  and  therefore,  that  the 
question  of  Church-rates,  submitted  to 
Parliament  as  a  Ministerial  proposition, 
could  not  fail  of  being  promptly  settled. 
His  surprise,  that  the  subject  had  not 
been  considered  by  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, and  especially  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  was  founded  upon  the  avow* 
als  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  so 
frequently  made  in  former  discussions 
upon  the  question,  which  had  fairly  led 
those  who  deemed  the  matter  of  import- 
ance to  the  religious  peace  of  the  country 
to  conclude,  that  if  was  one  that  would 
engage  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  earnest 
attention  at  the  earliest  moment  when  he 
felt  himself  in  a  situation  to  give  it  a  suc- 
cessful consideration.  It  would  perhaps 
be  in  the  recollection  of  some  Members  of 
the  present  Parliament,  that  when  upon  a 
former  occasion  (upon  the  25th  of  May, 
1835)  it  was  proposed  to  abolish  Church- 
rates,  and  to  provide  a  substitute  for  them, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  said, — 

**  He  would  not  attempt  to  gain  popularity 
at  the  expense  of  the  noble  Lord,  by  conceal- 
ing what  be  had  himself  intended  to  do,  and, 
therefore,  he  would  now  declare  that,  although 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Session  he  should 
have  attempted,  bad  ne  remained  in  office,  to 
effect  an  immediate  settlement  of  Church-rates, 
yet  it  was  bis  intention  to  adopt  the  principle 
of  the  noble  Lord." 

Here,  then,  was  a  distinct  avowal  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  made  in  the  de- 
bate when  the  question  was  brought  before 
the  House  by  tne  present  Lord  Spencer, 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  continuance 
in  office  in  1835,  had  not  been  cut  short, 
it  was  hb  intention  to  have  brought  the 
subject  of  Church-rates  under  the  .consi- 
deration of  Parliament.  To  all  those, 
then,  who  regarded  Church-rates  as  an 
evil  in  themselves — as  oppressive  and  un- 
just upon  the  dissenting  body— and  as  a 
source  of  strife  and  mischief  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  it  was  naturally  a  mat- 
ter of  regret  and  surprise,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  with  all  the  power  to  carry 
out  his  opinions,  and  to  execute  his  will, 
should  have  failed  to  undertake  a  subject 
upon  which  he  expressed  so  strong  and 
decided  an  opinion  in  1835;  and  it  re- 
maiued  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  ex- 
plain for  what  reason  it  was,  that  be 
deemed  the  question  of  less  importance 
now  than  be  considered  it  to  be  at  tho 
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period  to  which  he  (Sir  J.  Easthope)  had 
adverted.  In  the  coarse  of  the  same  de- 
bate, in  May,  1835,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, showing  the  importance  he  then 
attached  to  the  question,  also  said,— 

**  With  respect  to  municipal  corporations,  he 
was  not  about  to  say  a  wonl  on  that  question ; 
but,  without  undervaluing  its  importance,  he 
must  obserre,  that  the  subject  of  (Jhurcb-rates 
did  not  yield  to  it  in  urgency.  So  far  as  any 
question  could  be  important  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  social  harmony,  to  the  promotion  of 
satisfaction  amongst  the  great  body  of  the 
Dissenters^  there  was  not  a  single  question, 
excepting  that  of  the  Irish  Church,  which  so 
much  pressed  for  an  immediate  practical  set- 
tlement  as  this  of  Church-rates.'' 

Again,  in  the  same  debate,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  further  said,  addressing 
himself  particularly  to  the  present  noble 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  :— 

**  And  on  the  subject  of  Church-rates,  surely 
the  noble  Lord,  adhering,  as  he  professed,  to 
his  former  principle,  and  being  in  possession 
of  all  the  tacts  of  the  case,  surely  the  noble 
Lord,  himself  one  of  the  parties  to  the  bill  of 
Lord  Althorp,  and  being  now  perfecUy  able  to 
accomplish  his  object,  surely  he  was  bound  to 
proceed,  and  not  to  leave  unsettled  for  another 
year  a  subject  so  pregnant  with  the  seeds  of 
discord  and  collision.  In  consideration  of  the 
interest  of  the  Church  Establishment — for  the 
satisfaction  of  a  large  body  of  the  people — for 
the  accomplishment  of  their  own  pledges  to 

I>romote  subordination  and  obedience  to  the 
aw — to  suppress  individual  complaints  of 
grievance— surely,  to  accomplish  all  these  ob- 
jects, a  Government  fit  to  be  entrusted  with 
the  management  of  public  affairs  would,  with- 
out delay,  take  this  matter  into  their  own 
bands,  and  not  suffer  the  law  respecting 
Church-rates  to  be  made  a  theme  of  discussion 
in  public  meetings,  and  a  subject  of  resist- 
ance by  parochial  martyrs  for  another  twelve- 
month." 

Thus,  then,  it  would  appear,  that  in 
1835  the  right  bon.  Baronet  pressed  the 
subject  of  Church-rates  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  as  one  that  peremptorily 
claimed  its  attention ;  and  that  it  would 
amount  to  a  dereliction  of  duty  if  the  Mi- 
nistry suffered  it  to  go  on  unadjusted  for 
twelvemonths  longer.  Yet  year  after  year 
it  had  gone  on,  and  still  remained  unsettled. 
It  would  be  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House  if  he  were  to  dwell  upon  the  reasons 
wbich  had  prevented  its  being  set  at  rett. 
The  House  would  not  fail  to  remember^ 
that  repeated  efforts  had  been  made  by 
the  late  Government  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion all  of  which  bad  failed  from  tha  want 


of  adequate  support ;  bat  the  right  hoi^ 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  with  the  power- 
ful majority  whicb  he  possessed  in  botb 
Houses  of  Parliament  would  have  non^  of 
the  diflSculties  to  contend  against  which 
had  baffled  his  predecessors  in  their  endea- 
deavonrs  to  set  the  matter  at  rest.     It  \ 


no  part  of  his  duty  to  attempt  to  defend  any 
of  the  different  courses  that  had  been  taken 
in  reference  to  this  subject.  It  was  not  for 
him  to  say,  whether  the  late  Ministry  had 
done  all  they  might  have  done  to  accom- 
plish a  settlement  of  this  painful,  diffi- 
cult,  and  mischievous  question.  But  be 
thought  it  would  be  felt  by  the  House, 
and — he  said  this  in  no  nnfiriendly  spirit 
— that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  be 
induced  seriously  to  consider  whether  the 
discord,  strife,  and  bitterness,  which  re* 
suited  from  the  still  unsettled  state  of 
the  question  would  not  now  be  charge- 
able upon  his  Government  which  pos- 
sessed the  power  of  removing  the  injustice 
so  generally  admitted  to  exist.  Church- 
rates  had  been  so  repeatedly  declared  by 
all  parties  in  that  House  to  be  a  grievance 
upon  Dissenters,  that  he  should  not  deem 
it  necessary  to  dwell  for  one  moment  upon 
that  point.  It  would  be  in  the  recollec* 
lion  of  the  House,  that  in  1834  a  measure 
upon  the  subject  was  proposed  by  the 
present  Lord  Spencer— that  in  1837  ano- 
ther measure  was  brought  forward  by  the 
present  Lord  Monteagle;  in  both  cases 
the  proposition  for  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates  was  affirmed  by  the  House — in  the 
one  case  by  a  majority  of  1  IS,  in  the  other 
by  a  majority  of  23.  Leading  Mem- 
bers of  every  Oovemmeot  that  had 
existed  for  more  than  the  last  ten  years 
had  made  and  sanctioned  eflTorts  to  remove 
the  grievance  of  Church-rates  and  to  settle 
the  question.  Different  plans  had  been 
brought  forward,  and  whatever  difference 
of  opinion  had  existed  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  substitute  to  be  established  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church, 
all  had  concurred  in  the  point  that  Church- 
rates  were  in  themselves  a  grievance  which 
ought  to  be  abolished.  It  was  felt  by  the 
Dissenters  to  be  a  very  great  hardship  that 
whilst  the  grievance  was  thus  admitted 
and  proclaimed  by  all,  they  should  still  be 
continued  only  because  a  difference  of 
opinion  existed  as  to  the  substitute  to  be 
adopted  in  lieu  of  them*  Lord  Altborp 
had  brought  in  a  measure,  which,  as  a 
substitute,  might  have  been  a  bad  one. 
Lord  Monteagle  bad  brought  in  a  measure^ 
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w^h,  as  a  substitute,  might  also  have 
beeo  deemed  a  bad  one,  but  both  and  all 
agreed  that  the  grievance  was  severe  and 
unjust  upon  Dissenters,  and  that  the  abo- 
lition of  Church-rates  was  important  and 
essential  lo  justice.  With  this  general  ad- 
mission of  the  severity  of  the  grievance, 
it  was  indeed  very  hard  that  it  should  be 
allowed  to  continue  merely  because  there 
was  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  re- 
medy to  be  adopted.  In  the  vear  1837, 
the  expediency  of  legislating  for  an  ad- 
justment of  the  question  of  Church-rates 
was  alluded  to  in  the  speech  from  the 
Throne,  in  the  following  words  :— 

^  We  are  required  to  convey  to  you  his  Ma- 
jesty's desire  that  yon  should  consult  upon 
such  further  measures  as  may  give  increased 
stability  to  the  Established  Churchy  and  pro- 
duce concord  and  good  will.  ** 

In  the  debate  on  the  Address,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session  of  that 
year,  a  general  understanding  prevailed 
that  there  was  to  be  an  abolition  of  Church- 
rates,  and  that  some  substitute  would  be 
sought  and  found  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  fabric  of  the  Church.  In  the  course 
of  the  debate  upon  Lord  Althorp's  mo- 
tion in  1834,  no  individual  Member  of  the 
House  more  strongly  characterised  the 
grievance  of  Church-rates  than  the  noble 
Lord  the  present  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies (Lord  Stanley).  Looking  to  the 
strong  feeling  which  that  noble  Lord  then 
expressed  upon  the  subject,  he  (Sir  J. 
Easthope)  could  not  help  believing  that 
the  nobk  Lord,  with  many  other  Members 
of  the  Government,  must  now  be  sincerely 
desirous  of  terminating  this  irritating  and 
painful  question.  In  tne  debate  of  1834, 
the  noble  Lord  stated  that 

*'  He  was  perfectly  ready  to  admit  that  such 
mainteoance  of  an  Established  Church  ought 
to  be  conducted  upon  principles  and  in  a 
manner  the  least  irritating  and  offensive  to 
other  parties,  both  as  respected  the  amount 
and  the  mode  of  collection.  He  was  equally 
ready  to  acknowledge  that  Church-rates,  as 
they  stood,  formed  to  the  Dissenters  a  serious 
and  substantial  grievance.  '* 

In  the  same  debate,  referring  to  a 
speech  which  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
baronet  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  the  noble  Lord 
also  said : — 

^  Did  his  hon.  Friend  think  that  the  best 
mode  of  advancing  the  true  interests  of  the 
Church  was  by  maintaining  everv  one  of  its 
abuses}  Did  any  man  suppose  that  those  in- 


terests were  to  be  promoted  by  a  profistnation 
of  the  Church  itself  year  after  year— by  a  de- 
secration of  the  House  of  God,  by  a  squabble 
about  Church-rates  at  each  succeeding  Easter?  ** 

He  was  afraid,  the  House  would  feel 
that  he  was  needlessly  tiespassing  upon  its 
attention,  by  bringing  under  its  notice 
sentiments  which  had  been  so  strongly 
expressed ;  but  he  begged  the  House  to 
consider  what  must  be  the  feelings  of  Dis- 
senters— of  those  who  had  submitted  to 
bear  this  oppressive  impost,  when  they  had 
heard  from  the  Throne  an  intimation  that 
their  grievances  should  be  remedied  — 
when  they  had  seen  all  parties  in  that 
House  concurring  in  the  opinion  that 
Church-rates  were  a  heavy  and  severe 
grievance— when,  one  after  another,  they 
had  found  the  leaders  of  parties,  as  well 
as  individual  Members  of  a  more  retir- 
ing caste,  all  agreeing,  and  proclaiming 
Church -rates  to  be  an  impost  that  ought 
not  to  be  borne — a  tax  unfit  for  the  pre- 
sent time,  every  way  injurious  to  the 
Church,  for  whose  benefit  it  was  intended, 
and  utterly  disgraceful  to  the  age  in  which 
it  existed.  Upon  the  point  of  its  being  a 
grievance,  an  unjustifiable  and  unneces- 
sary grievauce,  there  was,  (this  he  thought 
must  be  admitted^  a  combination  of  au- 
thority almost  amounting  to  an  universal 
agreement.  If  he  were  correct  in  that 
statement,  then  it  followed  that  the  griev- 
ance naturally  became  heavier  in  the  esti- 
mation of  those  who  had  to  bear  it.  What 
could  be  harder,  than  to  be  told  that  they 
were  subject  to  a  wrong,  but  that  they 
must  continue  to  endure  it,  because  all  the 
substitutes  proposed  in  lieu  of  it  had  been 
defective — because,  in  the  one  case,  those 
who  were  unfriendly  to  the  rate  did  not 
think  it  right  to  throw  the  burden  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  because,  in 
the  other  case,  the  supporters  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  would  not  agree  to  the 
appropriation  of  funds  belonging  to  the 
Church  to  a  purpose  to  which  they  were 
fairly  and  justly  applicable.  Because 
there  was  disagreement  upon  these  points 
out  of  doors,  because  there  was  no  concur- 
rence in  that  House  as  to  the  character  of 
the  substitute,  did  not  the  grievance  ope- 
rate with  double  hardship  upon  those  who, 
heliring  it  universally  condemned,  were  yet 
compelled  to  endure  it  from  year  to  year  ? 
Whatever  the  difficulty,  whatever  the  dif- 
ference of  opinion  amongst  different  par* 
ties  might  be  as  to  the  nature  of  the  re- 
medy, be  apprehended  that  thero  wu  o€ 
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man  in  the  House  who  would  be  bold 
enough  to  get  up  apd  say,  that  injustice 
should  be  prolonged,  and  unchristian  and 
anti-social  strife  perpetuated,  until  some 
substitute  for  Church-rates  could  be  dis- 
covered to  which^  the  hon.  Baronet|  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir 
R.  Inglis)  could  not  object,  and  against 
which  the  most  ascetic  and  rigid  Dissenter 
could  raise  no  murmur.  No.  A  measure 
essential  to  the  preservation  of  social  peace 
— to  the  true  interests  of  the  Church— to 
the  first  objects  of  religion— to  the  happi- 
ness of  the  people — was  not  to  be  delayed 
because  of  a  difficulty  between  different 
parties  in  the  House  and  the  country  about 
the  substitute  to  be  provided  to  meet  an 
inconsiderable  charge;  He  remembered, 
that  in  the  debate  upon  Lord  Althorp's 
motion  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  stated,  that  he 
thought  the  Dissenters  bore  but  a  very 
inconsiderable  portion  of  the  burden  of 
Church-rates*  Upon  that  occasion,  the 
hon.  Baronet  said, 

^  As  to  the  amount  paid  by  the  Dissenters, 
he  did  not  believe  that  it  could  amount  to  any 
thing  which  could  so  pres^  upon  their  resources 
as  to  be  deemed  a  grievance  on  that  account. 
The  whole  amount  raised  by  Church-rates  in 
England  and  Wales  was  566,0001.  a  year.  He 
would  ask  any  Gentleman  whether  the  Dis- 
senters share  of  this  payment  could  be  esti- 
mated at  more  than  one-twentieth  of  the 
sum  '  He  was  sure,  he  might  safely  say  it  was 
not  more  than  a  fortieth." 

If  that  were  so,  the  sum  chargeable 
upon  the  Dissenters  would  not  exceed 
14,000^  to  15,000/.  a-year.  For  such  a 
sum,  was  it  worth  while  to  perpetuate  a 
grievance  upon  the  consciences  of  Dis- 
senters ?  Could  no  other  means  of  raising 
such  a  sum  be  found?  Was  there  no  other 
source  than  the  pocket  of  the  Dissenter 
A'om  which  this  pittance  towards  the  sup- 
port of  the  fabric  of  the  Church  could  be 
devised  ?  Upon  these  points,  he  appealed 
fo  the  good  sense  and  good  policy  of  the 
House.  As  he  had  already  stated.  Church- 
rates  were  admitted  by  all  parties  to  be  a 
grievance;  the  only  difficulty  was  as  to 
the  remedy.  Now,  he  apprehended  that 
a  strong  Government  like  the  present 
could  not  have  much  difficulty  in  devising 
a  remedy.  He  believed,  that  that  which 
he  should  have  the  honour  to  propose, 
would  be  amply  sufficient  to  meet  the 
difficulty  of  the  case.  If  it  were  not — if 
it  could  be  proved  that  it  ww  not  auffi* 


cient  to  meet  the  difficulty,  he  should  fe 
one  amongst  the  last  who  would  desire  to 
see  the  fabric  of  the  Church  endangered, 
and  one  amongst  the  first  to  prevent,  by 
every  means  in  his  power,  whether  private 
or  public,  that  which  he  should  deem  to 
be  so  great  an  evil,  as  the  decay  of  our 
religious  edifices.  The  measure  he  had 
now  to  offer  to  the  House  proposed,  in  the 
first  place,  to  abolish  Church-rates,  except 
in  so  far  as  related  to  arrears,  or  to  the 
payment  of  debts  or  aums  heretofore  bor- 
rowed, to  which  Church-rates  had  been 
pledged  for  the  repayment.  The  mainte- 
nance of  the  fabric  of  the  Church  he  pio* 
posed  to  meet  in  all  oaaaSf  vrliere 'endow- 
ments or  voluntary  subtcriptiooa  were  not 
sufficient,  by  giving  to  the  churchwardens 
and  the  minister  the  power  of  charging 
and  fixing  rents  on  pewa  in  all  cases,  ex- 
cept where  the  pews  belonged  to  the 
minister,  the  trustees,  churchwardens,  and 
overseers  of  the  poor  for  the  time  being, 
and  all  such  as  were  allotted  as  free  sit- 
tings for  the  use  of  the  poor.  The  griev- 
ance would  thus  be  redressed.  Church- 
rates  would  be  abolished,  and  a  substitute 
established  which,  by  many  who  had 
given  it  a  careful  attention,  was  thought 
would  be  attended  by  many  advantages. 
In  larga  places,  Ghunch-ratea  were  very 
much  upon  the  decline.  It  was  notociotts 
that  most  of  the  large  towns  bad  dispensed 
with  the  necessity  of  levying  them.  la 
one  of  the  largest  parishes  in  the  king- 
dom— the  parish  acyoining  to  that  in 
which  they  were  then  assembled — Church- 
rates  had  not  been  collected  for  years; 
yet  the  fabric  of  its  churches  had  not  de- 
cayed, nor  had  the  comfort  or  convenience 
of  those  who  attended  the  ohurches  been 
in  any  way  curtailed  or  impaired.  If 
Church-rates,  then,  were  not  absolutely 
necessary,  let  them  be  abolished  in  the 
manner  he  proposed.  No  rational  friend 
of  the  estabKahment  could  apprehend 
danger  to  the  fabric  of  tht  Cborcb  by  a 
concession  so  much  in  accordance  wHh 
Christian  charity  and  social  virtue.  There 
could  be  no  danger  of  the  want  of  suffi- 
cient funds  to  sustain  the  Church  in  large 
towns.  The  possibility  of  such  a  danger 
could  only  exist  in  small  and  rural  dis« 
tricts,  and  even  in  snch  places  the  mors 
the  matter  was  investigated,  the  less 
ground  did  there  appear  for  the  apprehen- 
sion of  any  great  difficulty  or  any  real 
danger.  But  supposing,  that  in  some  ic* 
slancesy  some  djflteulty  should  arisst  sliU 
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ht  would  ask|  could  there  be  a  greater 
libel  inflicted  upon  the  members  of  the 
EBtabliahed  Church,   than   to  say,  that 
whilst  Dissenters  found  do  difficulty  not 
only  in  supporting  and  maintaining,  but 
io  rearing  and  completing  the  fabric  of 
the  houses  in  which  they  worshipped,  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church  were 
too  indifferent  to  the  religion  they  pro- 
fessed to  bear  the  eipense  of  sustaining 
the  edifices  in  which  their  religious  ser- 
vices were  performed  ?  There  wss  another 
point  that  ought  not  to  escape  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  and  which  he  remem- 
bered was  much  felt  in  the  debate  upon 
the  question   in    the  year   1835.    Lord 
Althorp  then  stated,  that  whilst  the  sum 
at  that  time  raised  by  Church-rates  might 
be    estimaited    at    something    short    of 
600,0001.  a  year,  it  was  confidently  be- 
lieved, that  only  one-half  of  that  sum  was 
positively  required  for  purposes  essentially 
necessary  to  the  Church  establishment. 
The  noble  Lord^upon  that  occasion,  stated 
the  large  and  extravagant    expenditure 
which  always  attended  the  proceedings 
adopted  by  parish  officers  and  vestries; 
and  it  was  at  that  time  generally  con- 
sidered that  one-half  of  the  sum  then 
raised  by  way  of  Church-rates  would  be 
found  fully    adequate  to  meet   all   the 
charges  to  which  Church-rates  could  be 
properly  applied.    The  House  would  at 
once  perceive  that  this  was  another  source 
ftom  which  anger,  strife,   and  discord, 
would  readily  and  constantly  proceed.    It 
went  to  identify  those  officially  connected 
with  the  sacred  edifice  with  a  system  of 
jobbing,  or  with  a  profligate  wasting  of  the 
money  entrusted  to  their  care  for  the 
uses  of  the  Church.    This  was  not  only 
likely  to  engender  anger  and  strifo,  but 
was  calculated  to  bring  the  established 
religion  itself  Into  contempt.    He  thought 
that  for  a  conaideration  so  uniroportaot  as 
the  aam  which  Dissenters  were  said  to 
coQtribate  towards  the  support   of  the 
Church,  there  were  few  who  would  con- 
sider that  that  trifling  contribution  should 
be  extorted  at  the  cost  of  aacrilegous 
strife,  anti-social  bitterness,  legal   con- 
troversy,  fines   inflcted  on  tender  con- 
sciences generating,  it  might  be,  spurious 
martyrs  for  unholy  objects,  but  certainly 
leading  to  the  imprisonment   of  godly 
men,  who,  sabmitiing  to  the  loss  of  liberty, 
waste  of  property,  and  the  deprivation  of 
fomfly  comfort,  bad  resisted  what  they 
felt  to  be  ft  gvievanoe  in  their  oonacienceSf 


even  though  it  involved  them  in  so  much 
affliction.     Every  one  who  had  attended 
to  the  subject,  and  had  marked  the  mis- 
chiefs resulting  from  (he  present  state  of 
the  law,  could  not  fail  to  ask  **  for  what 
object,  for  what  great  advantage.  Is  this 
state  of  things  continued  V    The  answer 
was  to  be  found  in  the  estimate  made  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  as  to  the  amount  con- 
tributed by  the  Dissenters  to  the  support 
of  the  Established  Church,    All  the  mis- 
chiefs, all  the  miseries   entailed   by  the 
present  law  were  continued  for  the  sake  of 
some  14,000/.  or  15,000/.,  extorted  from 
the  Dissenters  to  sustain  the  fabric  of  the 
Established   Church.      Would  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  say  that  the  advantage  thus  de- 
rived to  the  Church  was  in  any  degree 
equal  to  the  mischiefs  inflicted  upon  so- 
ciety by  the  enforcement  of  this  obnoxious 
impost  ?    Upon  a  former  occasion  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  had  stated  that  he  believed  it  to 
be  a  question  of  property.  How  that  which 
depended  upon  the  will  of  the  individuals 
who  attended  parish  vestries  at  Easter,  and 
upon  the  accident  of  whether  upon  such 
occasions  there  happened  to  be  more  Dis- 
senters or  more  Churchmen  present,  could 
be  deemed  a  legal  charge  upon  property, 
he  was  totally  at  a  loss  to  conceive.   Then 
there  was  the  question  of  ecclesiastical 
pre-eminence ;  it  was  said  that  the  Church 
iiad  the  authority  to  levv  this  rate,  and 
that  it  was  essential  to  its  importance  that 
it  should  exercise  that  authority,  that  it 
should  say  to  those  who  differed  from  it, 
"  We  have  the  power  of  making  you  con- 
tribute to  our  support,  and  we  will  exer- 
cise our  power.      That  doctrine  was  so 
totally  at  variance  with  CTerv  Christian 
and  benevolent  principle,  so  nraught  with 
mischief,  and  so  utteHy  repugnant  to  every 
liberal  and  charitable  feeling,  that  he  could 
no  longer  expect  to  hear  it  advocated 
within  the  walls  of  Parliament.    He  could 
scarcely  imagine  that  there  was  a  single 
individual  in  the  House  who  would  at- 
tempt to  justify  the  continuance  of  Church- 
rates  either  upon  the  ground  of  their  being 
a  charge  upon  property,  or  upon  the  still 
worse,  and  less  tenable  ground,  of  their 
continuance  being  necessary  as  affording 
an  opportunity  for  the  exhibition  of  the 
strength  and  authority  of  the  Church.  He 
felt  that  be  should  best  consult  his  own 
fctliBg.«poa  the  Ml^^|d&A?W*)^P 


1623 


Church'Ratis. 


{COMMONS} 


Churek'Ratet. 


1024 


up  the  time  of  the  House  at  greater 
length.  The  subject  had  been  so  often 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament,  the 
merits  and  demerits  of  the  question  had 
been  so  thoroughly  discussed,  and  he  be- 
lieved were  now  so  thoroughly  understood, 
that  he  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  do 
more  upon  that  occasion  than  at  once  to 
move, — 

''For  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  abolish 
Church-rates  and  to  make  other  provisions  for 
the  maintenance  of  churches  and  chapels  in 
England  and  Wales.*' 

Sir  R,  H,  Inglis  said  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  referred  to  him 
80  frequently  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
that  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  North  Nottinghamshire  would  ex* 
cuse  him  for  endeavouring  to  address  the 
House  as  early  as  possible.  Though  he 
would  have  yielded  with  pleasure  to  any 
Member  of  the  Gofernment,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  objections  to  this  measure, 
and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  excuse 
him  for  not  yielding  to  him  on  this  oc- 
casion. No  speech,  in  his  opinion,  that 
had  been  heard  in  that  House  during  the 
present  Session  had  been  so  easily  made 
as  the  speech  which  had  just  been  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Leicester,  for  he  would  almost  take 
upon  himself  to  say  that  if  reference  were 
made  to  Hansards  Debates  for  the  25th 
of  May,  I84I9  there  would  be  found  not 
merely  the  same  arguments  that  had  been 
used  now,  but  the  same  arguments  and 
the  same  quotations  from  speeches  of  dif- 
ferent Members  conveyed  in  the  same 
words.  It  was  not  to  be  expected,  there- 
fore, that  to  old  objections  be  could  oppose 
other  than  old  refutations.  Such,  at  least, 
must  be  the  case  on  a  question  so  re- 
peatedly brought  forward,  and  with  such 
an  utter  failure  as  regarded  legislation. 
For,  whether  they  looked  at  the  proposi- 
tion of  Lord  Althorp  in  1834,  or  that  of 
Lord  Monteagle  in  1837,  or  to  the  re- 
peated endeavours  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Leicester  himself^  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  it  in  what  he 
would  consider  a  happier  state  of  feeling 
with  respect  to  legislation,  it  was  equally 
clear,  that  nothing  practically  had  been 
done.  In  one  year  leave  was  given  to 
bring  in  a  bill,  of  which  the  second  read- 
ing was  afterwards  indefinitely  postponed, 
without  division  or  discussion.  In  another 
«  fttbitKatt  for  cburcb-ratei  from  tbt  Con- 


solidated Fund  was  proposed,  and  rejected 
almost  with  unanimity  by  the  great  dis- 
senting body,  of  whom  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Leicester,  was,  not  un- 
worthily, the  organ.  At  any  rate,  he  had 
presented  a  number  of  petitions  to  that 
House  urging  their  claims.  He  did  not 
say,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  identified 
in  principle  with  that  body.  It  was  not 
necessary  for  his  argument  to  make  that 
assertion.  But  the  great  lK>dy  of  Dissen- 
ters, of  whom  the  hon.  Baronet  was  the 
organ  in  that  House,  repudiated  as  strongly 
the  proposition  with  respect  to  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund  as  any  other  mode  of  pro- 
viding for  the  fabric  of  the  Church,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Consolidated  Fund  was 
the  produce  of  taxation  of  the  country, 
and  that  that  plan  would  be  only  another 
mode  of  burdening  the  consciences  of 
Dissenters — that  it  would  be  another  way 
of  robbing  their  pockets,  by  taking  money 
from  them  indirectly,  instead  of  directly, 
in  the  shape  of  Church-rates.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  asked  him  how,  with 
his  views  of  refusing  to  contribute  to  the 
support  of  that  which  he  did  not  conscien- 
tiously believe,  he  could  be  willing  to  im- 
pose the  tax  of  Church-rates  on  Dissen- 
ters? The  hon.  Baronet  told  him  that  he 
could  no  longer  deny,  that  the  tax  was  a 
burden  upon  conscience,  because  it  was 
not  strictly  a  burden  upon  property.  He 
in  return  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  how  he  could  contend,  that 
Church-rates  were  not  a  tax  upon  pro- 
perty, on  the  ground  of  the  amount  being 
variable,  and  because,  though  imposed  by 
a  majority,  of  churchmen  in  one  year,  it 
might  be*  negatived  altogether  by  a  ma- 
jority of  Dissenters  in  the  next ;  how  he 
could  deny,  on  account  of  such  fluctua- 
tion, that  Church-rates  were  a  tax  upon 
property,  and  avoid  applying  the  same 
principle  to  poor-rates.  How  did  the  case 
of  poor-rates  differ  from  that  of  Church- 
rates  ?  The  poor-rate  was  fixed  by  the 
vestry  at  so  much  a  pound — in  one  year 
13(f.,  in  another  18(i.,  according  to  the 
varying  wants  of  the  body  for  whose  relief 
the  rate  was  imposed.  Unless  the  hon* 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Leicester,  could 
prove  that  poor-rate,  on  account  of  its 
fluctuations,  was  not  a  tax  upon  property, 
he  was  not  entitled  to  say,  that  Church- 
rates,  because  of  their  fluctuationa, 
were  not  a  tax  upon  property.  In 
both  cases  property  was  liable,  accord- 
ing to  the  diioretioQ  of  acveitn^MCtbe 
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chief  difference  between  them  was,  that 
whereas  one  was  imposed  under  a  law— 
the  Poor-law  about  two  centuries  and  a 
half  old ;  the  other  was  imposed  under  a 
law  of  which  no  man  knew  the  date,  but 
which  was  coeval  with  the  existence  of 
landed  property  in  England.  It  was  sus- 
tained by  decisions  not  merely  of  the 
ecclesiastical  courts,  but  of  the  courts  of 
common  law,  and  until  within  the  last  half 
century  the  law  was  never  disputed,  for 
though  there  had  been  individual  suits  for 
the  subtraction  of  tithes,  there  was  no 
instance  of  a  parish  being  brought  into 
one  of  the  ecclesiastical  courts  for  refusing 
a  rate.  Within  the  last  few  years,  of 
course,  the  case  had  been  different ;  but 
still  the  number  of  cases  in  which  Church- 
rates  had  been  resisted  was  comparatively 
small.  He  believed  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  confirm  him  when  he  said,  that  in 
one  year  they  had  been  only  fourteen.  In 
another  year  they  had  no  doubt  increased 
to  forty  or  fifty,  but,  at  the  same  time,  be 
maintained  now,  as  he  had  maintained 
before,  that  ihe  resistance  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  law,  if  met  by  the  means 
which  the  law  now  presented — amelior- 
ated, however,  as  far  as  the  processes 
were  concerned  — >  would  meet  with  the 
tame  result  that  had  attended  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  law  in  regard  to  other  mat- 
ters  in  this  country— that  of  a  gradually 
diminishing  amount  of  opposition  As 
regarded  the  Church-rate  question,  this 
result  had  occurred  already.  The  number 
of  cases  now  in  which  opposition  to 
Church-rates  had  been  prosecuted  in  any 
courts  was  less  than  it  was  when  the  ques- 
tion was  first  brought  forward.  What  the 
cause  was  he  could  not  undertake  to  say, 
but  the  fact  was,  that  the  number  of  such 
cases  had  decreased.  The  hon.  Member, 
however,  had  referred  to  the  small  amount 
of  money  paid  in  Church-rates  by  the 
Dissenters — some  14,000/.  a-year — and 
then  had  applied  the  argument  ad  vere- 
cundiam  to  him  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  asking  him 
whether  for  the  sake  of  so  small  a  sum  he 
would  consent  to  continue  such  a  burden  on 
the  consciences  of  his  fellow-countrymen. 
That  argument  told  two  ways.  But^  in  the 
first  place,  he  would  say,  that  he  never 
looked  upon  Church-rates  as  a  mere  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence  question,  nor  did  he 
consider  that  Dissenters  wanted  merely  to 
be  liberated  from  the  payment  of  a  certain 
amount  of  money.  His  claim  was  this,  that 
Church-rates  were  a  national  tribute  paid  to 


the  national  Church,  and  as  such  they  ought 
to  be  continued.  He  said  that  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  England,  so  fiar  from 
feeling  this  tax  a  burden,  esteemed  it  a 
privilege  to  be  allowed  to  maintain  the  fa- 
bric of  the  churches  by  means  of  Church-* 
rates,  and  this  was  proved  by  the  unpre- 
cedented number  of  petitions  which  were 
presented  a  few  years  ago  in  support  of 
the  existing  system.  There  were  not  less 
than  3,188  petitions  presented  from  every 
part  of  the  country  in  favour  of  the  exist- 
ing system.  Those  petitions  were  not  got 
up,  but  were  spontaneously  sent  from 
people  asking  to  be  allowed  to  continue 
to  pay  this  burden.  They  did  not  feel  it 
a  burden.  He  repeated,  that  Church-rates 
were  a  tribute  of  the  nation  to  the  national 
Church.  Strictly  speaking,  it  would  be 
equally  a  tribute  if  paid  by  the  Consoli- 
dated  Fund  ;  but  paid  in  that  way,  there 
would  be  no  diminution  in  the  objection 
of  conscientious  Dissenters.  In  the  next 
place,  if  the  support  of  the  fabric  of 
churches  were  placed  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  it  would  not  be  so  secure.  At  pre- 
sent it  was  a  tax  on  land.  It  was  a  tax 
on  a  man  by  name,  but  in  respect  of  such 
and  such  property.  He  did  not  understand 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  to  deny 
this,  at  all  events  there  was  nothing  in  his 
speech  to  prove  the  contrary.  The  Church- 
rate  was  a  tax  on  John  Thomas  in  respect 
of  such  a  house  or  field,  but  it  followed 
the  property  whether  John  Thomas  or 
John  Smith  held  it.  Therefore,  he  con- 
tended it  was  not  a  poll-tax,  but  a  tax 
upon  property.  With  that  conviction,  he 
could  not  understand — he  did  not  wish  to 
use  harsh  language — but  he  must  say,  he 
did  not  understand  the  honesty  of  the 
man  who,  having,  in  the  presence  of  the 
auctioneer,  made  a  deduction  from  the 
price  of  a  property  to  the  amount  of  the 
tax,  should  turn  round  and  say,  that  his 
conscience  hindered  him  from  paying  that 
burden  because  the  money  would  be  ap- 
plied to  certain  uses.  Uses  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  payment  of  a  debt.  A  man 
was  bound  to  pay  his  debt,  whatever  pro- 
fligate expenditure  he  might  encourage 
in  his  creditor.  The  obligation  to  pay 
Church-rates  was  one  to  which  every  acre 
in  this  country  was  subjected.  From  that 
obligation  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Leicester  would 
relieve  those  acres,  and  against  that  pro* 
position  he  would  strenuously  contend. 
The  hon.  Gentleman^s  immediate 
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lioD  would  render  a  Church-rate  still  legal 
if  imposed  od  pews  or  sittings  in  churches. 
But  it  was  one  great  privilege  of  the  people 
of  England — and  a  privilege  which  he 
wished  to  extend,  and  not  to  diminish — to 
have  f^  access  to  their  parish  churches. 
He  would  not  have  them  pay  for  going  to 
church  as  for  going  into  a  theatre.  In 
the  majority  of  parish  churches  in  Leices- 
tershire, the  chief  part  of  those  who  at- 
tended were  poor  persons.  The  hoo.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  proposed  to  levy  a  tax  on 
sittings  in  parish  churches  for  the  roainte- 
nance  of  those  churches.  Against  that 
he  contended.  He  maintained  that  the 
Church  was  the  church  of  the  poor,  and 
they  ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  the  pri- 
vilege of  attending  public  worship  by  sub- 
jecting them  to  any  burden  which  they  did 
not  now  bear.  For  these  and  many  other 
reasons,  he  maintained  it  was  inexpedient 
to  grant  the  permission  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  asked.  Believing  that  his  bill 
was  founded  on  a  vicious  principle,  and 
feeling  that  in  such  case  it  was  more  re- 
spectful both  to  the  House  and  the  hon. 
Member,  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
at  once,  instead  of  giving  him  the  trouble 
of  bringing  in,  and  th^  House  of  consi- 
dering a  bill,  which  at  a  future  stage  would 
be  rejected,  be  would  at  once  oppose  the 
present  proposition. 

Mr.  S*  Crawford  said,  that  his  consti- 
tuents and  he  himself  felt  a  great  interest 
in  this  question.  They  had  met  with 
success  on  every  occMion  io  contending 
against  Church-rates,  and  he  would  there- 
fore trouble  the  House  with  a  very  few 
words.  The  question,  in  his  opinion, 
really  at  issue  was  the  connexion  of 
Church  and  State.  The  question  at  issue 
was,  whether  there  should  be  a  Church 
Establishment  in  England  paid  by  the 
people  or  not.  In  his  opinion,  that 
was  the  real  question  at  issue.  If  there 
ought  to  be  a  church  by  law  esta- 
blished, it  bad  a  right  to  Church-rates, 
If  it  had  a  right  to  tithes,  it  had  a  right  to 
Church-rates.  It  was  his  opinion  that  all 
such  practices  should  be  abolished,  and  no 
man  compelled  to  pay  in  any  shape  for  the 
religion  of  any  other  man.  The  reason 
why  the  system  of  Church-rates  was  a 
grievance  was,  that  it  compelled  one  man 
to  pay  for  another's  religion.  He  thought 
that  all  that  should  be  abolished,  and 
therefore  he  supported  the  motion  of  the 
bon.  Bait>net,  the  Member  for  Leicester, 
that  he  conceived  the  bon.  Baronet  went 


far  short  of  the  true  principle.  If  be 
started  with  the  great  principle  of  oppos- 
ing the  payment  of  any  state  Church,  he 
would,  m  his  opinion,  be  more  likely  to 
attain  his  object.  The  Irbh  people  did 
not  limit  their  opposition  to  Church-rates. 
They  contended  that  tithes  should  be 
abolished,  and  they  succeeded  in  efibcting 
the  abolition  of  Church-rates.  He  only  re- 
gretted that  they  dkl  not  persevere  with 
more  steadfastness  in  their  opposition  to 
tithes.  He  called  on  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
take  the  ground  of  opposition  to  the  claims 
of  any  Church  to  be  supported  by  the 
Slate.  That  was  the  claim  of  the  Dissent- 
ers, and  if  they  did  not  proceed  upon  that 
grand  principle,  they  were  not  deserving 
of  the  remission  of  Church-rates. 

Mr.  H.  Oall^  Knight  said,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  had 
put  the  question  upon  its  true  grounds. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  Church- 
rates  because  he  objected  to  an  establbhed 
Church,  and  fairly  avowed  that  be  thought 
the  one  depended  upon  the  other : — that 
was  the  very  reason  which  would  induce 
him  (Mr.  Knight)  to  oppose  the  motion 
which  was  now  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  Baronet  who  brought  it  forward  bad 
stated,  that  the  sum  which  the  Dissenters 
paid  was  paltry  in  amount.  If  it  was  so 
paltry,  why  make  such  a  disturbance  about 
the  matter?  He  considered  that  if  there 
was  to  be  an  established  Church  io  the 
country  there  most  be  some  compulsory 
provision  for  the  support  of  the  fabric ;  — 
because,  without  the  fabric  the  service 
could  not  be  performed,  and  without  a 
compulsory  provision  the  fabric  would  not 
be  maintained.  He  admitted  that  the 
voluntary  principle  was  a  useful  auxiliary, 
but  he  asserted  that  it  could  not  be  relied 
upon  as  the  basis  of  an  institution  which 
was  meant  to  be  permanent.  Neither 
would  the  pew-rents,  which  the  hon.  Ba«> 
ronet  proposed  as  a  substitute,  aflFord  any- 
thing like  an  adequate  provision,  especially 
in  rural  districts.  After  having  frequently 
and  anxiously  meditated  upon  the  subject 
—after  having  considered  the  various  sub- 
stitutes which  had  at  various  times  been 
proposed,  he  could  not  but  remain  in  the 
opinon  that  the  old  parochial  system 
offered  more  advantages  than  any  other. 
The  fabric  is,  then,  maintained  by  those 
in  whose  sight  it  ever  remains.  The 
'*  stitch  in  time  "  is  applied,  which  saves 
so  much.  If  repairs  on  a  large  seals  are 
required,  Ih*  .,^u«i.^«,^^^^..r. 
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fblly,  met  bj  the  laoded  proprietors  in  the 
neighbourhood.  No  other  system  would 
be  either  so  safe,  or  so  economical.  And 
when  the  hon.  Baronet  talked  of  the  in- 
justice of  the  present  system,  he  must 
deny  it  in  toto;  because  our  forefathers 
had  imposed  the  duty  of  maintaining  the 
fabric  upon  all  real  property:  whatever 
any  nan  had  inherited,  he  had  inherited 
subject  to  that  condition ;  and  whatever 
he  had  purchased,  he  had  bought  for  less 
money  on  account  of  that  condition. 
Now  to  excuse  the  Dissenters  from  this 
obligation— to  relieve  their  property  from 
this  burden,  wonld  only  be  making  them 
a  present  to  which  they  were  no  more  en- 
titled than  other  people ;  and,  if  the  pre- 
sent were  made  to  them  alone  it  would  be 
a  direct  premium  on  dissent.  A  Dissenter 
might  just  as  well  say  that  he  had  consci- 
entious objections  to  the  land-tax,  as  ob- 
ject  to  the  Church-rate.  In  addition  to 
which,  he  would  assert  that,  in  England, 
the  Church  of  England  was  part  and  par- 
cel of  the  Constitution — that  Constitution 
of  which  the' Dissenter  as  much  enjoyed 
the  protection  as  the  Churchman— that 
Constitution  under  which  he  would  not 
pass  so  comfortable  an  existence,  if  the 
Church  were  not  part  of  it.  Whatever 
the  Dissenter  pays,  he  pays  because  it  Is 
an  obligation  attached  to  bis  property,  and 
be  pays,  not  as  a  Churchman,  but  as  a 
citizen.  He  would  add,  that  there  was 
less  reason  for  entertaining  this  question 
now  than  there  had  been  before,  because 
the  Church  was  more  on  the  alert,  and 
because  I  dissent  was  on  the  decresse. 
The  proportion  of  Dissenters  to  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  had  never  been 
so  great  as  had  been  asserted.  The  dis- 
senters, including  Catholics  and  Wesley- 
ans,  had  never  amounted,  in  England  and 
Wales,  to  2,000,000^whilst  the  popula- 
tion amounted  to  16,000,000,  a  proportion 
of  1  to  8.  But  now  the  Church,  which  he  j 
admitted,  had  at  one  time  been  asleep—  { 
now  the  Church  had  roused  herself  into 
activity ;  the  duties  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Gospel  were  efficiently  discharged,  ad- 
ditional church-room  was  provided,  many 
who  had  not  been  satisfied  before  now  1 
went  regularly  to  church  :•— the  conse-  | 
quence  was,  thst  the  number  of  the  mem-  . 
bers  of  the  Church  of  England  is  increas- 1 
log,  whilst  that  of  the  Dissenters  is  dimin-  | 
ishing.  And  in  this,  he  confessed,  he 
rejoiced ;  because  he  could  not  but  be  of 
opinipa  tbal  the  greatest  possible   evil 


arises  from  a  multiplicity  of  sects,  irith 
which  England,  more  than  any  other 
country,  has  been  distracted.  From  that 
multiplicity  arise  heartburnings,  strife, 
uncharitabieness,  and,  above  all,  the  ab- 
sence of  that  humility  without  which  no 
man  can  be  a  true  Christian.  Far,  there- 
fore, from  agreeing  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  brought  forward  this  motion,  he  was 
entirely  of  opinion  that  by  far  the  better 
course  would  be,  for  this  House  to  declare 
that  to  be  law,  which  is  believed  by  many 
to  be  law  already,  and  which  few  can 
bring  themselves  absolutely  to  assert  not 
to  l»  law— he  meant,  that  the  church- 
wardens should  have  power  to  distrain  for 
so  much  as  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric,  and  no  farther. 
He  would  not  ask  for  a  rate  for  what  is 
called  the  incidental  expenses — for  the 
warming,  lighting,  the  organ,  and  the  like, 
those  things  might  be  left  to  the  congre- 
gation,^-but  he  did  think  that  the  main- 
tenance of  the  fabric  itself  should  be 
secured.  The  present  state  of  the  law 
provoked  opposition— make  it  clear,  and 
it  would  soon  cease  to  be  disputed,  and 
motions  like  the  present  would  cease  to  be 
brought  before  that  House. 

Lord  J.  RusiM  could  not,  after  the 
speeches  of  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  last,  suffer  this  subject  to  pass 
without  explaining  the  ground  on  which 
he  would  vote.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Rochdale,  and,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last,  both  affirmed,  that  there 
could  be  no  Church  Establishment  with- 
out Church-rates— that  the  existence  of  a 
Church  Establishment  and  of  Church-rates 
must  go  together.  Now,  it  did  so  happen, 
that,  out  of  the  three  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  in  Ireland  there  was  a  Church 
Establishment  and  no  Church-rates,  and 
in  Scotland  a  Church  Establishment, 
and  no  Church-rates.  There  was  a  dif- 
ferent provision  in  Scotland,  by  which 
the  landed  property  of  the  country  was 
charged ;  therefore  it  was  not  true  that 
there  must  be  Church-rates,  as  established 
in  England,  in  order  to  maintain  an  Es- 
tablished Church.  All  that  was  necessary 
for  an  Established  Church  was,  that  there 
should  be  some  provision  made  by  law  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric,  and  for  the 
performance  of  public  worship.  If  that 
was  the  state  of  the  case,  then  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  there  was  any  consider- 
able evil,  any  existing  grievance  which 
•bottld  induce  Ihem  to  aker.the^^fern.ift 
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which  Churches  were  at  present  main- 
tained. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last  thought  0  that  the  old  mode  was  the 
besty  and  yet  suggested  an  alteration  of 
that  law  which  he  thought  so  excellent — 
admitting^  at  the  same  time,  that  heart- 
burnings were  caused  by  the  present  sys- 
tem* That  was  admitted,  and  the  exist- 
ence of  such  evils  could  hardly  be  denied. 
There  were  contests  carrying  on  from  year 
to  year  with  respect  to  Church-rates,  and, 
whatever  way  the  majority  was,  the  evil 
was  great.  If  there  was  a  majority  against 
Church-rates,  the  rate  was  refused,  and 
the  Church  left  to  voluntary  contributions. 
If  the  Church-rate  was  granted,  it  was  a 
triumph  to  the  Churchmen  over  the  Dis- 
senters, and  a  humiliation  to  the  latter, 
who  were  thus  more  alienated  from  the 
Church  than  they  would  otherwise  be. 
These  evils  the  hon.  Baronet  who  made 
the  present  motion  proposed  to  remedy. 
He  did  not  propose  simply  to  abolish 
Church-rates,  but  to  make  another  provi- 
sion for  the  maintenance  of  churches. 
He  thought  it  perfectly  fair,  to  make  a 
proposal  for  the  abolition  of  Church-rates, 
provided  care  was  taken  to  make  provision 
by  law  for  the  maintenance  of  churches. 
He  might  not  agree  with  the  particular 
provisions  of  the  hon.  Member's  bill  when 
they  came  before  the  House.  They  might 
be  found  insufficient,  and  either  upon  the 
second  reading,  or  in  committee,  he  might 
have  to  vote  against  it.  It  was  not  very 
likely  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
able  to  carry  his  measure,  but  he  hoped 
the  grievance  of  Church-rates  would  not 
be  of  many  years'  duration.  Considering 
how  much  the  present  system  was  objected 
to  by  Dissenters,  he  thought  that  the  pro- 
posal made  by  Lord  Althorp,  in  the  name 
of  Lord  Grey's  Government,  to  provide  a 
substitute  for  Church-rates  out  of  the 
public  revenue  would  be  a  far  better  ar- 
rangement than  the  present  law.  But  he 
certainly  did  not  expect  that  the  Govern, 
ment,  in  the  present  year,  would  introduce 
any  such  plan,  having  many  other  matters 
to  occupy  their  attention.  He,  therefore, 
did  not  blame  them  for  not  having  brought 
forward  the  question  of  Church-rates  in 
the  present  Session.  But  he  did  hope, 
that  the  measure  would  not  escape  their 
notice  in  some  succeeding  year,  but  that 
they  would  seriously  turn  their  attention 
to  the  subject,  and  endeavour  to  devise 
some  mode  by  which  the  maintenance  of 
chorchea  might  be  adequately  provided 


for  without  giving  rise  to  those  contests 
which  were  so  injurious  to  the  Church, 
and  so  humiliating  and  vexatious  to  Dis- 
senters. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  although  he  differed  from  the  vote 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  was  about  to 
come  on  the  present  occasion,  still  he 
agreed  with  very  much  of  the  principles 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  laid  down  in 
the  commencement  of  his  observations,-^ 
namely,  that  it  should  be  an  essential  point 
with  them  to  secure  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church,  for  the  purpose 
of  affording  religious  instruction  to  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  Agreeing,  then, 
with  the  noble  Lord  on  that  principle,  they 
had  then  to  discuss  what  was  the  best 
mode  in  which  that  provision  could  be 
made.  Before,  however,  they  consented 
to  abolish  the  existing  system,  he  most  be 
satisfied  as  to  the  means  that  were  to  be 
provided  to  supply  a  better  mode  for  re- 
pairing the  fabric  of  the  Church.  He 
must  say,  that  before  he  gave  a  vote  for 
the  abolition  of  the  present  system  of 
Church-rates,  he  must  be  satisfied,  that 
the  project  offered  to  him,  was  likely  to 
answer  the  purposes  to  which  it  was  to 
be  directed.  He  gave  to  the  boo.  Baronet 
who  brought  forward  this  measure,  credit 
for  the  greatest  possible  sincerity,  when  he 
declared  it  was  his  wish  that  there  should 
be  adequate  means  for  maintaining  the  fa- 
bric of  the  Church  ;  but  then  he  must  say, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  signally  failed 
in  the  attempt  that  he  had  made  to  pro- 
vide these  means.  When  the  hon.  Baro- 
net last  year  brought  forward  this  subject, 
he  acquiesced  in  the  motion  for  bringing 
in  the  bill,  in  order  that  he  might  see  what 
the  proposition  was.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  submitted  it  to  their  judgment;  they 
could  see  whether  they  could  possibly 
accept  it.  He  had  it  now  before  him. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  detailed  it  at  con* 
siderable  length  ;  and  the  House  was  now 
in  a  condition  to  say,  whether  they  would 
adopt  the  principle,  or  object  to  it.  The 
noble  Lord  concurred  in  this,  that  they 
ought  to  establish  proper  funds  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  churches  in  this  coun- 
try. What,  however,  was  the  remedy  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Baronet?  That  the 
charge  should  fall  upon  pew  rents,  and, 
that  with  the  exception  of  the  churchwar- 
dens and  ministers,  the  people  should  be 
charged  for  their  pews,  a  sum  adequate  to 
execute  the  repairs  that  might  I 
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Ho  said,  that  that  was  directly  at  vari- 
ance with  the  principle  of  an  Efttabiished 
Chnrcfa.  The  gospel  was  to  be  brought 
to  the  poor,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  took 
the  surest  means  for  preventing  the  gospel 
from  being  so  preached.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net, he  knew,  said,  that  he  exempted  the 
seatSy  that  were  specially  allotted  to  the 
poor.  That  might  apply  to  modern 
churches  which  were  established  by  spe- 
cial funds,  and  by  which  there  was  a  pro- 
vision, that  there  should  be  a  certain 
number  of  seats  for  the  poor— it  did  not 
apply  to  churches  in  the  country.  He 
lived  in  a  parish,  in  which  pews  in  the 
church  were  held  by  each  holder  of  a 
cottage,  who  from  time  to  time  succeeded 
to  it.  They  did  this,  not  in  the  character 
of  the  pauper,  but  they  had  their  seats  in 
the  church  just  in  the  same  way  as  their 
wealthy  neighbours.  They  had  an  honest 
pride,  as  inhabitants  of  the  parish,  in  hold- 
ing  their  seats — in  having  a  right  to  their 
seats  in  the  house  of  Qod,  and  being  free 
to  hear  the  word  of  God.  But  what  was 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ?  that 
for  the  future  the  churchwardens  must  put 
up,  if  not  at  auction,  yet  at  a  6xed  price  it 
must  be  taken  by  the  parishioners.  He 
asked  the  hon.  Baronet  what  was  to  be 
done,  if,  in  some  church,  it  was  found, 
that  considerable  repairs  were  required, 
and  the  number  of  pews  extremely  limited  ? 
What  then  was  to  be  done?  Were  the 
churchwardens  to  estimate  the  amount, 
and  when  200/.  was  required,  and  only 
twenty  pews,  was  each  pew  to  be  charged 
10/.?  And  if  it  were,  and  the  pews  to  be 
occupied  only  by  those  who  paid,  must  it 
not  be  the  means  of  excluding  the  poor  ? 
To  that  plan,  and  to  that  principle,  he 
could  not  concur.  It  would  exclude  from 
the  Church  those  who  had  a  right  to  sit 
there.  Still  less  could  he  accede  to  the 
plan,  that  if  the  parishioners  were  too  poor 
to  take  their  seats  at  the  price  set  on  them, 
that  they  were  to  admit  persons  from  the 
neighbouring  parishes  to  occupy  them — 
thus  driving  the  parishioners  out  of  their 
own  church,  and  those  seats  which  the 
law  allotted  to  them.  This,  he  conceived, 
would  give  rise  to  great  hostility,  to  great 
complaints,  and  so  far  from  relieving  the 
evils  that  were  said  to  follow  from  Church- 
rates,  that  the  walls  of  the  House  would 
be  made  to  ring  with  complaints  of  such  a 
grievance,  and  Parliament  would  be  at 
once  called  upon  to  put  a  stop  to  it.  The 
remedy  proposed  was  one,  that  he  could 
VOL.  LXni.    {JSJ} 


not  concur  in,  and  therefore  he  could  not 
consent  to  the  motion,  that  was  proposed 
to  them. 

Mr.  O'Connell  did  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  much  that  had  fallen 
from  him.  He  particularly  differed  from 
him  in  his  historical  account  of  the  early 
Church.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said, 
that  in  modern  churches  there  were  seats 
for  the  poor,  but  the  ancient  churches  were 
occupied  with  pews.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was  historically  mistaken.  In  the  ancient 
churches  there  were  no  pews  at  all.  They 
were  free  to  the  public  of  every  kind. 
"The  gospel  was,"  indeeed  in  them, 
**  preached  to  the  poor,"  for  in  them  there 
was  no  distinction  between  the  rich  and 
the  poor.  He  differed,  too,  from  the 
principle  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  that  they  ought  to  maintain  a 
church  by  a  Church-rate.  Why,  they  could 
maintain  and  uphold  a  church  without 
any  Church-rate  at  all.  They  had  ahready 
an  instance  of  this  in  the  case  of  Ireland. 
There  there  existed  an  Established  Church, 
and  Church-rates  did  not  exist.  But  there 
was  a  stronger  case  than  that.  They  had 
also  there  a  church  with  its  regular  hie- 
rarchy, without  a  particle  of  Church-rate, 
without  a  Government  provision,  without 
any  legalised  contribution  in  any  way. 
They  had  twenty-seven  archbishops  and 
bishops  besides,  and  other  dignitaries  of 
the  church ;  they  had  subsisting  an  entire 
unbroken  hierarchy,  and  they  did  not  re- 
quire the  crutch  of  the  State  to  keep 
them  up.  Were  they  to  tell  him  that  the 
Protestant  religion  was  not  at  least  as 
good  as  the  Catholic  religion;  that  it 
could  not  rest  in  security  on  the  sincerity 
and  devotion  of  its  adherence?  Were  they 
to  say  that  they  could  not  support  their 
Church  without  resting  upon  someth  ng 
that  was  foreign  to  it?  There  was,  he 
thought,  something  dishonest  in  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who  said  that 
persons  did  not  bid  so  high  for  property 
because  it  was  liable  to  Church-rates— that 
when  the  property  or  land  was  put  up  by 
an  auctioneer,  it  was  calculated  what  was 
the  Church-rate,  and  deducted  that  from 
the  price  they  offered  it.  Let  them  sup- 
pose a  man  wished  to  buy  a  piece  of  land — 
it  was  subject  to  the  land-tax — that  man 
deducted  from  the  purchase  money  the 
amount  of  the  land-tax.  The  exigencies 
of  the  State  required  it;  but  let  it  be  sup- 
posed that  the  tax  were  no  longer  neces- 
sary-^that  it  was  abandoned^ would  ^e> 
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man  be  regpeirded  as  uncoDScionable  be- 
cause he  would  not  in  that  case  give  up 
the  land  he  had  purchased  with  the  land- 
tax  affixed  ?^or  would  it  not  rather  be 
affirmed  that  he  had  made  a  bargain,  and 
had  a  right  to  abide  by  it  ?  The  Church- 
rate  was  a  tax,  but  it  was  not  a  tax  at 
common  law.  At  common  law  tithes  were 
given,  and  one  of  its  purposes  was  the 
sustentation  of  this  charge.  It  was  by  the 
statute  of  Edward  1st.  that  Church-rates 
were  enforced.  It  was  a  tax  created  by 
act  of  Parliament,  and,  like  every  other 
act,  it  could  be  repealed  by  act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Now,  the  application  of  Church- 
rates  to  the  building  of  churches  was  quite 
a  modem  practice.  Up  to  the  time  of  the 
Reformation,  the  Church-rates  were  for  the 
repair  of  churches,  and  not  for  building 
them.  All  the  churches  that  were  built 
up  to  that  period  were  built  by  means  of 
voluntary  contributions.  And  yet,  did 
England  then  want  churches?  No;  she 
had  four  times  as  many  churches  then 
as  she  has  now«  There  were  not  less 
than  55,000  churches,  and  not  less  than 
44,000  free  chapelries  and  chapels  of 
ease,  and  every  one  of  these  was  built 
on  the  voluntary  principle.  He  had  the 
documents  to  prove  the  facts  he  men- 
tioned, if  they  were  denied.  He  asked 
them,  then,  to  contrast  the  situation  of 
England  then  and  what  it  was  now,  when 
they  impose  a  tax  for  building  churches. 
They  were  right  in  canvassing  the  nature 
of  this  tax,  and  in  seeking  to  be  free  from 
it.  The  object  for  which  it  was  raised  was 
a  serious  objection  to  it.  It  was  against 
the  conscience  of  a  Christian  man  to  pay 
for  the  support  of  a  church,  which  he  be- 
lieved taught  erroneous  doctrines.  And 
he  would  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite- 
he  did  not  do  so  disrespectfully,  for  none 
were  less  inclined  to  an  harsh  expression 
to  another  than  that  hon.  Gentleman— but 
still  he  would  ask  him,  that  supposing  a 
Church-rate  were  to  be  levied  to-morrow 
for  the  Roman  Catholic  church,  would 
not  the  hon.  Baronet  shrink  from  it? 
Would  not  the  hon.  Baronet  be  inclined 
to  think  that  he  oug;ht  not  to  pay  it? 
That  his  conscience  might  not  be  quite 
safe  in  paying  it?  Although,  perhaps, 
some  lingering  feeling  as  to  the  ancient 
faith  of  Oxford  might  instigate  his  hos- 
tility? An  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gaily 
Knight)  had  spoken  of  the  church  awaking 
after  sleeping  the  greatest  portion  of  the 
century.     He  believed  if  there  were  new 


energy  in  the  church,  it  was  not  with  the 
object  of  increasing  the  number  of  Dissen- 
ters, but  it  was  to  dispose  ber  to  shrink 
more  and  more  from  dissent,  and  to  come 
back  again  to  that  state  where  unanimity 
could  alone  be  found.  The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Inglis)  bad  referred  to  petitions 
from  persons  who  wished  to  pay  Church- 
rates.  Why,  no  one  asked  for  a  law  to 
prevent  those  who  chose  from  paying 
Church-rates.  He  greatly  feared  that  those 
pious  individuals  were  not  asking  so  much 
for  leave  to  pay  rates  themselves,  as  to 
throw  the  burden  of  payment  upon  some- 
body else.  No  one  wished  to  prevent 
others  from  being  generous,  but  that  they 
themselves  might  be  relieved  from  a  griev- 
ous burden.  He  said  it  was  a  burden 
upon  conscience  for  a  man  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  doctrines  he  did  not  be- 
lieve to  be  true.  He  would  not  wish  to 
say  anything  in  disparagement  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church ;  but  this  he  would  say, 
that  no  man  would  consent  to  pay,  for 
instance,  for  the  promulgation  of  doctrines 
which  denied  the  redemption  or  that  im- 
pugned the  Christian  faith*  On  the  same 
principle,  but  of  course  in  a  lesser  degree, 
he  said  that  no  man  ought  to  be  called 
on  to  pay  for  the  religious  observances  of 
another. 

Sir  John  Easthope^  in  reply  to  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  begged 
to  assure  the  House,  that  no  one  could 
be  more  unwilling  than  himself  to  do 
anything  to  endanger  the  fabric  of  the 
Established  Church.  He  did  not  desire 
nor  intend  it,  and  as  far  as  his  inBuence 
extended,  he  would  not  permit  it.  No 
one  was  more  desirous  than  he  was  to  see 
the  fabric  of  the  church  properly  and 
securely  supported.  He  must  also  add, 
in  corroboration  of  his  own  convictioni, 
that  his  plan  would  lead  to  no  difficulty ; 
that  it  was  not  mere  theory ;  it  was  a 
plan  that  had  practice  in  its  favour.  In 
confirmation  of  his  conviction,  that  the 
religious  zeal  of  members  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church  would  not  fail  when  pro- 
periy  appealed  to,  he  would  state  as  a  fact 
within  his  own  knowledge,  that  in  a  small 
village  in  the  county  of  Surry,  wherein  it 
had  been  lately  found,  that  the  number 
of  church  pews  was  insufficient  for  the 
growing  population,  there,  without  an  ap- 
peal to  a  Church-rate— *in  a  very  sasall 
village,  too— upwards  of  600/.  were  sub- 


scribed  in  a  very  short  time,  f< 
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pose  of  enlftrgioe  the  church.  If  luch 
manifestations  of  regard  for  our  national 
church  could  be  seen  in  a  small  village, 
who,  then,  ought  to  doubt  the  sufficiency 
of  voluntary  aid,  and  the  means  suggested 
by  hit  proposed  measure  for  the  general 
support  of  the  fabric  of  the  Chuicli  ?  He 
knew,  and  deeply  felt  for  those  who  la- 
boured under  the  grievance  entailed  on 
them  by  the  enforcement  of  Church-rates; 
be  knew  how  deeply  it  was  felt ;  he  pro- 
posed a  remedy — he  believed  a  sufficient 
remedy ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  adopt  it 

The  House  divided; — Ayes  80)  Noes 
162;  Majority  82. 
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TELLERS. 

IngHs,  Sir  R.  H. 
Knight,  G. 


Captured  Slave- Vessels.]  Captain 
Pechell  rose  to  move  for  certain  returns  of 
which  he  had  given  notice.  He  had  to 
complain  that  vessels  condemned  by  the 
courts  of  Sierra  Leone,  of  from  seventy  to 
eighty  tons,  were  only  estimated  at  forty 
tons,  and  thus  the  captors  lost  much  of 
what  was  strictly  due  to  them.  By  an 
omission  in  the  act  of  1839  the  proceeds 
of  slave-vessels  captured  had  never  been 
distributed  to  the  captors,  and  it  was 
therefore  desirable  that  the  country  should 
know  in  what  department  the  mismanage- 
ment lay.  The  prizes  were  valued  by  the 
Admiralty  at  extraordinarily  low  prices, 
and  a  disproportionate  amount  of  the  pro- 
ceeds was  paid  to  the  captors.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  be  scared  by 
the  treaty  of  Portugal,  or  by  the  appre- 
hension of  a  rupture  with  the  United 
States,  or  by  discussions  in  the  Chamber 
of  French  Deputies,  but  that  it  would 
cause  some  efficient  alteration  to  be  made 
in  the  existing  law,  and  would  take  care 
that  the  proceeds  of  vessels  captured 
should  be  disposed  of  in  the  manner  ori- 
ginally intended  by  the  act  of  1839.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  moved, — 

"  For  a  return  of  slave-vessels  brought  be- 
fore the  several  courts  of  mixed  commission  or 
before  the  British  Vice- Admiralty  Courts  for 
adjudication  between  the  1st  day  of  January 
and  the  31st  day  of  December,  1840,  with  the 
name  of  the  capturing  ship  and  the  commander 
thereof,  describing  the  flag  under  which  each 
vessel  was  seized  ;  distinguishing  those  under 
the  late  treaty  with  Spain  and  under  the  act 
2  and  3  Vic.  c.  73 ;  the  registered  tonnage  of 
each  vessel  as  well  as  that  by  British  ad- 
measurement ;  and  if  slaves  on  board,  stating 
the  number  at  the  time  of  seizure,  the  date  of 
the  decretal  part  of  the  sentence,  whether  for- 
feiture or  restitution,  with  the  amount  of  pro- 
ceeds of  sale  or  of  costs  awarded,  the  expenses 
of  condemnation  and  of  breaking  up  of  each 
vessel ;  the  period  when  the  proceeds  for  dis- 
tribution were  paid  into  the  Registry  of  the 
High  Court  of  Admiralty,  and  when  the  same 


were  paid  to  the  captors.  Also,  account  of  all 
claims  for  the  several  bounties  or  tonnage  be- 
tween the  1st  day  of  January  and  the  3l8t  day 
of  December,  1841,  and  of  all  slave-vessels 
that  have  been  taken  into  her  Majesty's  ser- 
vice under  the  provisions  of  the  act  2  and  3 
Vic,  c.  73 ;  stating  the  appraised  or  estimated 
value  of  the  same,  the  registered  tonnage  as 
well  as  that  by  British  admeasurement,  and 
the  sums  which  the  commissioners  of  the 
Admiralty  have  deemed  proper  price  for  the 
same." 

Sir  O,  Cockbum  not  having  received 
any  intimation  of  the  gallant  Officer's  in- 
tention, was  not  prepared  to  say  how  or 
where  these  vessels  were  valued.  All  he 
could  say  was,  that  he  had  never  heard 
any  complaint  of  the  conduct  of  our  navy 
on  the  coast  of  Africa,  and  that  he  be- 
lieved the  officers  there  exerted  themselves 
to  the  best  of  their  ability,  and  to  great 
effect.  He  had  reason  to  believe  also  that 
the  slave-trade  was  rapidly  decreasing, 
and  that  not  a  single  slaver  was  fitting 
out  at  Havanna.  If  it  were  desired,  he 
should  be  happy  to  afford  any  information 
that  it  might  be  in  his  power  to  give  on  a 
future  occasion. 

Motion  agreed  to» 

Distress  of  the  Country.]  Mr. 
Ferrand  said,  that,  in  rising  to  submit  his 
motion  to  the  House,  respecting  a  grant  of 
money  to  the  distressed  manufacturers, 
overflowing  as  its  benches  were  (there  were 
barely  forty  Members  present),  he  was 
prepared  to  offer  his  testimony,  residing, 
as  he  did,  in  the  heart  of  the  manufac- 
turing districts,  and  having  means  of  as- 
certaining the  truth,  not  only  from  what 
he  himself  saw,  but  from  the  best  autho- 
rity, to  the  fact  that  distress  of  the  most 
fearful  description  was  now  raging  in 
every  quarter.  He  must  appeal  to  the 
House  to  do  their  utmost  to  relieve  the 
poor  industrious  classes  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts,  and  save  them  from  star- 
vation. He  believed  that  there  was  no  one 
in  that  House  who  would  stand  up  and 
declare  that  the  labourers  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts  were  not  suffering  the  most 
fearful  distress,  and  the  House  bad  it  on 
the  highest  authority  that  the  people  had 
borne  this  distress  with  a  patient  end u- 
ranee  which  claimed  not  only  respect,  but 
an  earnest  desire  to  relieve  them.  He 
found  that  in  the  speech  from  the  throne 
her  Majesty  used  the  following  language  : 

**  I  have  observed  with  deep  regret  the  con- 
tinued distress  in  the  manufacturing  districts 

of  the  country.    The  sufferin|[s  iMidrl^P^Moos 
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which  have  resulted  from  it  have  been  borne 
with  an  exemplary  patience  and  fortitude.'' 

He  was  prepared  to  prove,  that  the 
legislation  of  that  House  bad  caused  this 
distress,  and  therefore  they  were  bound  to 
assist  in  relieving  it.  He  made  this  state- 
ment, not  only  on  his  own  authority,  but 
on  that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country,  who  said 
on  the  9th  of  February  of  the  present 
year,  when  addressing  the  House  on  the 
Corn-law  question. 

''If  you  look  to  the  immigration  of  labour 
from  the  ruraJ  districts  to  the  seats  of  manu- 
facturesy  and  to  the  immense  increase  of  me- 
chanical power  which  look  place  in  the  course 
of  the  years  1837  and  1838,  you  will  hardly  be 
surprised  to  find  that  the  result  which  has  be- 
fore attended  similar  excitement  and  stimulus 
should  again  ensue." 

This  great  immigration  of  the  working 
classes  into  the  manufacturing  districts 
was  caused  by  the  New  Poor-law.  He 
held  in  his  band  a  letter  written  by  a  large 
cotton-spinner  in  Lancashire  to  Mr.  Chad- 
wick,  the  secretary  to  the  Poor-law  com- 
missioners, relating  to  the  removal  of 
labourers  from  the  southern  districts  to 
the  north,  part  of  which  he  would  lake 
the  liberty  to  read  to  the  House.  The 
writer  said, — 

**  Perceiving,  as  I  do,  that  the  right  under- 
derstanding  of  this  subject  of  immigration  may 
become  a  means  to  promote  the  future  welfare 
of  the  workmen  and  their  families,  some  of 
whom  may  be  suffering  great  distressy  that  by 
immigration  they  may  be  enabled  to  elevate 
themselves  and  their  children  to  the  honour- 
able condition  of  independent  labourers,  I  feel 
anxious  that  the  best  attention  of  the  Poor-law 
commissioners  should  be  directed  thereto,  and 
I  would  respectfully  suggest,  that  one  or  more 
of  the  body  should  come  down  to  this  neigh- 
bourhood to  ascertain  the  condition  and  pros- 
pects of  the  working  classes,  to  examine  the 
extensive  preparations  now  making  to  furnish 
further  employment,  and  thereby  judge  for 
themselves  what  course  they  can  best  recom- 
mend or  adopt/' 

That  letter  was  dated  the  Idth  of 
February,  1839,  and  signed,  H.  Askwortb. 
After  the  poor  people  bad  been  removed 
according  to  this  plan  from  the  rural  dis- 
tricts of  the  south  of  England  into  the 
manufacturing  districts  a  stimulus  was 
given  for  a  time  to  trade,  and  things  went 
on  with  apparent  prosperity.  During  that 
time  he  found,  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons voted  20,000,000/.  of  money  for 
thi  amaocipation  of  tha  black  ilavai  of 


the  West-Indies — men,  who  he  was  pre- 
pared to  prove^erea  thousand  times  hap- 
pier, and  more  contented,  more  prospe- 
rous, and  better  provided  for,  than  the 
workmen  of  the  manufacturing  districts  of 
England  were  at  the  present  time.  He 
would  give  the  House  the  opinion  of  a  Gen- 
tleman, who  he  was  proud  to  say,  was  a 
fellow-countrymen  of  his  own,  a  Whig  in 
politics,  and  a  Roman  Catholic  in  reli- 
gion, respected  by  all  who  knew  him,  and 
deservedly  so.  He  found  in  Mr.  Water- 
ton's  work,  describing  his'  wanderings  in 
Demerara  in  1816,  a  passage  denying  in 
the  strongest  terms,  that  the  condition  of 
the  slaves  was  so  deplorably  wretched, 
as  it  had  been  represented.  Mr.  Waterton 
said, — 

**  It  is  not  so.  A  Briton's  heart,  prover- 
bially  kind  and  generous,  is  not  changed  by 
climate,  or  its  streams  of  compassion  dried  up 
by  the  scorching  heat  of  a  Demerara  sun ;  he 
cheers  his  negroes  in  labour,  comforts  them  in 
sickness,  is  kind  to  them  in  old  age,  and  never 
forgets  that  they  are  his  fellow-creatures." 

What  a  pity  it  was  that  the  manufac- 
turing workmen  of  England  were  not  at 
the  present  moment  so  well  off  as  the 
slaves  of  Demerara  had  been.  Were  their 
roasters'  hearts  open  to  their  wants  and 
distresses?  Were  they  ready  to  relieve 
them?  Did  they  soothe  their  hours  of 
sickness  and  declining  years  ?  Were  they 
not  cast  out  to  perish  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, and  dying  at  the  doors  of  their 
roasters?  There  was  no  one  to  relieve 
them  and  protect  them,  and  he  would  ap- 
peal to  the  House  of  Commons,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  to  save  them 
from  destruction.  He  asked  for  a  grant 
of  the  public  money  to  the  manufacturing 
labourers,  on  the  broad  ground,  that  it 
was  their  right.  The  Legislature  of  the 
country  had  reduced  them  to  their  pre- 
sent state.  Were  the  working  classes  of 
the  north  of  England  dying  of  want  be- 
fore the  New  Poor-law  passed?  Were 
they  starving  before  the  Poor-law  com- 
missioners passed  them  by  tens  of  thou- 
sands into  the  manufacturing  districts, 
and  decoyed  the  poor  wretches  from  their 
homes  in  the  south  by  telling  them  their 
removal  would  put  an  end  to  their  dis- 
tress, would  procure  every  comfort  for 
themselves  and  their  families,  and  would 
save  them  from  want  in  old  age,  by  en- 
abling them  with  frugality  and  industry, 
to  retire  to  competence.  He  would  now 
<lttote  tbt  language  of  a  noble  Lord 
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justly  respected  oot  only  in  that  House 
House,  but  throughout  the  whole  country 
— he  meant  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
Hies.  On  the  d3rd  of  July,  1833,  during 
the  debate  on  the  Slavery  Abolition  Bill, 
the  noble  Lord,  when  calling  upon  the 
House  to  agree  to  a  grant  of  15,000,000/, 
by  way  of  compensation  to  the  West- 
Indian  planters,  was  interrupted  by  Mr. 
Fryer,  who  asked ,^« 
*'  Why  should  we  pay  anything? 

And  the  noble  Lord  said, — 

**  The  hon.  Member  has  asked  a  short  and 
pithy  question.  He  would  tell  him  why  the 
planter  should  be  indemnified,  because  the 
principles  of  justice  required  that  no  roan's 
property  should  be  taken  away  without  com- 
pensation." 

But  the  working  classes  had  their  pro- 
perty taken  from  them  without  compensa- 
tion. What  right  had  they  to  send  forth 
a  mighty  mass  of  labourers  from  the 
south  to  the  manufacturins;  districts  of 
the  north,  for  the  purpose  of  reliev  ng  the 
proprietors  of  the  soil  ?  The  noble  Lord 
went  on  to  say, — 

**  Because  the  laws  of  England  forbade 
taking  away  a  roan's  property  without  tlie 
consent  of  the  owner ;  because  in  this  case  the 
property  would  be  taken  away  in  a  manner 
the  roost  offensive.*' 

Could  anything  be  more  offensive  than 
the  manner  in  which  the  men  from  the 
south  had  been  made  as  strangers  in  the 
land  to  compete  with  those  in  the  north  ? 
Could  anything  be  more  disgraceful  to 
England  than  the  state  of  tl^  working 
classes  in  the  north  of  England  at  the 
present  moment?  The  noble  Lord  con- 
tinued : — 

**  Acting  on  the  principlas  of  justice,  the 
House  bad  declared  that  emancipation  aiul 
compensation  should  go  together." 

Well,  then,  the  landed  interest  in  the 
south  of  England  had  been  enuneipated 
from  the  charge  of  the  poor,  by  which 
means  it  was  calculated  they  had  pnt  into 
their  pockets  at  least  2,400,000/.  This 
was  not  a  party  questioo ;  both  sides  of  the 
House  were  to  blame,  the  landed  propri- 
etors of  England,  for  ai^reeing  to  carry  out 
the  priaeiples  of  the  New  Poor  Law,  and 
the  maonfactorers  of  ike  north  were  most 
reprehensible  for  holding  oot  to  the  work- 
ing classes  inducements  to  migrate  thither 
which  they  knew  they  coaki  not  realize. 
Those  poor  people  had  been  sent  firon  the 
•ottih  into  the  maaufact«riog  districts  wi- 


der promises  the  most  exaggerrated— with 
pledges  not  only  from  the  Poor-law  Com- 
missioners, but  also  from  the  owners  of  the 
soil,  as  well  as  the  manufacturers  them- 
selves, that  they  should  never  again  know 
distress  or  want.  Oh,  what  a  frightfol 
state  the  north  of  England  was  in  at  this 
moment !  He  stated  what  he  knew  to  be 
true,  that  there  were  thousands  of  the 
working  classes,  those  who  had  been  in- 
duced to  migrate  from  the  south*  now 
actually  living  on  boiled  nettles*  drinking 
the  water  in  which  the  nettles  had  been 
boiled  as  a  beverage,  and  lying  in  bed 
during  tl)e  day  for  the  purpose  of  saving 
their  bodies  from  the  exhaustion  of  walk- 
ing about.  And  what  were  the  measuret 
which  had  been  adopted  for  the  purpose  of 
rescuing  the  working  classes  from  the  de- 
plorable condition  in  which  they  were 
involved  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Gorernment  had  satisfied  an 
immense  majority  of  the  people  that  he 
was  exceedingly  anxious  to  relieve  the 
necessities  of  his  indigent  and  distressed 
fellow-subjects;  and,  although  differing 
from  the  right  hop.  Baronet  on  some  of 
the  questions  brought  forward,  he  would 
sav  there  never  had  been  in  the  history  of 
this  country  a  Prims  Minister  who  laboured 
with  such  mighty  determination,  and  sneli 
great  talents,  to  bring  about  relief  to  the 
working  classes.  He  would  quota  a  sen- 
tence or  two  from  him  (  and  call  upon  the 
Bsaau&cturers  of  England,  to  whatever 
party  they  might  belong,  to  team  thence 
their  duty  to  those  who  had  buHt  ojp  their 
enormous  wealth,  and  who  were  literally 
dying  from  want  at  their  very  doors*  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said,  in  words  that 
ought  to  be  written  in  goU,  to  be  ttmem^ 
bered  while  he  lived  and  long  after  be  was 
dead:^ — 

**  I  am  one  of  those  who  have  derived  our 
fortunes  from  the  industrv  of  the  operative 
classes,  and  I  trust  that  others,  who  owe  their 
prosperity  to  the  same  cause,  will  (eel  as  I  do 
— that  it  is  our  duty  to  relieve  the  public,  by 
taking  on  oucselves  &e  charge  of  a  jnst  naquital 
to  thoee  classes  from  whom  our  prosperity  has 
sprung." 

Hers  was  an  appeal  to  the  •aiiufac- 
t«rers ;  had  they  responded  to  it  f  Had 
they  done  their  duty  f  Had  they  veodered 
a  jnst  requital  to  the  woHdng  classes t 
Had  they  not  rather  stood  by  and  seen 
them  die  by  their  side  f  Did  any  one  ever 
see  a  more  paltry  sum  than  had  Imm 
raised  for  the  dtstr^fs^^  iMimftelvrsn^ 
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cammitteft  ?  It  wm  a  diigrace  to  EogUnd ; 
wad  he  woiild  loll  the  House  whose  fault 
it  was  that  the  sobscription  bad  beep  a 
failure.  It  was  to  be  aseribed  to  the  efforts 
of  those  wieked  and  unpriooipled  meo  who 
were  abroad  in  the  country  endeavouring 
to  take  advantage  of  the  distressed  state 
of  the  working  classesr^-bired  lecturers, 
base  and  cowardly  wretches,  going  about 
like  thieves  in  the  dark,  striving  to  evoite 
men  to  rebellion,  but  who,  in  the  hour  of 
danger,  instead  of  appearing  at  their  head, 
skulked  oif»  and  left  their  ignorant  dupes, 
when  the  law  performed  its  office,  either 
to  be  trampled  under  foot  by  the  military 
or  led  to  the  soaffpld,  Throughout  York, 
shire  and  Lancashire  they  had  circulated 
a  beastly,  (iltby  placard,  headed  *^  Murder," 
and  stated  that  a  minister  of  the  gospel  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Stirling  had  declared 
that  a  shopkeeper  and  a  constable,  having 
gone  into  a  poor  man's  house  who  had 
stolen  three  potatoes,  found  a  pan  on  the 
fire  (if  fire  it  could  be  called  where  there 
were  but  a  few  burning  embers),  and  in  the 
pan  a  dog  boiling  with  the  three  potatoes. 
He  had  it  from  the  best  authority  that 
there  was  not  a  syllable  of  truth  in  the 
whole  statement,  yet  it  was  circnlated  at 
enormQQs  cipense  by  men  having  educa- 
tion, and  who  under  the  blessing  of  God, 
and  the  laws  of  this  country  protecting 
them,  had  been  enabled  to  amass  millions 
in  order  to  excite  the  illiterate  and  dis- 
tressed into  rebellion.  But  he  was  happy 
to  say  the  working  men  resisted  the  base 
instigations  of  these  evil  men,  and  appealed 
with  loyalty  and  devoted  affection  to  their 
Queen  and  country,  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons,  the  representatives  of  the  people, 
paying,  **  In  God's  name  have  mercy,  help 
and  save  us  from  death."  The  distress 
which  prevailed  pressed  heavily  on  the 
mind  of  our  devoted,  beloved,  affectionate, 
and  maternal  Queen.  Her  Majesty,  deeply 
commisseratipg  the  sufferings  of  her  peo. 
pie,  had  appealed  to  the  affluent,  in  what 
was  called  '*  tha  Quaaa's  Letter,"  imploring 
them  to  come  forward  and  rescue  the  work- 
ing classes  from  destitution  and  misery. 
Had  the  Queen's  Letter  been  responded  to 
as  it  should  have  been  ?  It  had  not.  The 
Queen  felt  more  deeply  for  the  distress  and 
aufferiog  of  her  people  at  the  present  mo* 
meBtt  becapse  there  waa  none  to  deliver 
tbem«  She  had  done  her  duty  towards 
her  poor  subjects;  an  obstacle  stood  in 
the  way,  or  she  would  have  relieved  them 
l^Ag  igOf    That  impediment  was  the  Bri« 


tish  House  of  Commons.  With  deep 
humility  he  suggested  a  response  to  the 
wishes  of  her  Majesty;  and  in  the  name  of 
the  distressed  among  the  working  classes 
he  called  upon  tbat  House,  in  whose  hands 
alone  were  the  meaps  of  saving  them  from 
destitution  and  death,  to  relieve  their 
dreadful  necessiiies.  He  begged  leave  to 
move — 

*'That  the  House  will,  on  Tuesday,  the  21st 
of  this  instant  June,  resolve  itself  into  a  com- 
miitee  of  the  whole  House,  for  the  purpose  of 
takipg  into  consideratiqn  the  following  resolu* 
tion  :-^that  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that 
ipiinediate  measures  be  taken  to  alleviate  the 
deplorable  distress  and  destitution  which  now 
afflict  many  of  the  working  classes  in  the  ma- 
nufacturing districts,  and  that  an  address  be 
presented  to  her  Majesty,  beseeching  her  Ma- 
jesty  to  employ  for  their  temporary  relief  a 
sum  of  money  not  exceeding  1,000,000/,  ster- 
ling,  and  that  this  House  will  provide  for  the 
same/' 

Sir  R,  Peel:  Sir,  I  hope  that  the  de- 
cided opposition  which  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  offer  to  this  motion  will  not  be 
construed  into  any  symptoms  of  an  in- 
difference on  my  part  to  the  distresses  of 
the  people.  I  feel,  Sir,  most  deeply  for 
those  distresses,  but  feeling  for  tl^em  and 
deploring  their  existence,  I  still  never  can 
consent  to  establish  so  fatal  a  precedent 
as  to  give  my  assent  to  this  motion,  on 
behalf  of  the  Crown,  nor  will  I  ever  con- 
sent to  sanction  so  fatal  a  mistake  as  to 
imply  that  the  distress  of  the  people  at 
large  could  ever  be  alleviated  permanently 
or  properly  by  such  an  expedient  as  to 
temporary  and  a  limited  grant  of  the 
public  money.  If  the  allegations  of  the 
hon.  Member  with  respect  to  the  sum  of 
2,400,000/.,  saved  to  the  landowners  of 
the  south,  by  the  emigration  of  the  work- 
ing classes  to  the  north,  be  true,  it  is 
upon  them  that  the  burden  of  giving 
temporary  relief  ought  to  fall.  How  could 
the  sum  of  1,000,000/.,  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  grant,  be  levied  but 
by  taxation;  and  upon  whom  does  this 
burden  of  taxation  fall  but  upon  the  la- 
bouring classes,  who  are  the  chief  consu- 
mers of  the  articles  upon  which  taxation 
is  levied  ?  If  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  to  be  granted,  it  would  esta- 
blish, I  beg  to  say,  a  fatal  precedent,  and 
one  which  would  be  constantly  recurred 
to  in  similar  cases.  One  of  the  bad  con« 
sequenoes  which  would  arise  from  it  would 
be  the  immediate  cessation  of  all  efforu 
9/^  raising  charitable  funds  in  the  locality 
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of  the  distress.  The  obligation  to  make 
strenuous  efforts  to  raise  funds  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  was  both  legal  and 
moral  upon  those  who  were  resident  in 
the  same  locality  with  them.  1  will  not 
enter  upon  this  subject  further,  nor  am  I 
willing  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the  facts, 
so  called  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
borough.  But  when  he  states,  that  he 
has  inquired  into  the  story  of  a  dog  hav- 
ing been  boiled  with  three  potatoes,  and 
that  he  had  found  it  to  be  false  from 
beginning  to  end,  1  confess,  I  think  it 
might  have  been  hoped  he  would  have 
exercised  the  same  prudent  caution  with 
respect  to  the  story  of  the  boiled  nettles ; 
and  he  might  have  been  expected  to  have 
suppressed  that  statement  unless  he  had 
cautiously  assured  himself  that  it  was  not 
an  exaggerated  story.  I  entirely  agree 
with  him  in  one  respect,  that  the  distressed 
people  have  a  strong  claim  on  the  muni6- 
cent  charity  of  the  opulent  classes ;  and  if 
the  public  attention  be  strongly  called  to 
these  charitable  endeavours  much  good 
may  be  done  by  them.  1  hope  that  those 
who  are  affluent  will  contribute  liberally 
as  soon  as  they  find  their  efforts  are  still 
needed ;  and,  moreover,  1  hope  that  the 
opposition  which  I  must  offer  to  the  hon. 
Member's  motion  will  not  be  construed 
into  indifference ;  for  I  can  assure  the 
House,  that  the  Government  is  labouring 
silently,  though  indefatigably,  to  alleviate 
the  sufferings  of  the  working  classes,  and 
with  some  hopes  of  success.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  House,  however  alive 
it  may  be  to  the  distresses  of  the  people, 
will  never  consent  to  establish  such  a 
precedent  as  would  be  created  by  any 
attempt  to  interfere,  by  legislative  grant, 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  relief  under 
the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Mr.  F.  Maule:  Nobody  could  ques- 
tion that  a  deep  feeling  of  sympathy  pre- 
vailed, on  both  sides,  with  the  sufferings 
of  the  working  classes ;  but  he  must  de- 
precate such  language  as  that  used  by 
the  hon.  Member  ^r  Knaresborough,  who, 
at  a  time  when  the  people  were  suffering 
severely,  thought  fit  to  say  of  the  manu- 
facturers, who  raised  this  country  to  its 
present  greatness,  that  the  people  were 
perishing  at  their  doors.  He  regretted 
the  use  of  such  terms,  when  speaking  of  a 
population  which  was  undergoing  great 
misery.     He  should  oppose  the  motion. 

Dr.  Bowring  wished  to  make  one  ob- 
tervation.     The   hon.   Gentleman   (Mr, 


Ferrand)  was  in  the  habit  of  condemning 
the  emigration  from  the  south  to  the  oorth 
of  England.  He  felt  bound  to  say,  that  a 
friend  of  his  an  intelligent  and  excellent 
man,  was  a  party  to  that  immigratioo. 
He  proposed,  that  the  working  classes  of 
the  south  should  have  the  advantage  of 
higher  wages  than  they  possessed  in  their 
original  place  of  habitation.  He  (Dr. 
Bowring)  had  the  advantage  of  seeing 
these  people  lately,  and  he  ventured  to 
say,  that  all  connected  with  Mr.  Ashwortb 
stood  in  advantageous  contrast  to  much 
of  the  misery  by  which  they  were  sur- 
rounded. There  was  no  living  man  who 
had  a  stronger  desire  than  Mr.  Ashworth 
to  benefit  the  working  classes,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough  wished 
to  see  a  population  contented  and  happy, 
he  should  point  to  those  who  were  privi* 
leged  in  having  Mr.  Ashworth  as  a  master. 
Captain  Polhill  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  had  received  an  assurance  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  that  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
deeply  sympathized  with  the  present  suf- 
ferings of  the  population,  he  would,  pro- 
bably, feel  that  it  was  merely  superfluous 
on  the  part  of  an  individual  Member  to 
take  up  a  measure  of  this  kind.  His  hon. 
Friend  could  not  do  better  than  trust  the 
matter  to  the  care  of  the  Ministers  and 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  could  not  consent 
to  accept  the  vote  of  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  just  spoken,  on  account  of  any  mis- 
construction of  the  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  him.  He  objected,  de 
cidedly,  to  a  vote  of  public  money  being 
taken  with  a  view  to  ameliorate  the  dis- 
tress of  the  country  ;  and  his  hon.  Friend 
must  not  suppose  that  in  the  event  of  the 
failure  of  the  present  motion.  Government 
would  take  any  similar  measure  into  con-, 
sideration. 

Mr.  Ward  gave  the  hon.  Member  the 
fullest  credit  for  a  sincere  desire  to  alle- 
viate the  distress  of  the  country,  but  it  was 
his  firm  belief  that  the  hon.  Member's 
proposition,  if  carried,  would  rather  tend 
to  aggravate  the  distress  and  drag  down 
those  classes  which  were  still  sustaining 
themselves  against  the  difficulties  of  the 
time  to  the  same  level  as  the  class  it  was 
now  proposed  to  relieve.  The  present 
distress,  he  feared,  was  not  of  a  temporary 
nature,  and  the  proofs  of  its  magnitude 
were  rushing  in  every  day.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  one  of  bii  coostitaaoU 
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in  which  it  was  stated,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  overrate  the  prevailing  distress 
among  the  labouring  and  commercial 
classes.  Those  who  four  years  ago  were 
in  a  state  of  comparative  prosperity  now 
saw  hardly  a  hope  left  them.  They  cer- 
tainly did  not  see  hope  in  those  changes 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  effected 
in  the  tariff,  though  they  were  all  in  the 
right  direction.  But  they  did  not  come 
home  to  the  point — they  did  not  open  a 
sufficiently  wide  field  for  our  trade  else- 
where, and  especially  in  the  United  States. 
He  had  been  entreated  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  the  actual  condition  of  the  la- 
bouring population  in  Sheffield^  and  con- 
trast it  with  the  condition  of  the  popula- 
tion in  1836.  In  the  latter  period  there 
was  not  one  man  of  common  industry  and 
decent  character  who  was  not  employed 
at  good  regular  wages*  Since  that  ume 
the  progress  had  l^en  constantly  down- 
wards. No  effort  of  industry  could  ena- 
ble the  population  to  make  good  their 
ground  against  the  influence  of  the  nar- 
row commercial  policy  of  the  country. 
The  trade  with  the  United  States  was 
destroyed  by  the  refusal  to  take  American 
flour,  and  so  far  from  the  spring  having 
brought  with  it  a  better  prospect  of  relief 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  anticipated, 
all  hopes  of  the  amelioration  of  the  dis- 
tress nad  vanished.  Whereas,  in  1836, 
there  was  not  one  individual  to  be  found 
in  Sheffield  on  the  casual  relief  fund,  the 
sums  paid  to  men  willing  and  able  to 
work  up  to  March  in  the  present  year  had 
been  229L  perweek.  Since  then  it  had  gone 
on  increasing  to  312/.,  350/.,  370/.,  and 
3902.,  and  in  the  last  three  weeks  the  sum 
paid  was  1,1 15/.  The  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  gone  far  enough, 
but  must  be  extended.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet must  therefore  take  the  subject  of  the 
present  distress  into  his  serious  considera- 
tion, but  not  with  a  view  of  temporarily 
relieving  it  by  the  expedient  of  a  money 
vote,  which  would  not  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  alleviate  the  distress  by  any  pos- 
sible devices  which  they  could  adopt.  In 
point  of  fact,  the  ruin  of  the  country,  or 
its  escape  from  its  present  state  of  suffer- 
ing, depended  entirely  on  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  the  succeeding  year. 
For  these  reasons,  though  deeply  sensible 
of  the  sufferings  of  the  population,  he  was 
unable  to  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite. 
Captaio  PolhiU  begged  to  wf  one  word 


in  explanation.  He  had  been  misunder« 
stood  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.. 
Peel).  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  Go- 
vernment would  attempt  to  alleviate  the 
distress  by  a  grant  of  money  from  the  pub-, 
lie  funds,  but  only  that  they  would  use 
their  best  exertions  to  alleviate  it  whenever 
it  was  brought  under  their  notice. 

Mr.  VilUers  rose  in  consequence  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  having  adverted  to  a 
statement  made  by  him  relative  to  the  dis- 
tress in  a  certain  district  of  Scotland.  It 
alluded  to  a  poor  Catholic  family,  who 
were  found  in  such  destitution,  that  ihey 
were  actually  eating  a  dog  which  had  been 
boiled  in  the  house.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough,  who  was  not  in  his  place, 
stated  that  there  was  no  foundation  for  that 
statement.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
pause  before  they  believed  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  that,  when  he  told  them 
on  what  authority  he  made  that  statement. 
Seeing  the  hon.  Member  in  his  place,  he 
would  again  repeat  that  he  hoped  the 
House  would  pause  before  they  supposed 
that  that  statement  was  without  foundation, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  often  made 
statements  which  were  loose  and  turned 
out  to  be  untrue.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber believed  them,  but  he  did  not  take  the 
trouble  to  inquire  into  them.  The  state- 
ment he  had  made  he  had  seen  in  a  Scot- 
tish newspaper,  and  the  paragraph  had 
been  copied  into  an  English  paper.  This 
it  was  that  he  stated  to  the  House,  and  he 
had  since  written  to  the  Provost  of  Stirling, 
and  he  had  received  an  answer,  saying  that 
he  would  inquire  into  the  subject.  His 
hon.  Friend  gave  the  hon.  Member  credit 
for  benevolent  motives.  He  did  not  wish 
to  dispute  his  benevolence,  but  he  did  not 
agree  with  his  system  of  personal  attacks. 
Both  from  the  hon.  Member's  manner,  and 
the  topics  he  introduced,  he  always  seemed 
to  have  a  party  object.  He  had  described 
persons  who  were  going  about  the  country 
lecturing  for  the  purpose  of  misleading  the 
people.  He  begged  to  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  people  of  this  country  were 
well  enough  informed  to  appreciate  the 
motives  of  such  persons.  He  begged  to 
remark  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
brought  these  charges  had  been  for  nine 
months  resorting  to  every  topic  calculated 
to  excite  the  common  people  both  in  that 
House  and  out  of  the  House.  The  hon« 
Member  had  referred  to  the  ill  usage  of 
men  bv  their  masters.  The  hon.  Member 
bid  allttded  in  the  moit  violent  langoag^ 
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to  the  mode  in  which  the  public  relief  had 
been  ftdrainistered.  But  the  people  were 
in  a  hi  different  state  to  what  they  were 
in  when  the  hon.  Member  first  began.  The 
people's  patienee  was  nearly  exhausted. 
He  bad  stated  these  things  so  frequently, 
that  the  people  now  began  to  believe  them, 
and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  beginning  to  be  a  little 
alarmed  at  the  aspect  and  state  of  the 
country.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
had  pretty  strong  evidence  on  his  own 
eemmitiee.  It  was  there  stated  that  one 
^ause  of  the  riots  of  Newport  was  the  ei- 
citing  topic  of  th^  truck  system^ 

Mr.  Ferrand  rose  to  order. 

The  Speaker  intimated  that  what  had 
occurred  on  a  committee  then  sitting  could 
not  be  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  VilliePi  only  mentioned  this  to  show 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  beginning  to 
get  alarmed.  He  thought  he  could  not 
read  a  r^ewspaper  without  seeing  some 
cause  for  apprehension  from  the  distresR 
and  temper  of  the  people.  Complimented 
they  had  been,  no  doubt,  on  their  patience, 
but  there  was  something  different  in  their 
spirit.  Now  the  hon.  Member  came  for- 
ward, without  the  most  distant  chauoe  of 
suecess,  and  in  the  most  reckless  and  loose 
tnanner  proposed  that  one  million  should 
be  given  to  the  people.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  mean  to  say,  that  even  fbr  one 
instant  the  hon.  Member  had  an  idea  that 
the  grant  would  be  made.  What  was  the 
course  of  the  hon.  Member  on  every  single 
measfire  that  was  calculated  to  relieve  the 
people  ?  If  those  who  advocated  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn<rlaws  were  wrong  in  proposing 
that  relief,  they  had  also  proposed  to  give 
the  people  the  power  to  legislate  for  them* 
selves.  The  hon.  Gentleman  refused  them 
that  relitf*^he  refused  them  the  power 
of  legislating  for  themselves.  He  had  re- 
fused to  repeal  bad  laws,  ceasing  a  burden 
to  the  people  of  niillions  sterling  a- year. 
The  people  came  there  apd  claim^  their 
political  rights,  they  claimed  to  have  the 
power  of  redressing  theif  grievances,  and 
pointed  at  tke  character  of  the  legislation 
which  eaused  them.  Where  was  the  boa. 
Gentleman  then  ?  Was  he  for  extending 
that  power?  The  ban.  Member  eon* 
demned  that  Ho|ise,  he  had  said  that  it 
was  standing  between  the  benerolence  of 
the  Grown  and  the  poor.  But  when  the 
question  of  reform  of  abuses  came  before 
the  House,  whece  was  the  hoe.  Genilei- 
-<wt    I>id4heium.OetttleffiaiitkioktiM 


people  were  so  stultified  as  to  give  credit 
to  his  motives  in  proposing  a  measure 
whieh  could  not  relieve  the  distress  sueb 
as  had  been  described?  He  could  oat 
suppose  that  ^he  hon.  Gentleman  could 
believe  that  the  House  would  grant  bis 
motion.  He  could  not  believe  tba|  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  earnest  in  his  propo- 
sition. There  were  four  millions  in  the 
country — say  two  or  three  millions^  who 
required  relief,  and  were  suffering  the 
greatest  distress.  What  was  a  million  of 
money  to  those  people  ?  Every  head  of  a 
family  was  supposed  to  represent  fite  per* 
sons.  What  was  a  million  of  money  die* 
tribnted  amongst  those  people  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  violent  against  the  New 
Poor-law.  What  bad  the  Poor-rlaw  to  do 
with  the  distress  of  the  country?  Did 
not  the  hon.  Gentleman  know  that  befim 
the  present  •Poor-law  was  passed  the  agri^ 
cultural  labourers  were  much  worse  off 
than  now  f  Did  he  not  know  that  those 
agriculturists  were  then  treated  worse  than 
the  people  were  in  the  collieries,  as  d^ 
scribed  the  other  pight  ?  How  then  could 
he  attribute  the  distress  to  the  operation 
of  the  New  Poor-law  ?  No,  there  was  a 
more  permanent  cause  than  that.  This 
was  the  opinion  of  more  experienced  men 
than  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  him  to  come  int^  that 
House  as  the  champion  of  restrictive  laws, 
and  in  order  to  be  consistent  with  that 
character,  he  asked  for  a  grant  of  money, 
to  save  the  people  from  the  consequences 
of  those  laws,  or  rather  to  save  the  landed 
proprietors.  The  poor# rates  were  increas- 
ing in  the  agricultural  districts,  and  the 
reason  was,  the  people  were  going  back, 
from  the  manufacturing  and  comasereial 
districts,  by  shoals,  to  their  parishes.  The 
hon.  Member  would  find  that  the  ag riottl** 
turists  were  suffering ;  and  he  would  tell 
the  hon.  Member  anether  thing,  that  the 
consumption  of  agricultural  preduoe  was 
diminishing.  Well  might  the  hon.  MeoH 
ber  come  forwand  as  the  champion  of  the 
Corn-law,  and  ask  for  a  million  of  money. 
Anything  that  was  not  a  permanent  reli^, 
was  ^  mockery.  This  propos^  was  almost 
an  insult  to  the  people,  and  was  making 
them  peppers. 

Mr.  Wallace  said,  the  extent  of  distrass 
that  prevailed  in  the  country  was  by  so 
means  generally  known.  Although  he 
differed  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  the 
principle  he  had  laid  dowp,  and  thought 
that  the  time  might  come  when  it  eroiikl 
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be  neceMtry  to  alleviate  the  distrets  with 
public  money,  atill  he  agreed  with  him, 
that  it  ought  to  be  the  last  resource.  As  a 
matter  of  principle,  therefore,  had  he  felt 
boand  to  vote  in  roainienanee  of  it,  he 
should  have  divided  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Knaresborotigh,  much  as  he  re- 
gretted the  manner  in  which  his  motion 
was  brought  forward ;  but  agreeing  en- 
tirely in  the  sentiments  so  ably  expressed 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton, and  feeling  that  this  amount 
would  be  but  a  drop  in  a  bucket,  he 
thought  it  would  be  wise  before  taking  any 
step  to  make  every  possible  inquiry  on  the 
subject.  If  the  hon.  Member  proceeded 
to  a  division,  he  should  certainly  not 
divide  with  hfm. 

Mr.  Eicoii  thought  the  motion  of  the 
boa.  Member  for  Knaresborough  a  most 
extraordinary  one.  He  could  not,  con- 
sistently with  what  he  felt  due  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  refrain  from  saying 
that  he  not  only  thought  it  an  extraor- 
dinary motion,  but  also  a  most  mischievous 
motion.  He  felt,  too,  that  not  only  was 
the  motion  mischievous,  but  he  would  tell 
his  hon.  Friend  and  the  House  plainly, 
that  he  thought  the  speech  with  which  it 
'was  introduced  a  mischievous  speech. 
There  was  one  charge  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  made  in  that  speech  which,  as  long 
as  he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that 
House,  he  would  never  hear  made  by  any 
hon.  Gentleman  without  rising  in  his  place 
to  protest  against  it.  His  boo.  Friend 
said  in  his  speech,  after  stating  the  dis- 
tresses of  the  people  of  this  country,  that 
that  House  sUkxI  between  the  people  and 
their  relief.  He  positively  denied  that 
charge.  That  charge  was  not  fair  to  that 
House.  It  was  not  fair  to  the  Govern- 
ment, in  the  same  speech  In  which  his 
hon.  Friend  made  that  chaige,  he  ad- 
mitted the  Oovemment  was  doing  all  tn 
its  power  to  relieve  the  distress  which  every 
feeling  man  so  deeply  deplored.  Upon  the 
priocipie  of  the  motion,  he  would  say  one 
word.  His  hon.  Friend  proposed  a  grant  of 
public  money  for  relieving  the  dietress  that 
prevailed.  Now,  he  believed  thai  if  that 
ssotioa  were  carried,  there  was  no  one 
node  which  his  hon.  Friend  could  devise, 
that  would  be  eo  likely  to  draw  off  the  at. 
tention  ef  the  Legisiatute  and  of  the  peo- 
ple from  those  measures  which  might  be 
neeessarv  at  some  future  time,  for  reliev- 
iog  the  distresses  of  tbe  people.  He  most 
also  potest  egpiait  the  do^Um^  that  be- 


cause there  happened  to  be  a  great  pres- 
sure of  distress  at  a  given  time,  they  must 
have  recourse  to  a  grant  of  public  money, 
which  must  come  from  the  pockets  of  (be 
people  who  were  so  distressed,  and  which, 
being  so  taken  away,  must  throw  an  addi- 
tional pressure  on  their  industry.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
seeing  the  feeling  so  plainly  manifested  o<i 
both  sides  of  the  House,  would  not  trouble 
them  by  proceeding  to  a  division,  but 
would  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  Ainiwarih  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  had  mentioned 
the  name  of  his  Friend,  Mr.  Ashworth,  he 
wished  to  state,  that  he  concurred  with  his 
hon.  Colleague,  in  the  character  he  had 
given  of  that  Gentleman,  and  in  hoping, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough 
would,  at  some  future  time,  pay  him  a 
visit,  and  allow  him  to  take  him  over  Mr. 
Ashworth 's  manufactory,  feeling  sure,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Ash- 
worth conducted  his  business.  At  the 
same  time,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
ceeded to  a  division,  he  felt  bound  to  give 
him  his  support. 

Mr.  W,  Williams  considered  the  cause 
of  the  present  distress  in  a  great  measure, 
to  be  the  high  price  of  provisions  in  this 
country,  as  compared  with  the  prices  of 
provismns  in  other  countries.  Now,  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresbo- 
rough, and  the  votes  he  had  given  ip  the 
House,  were  atrangely  inconsistent;  for 
upon  every  occasion,  that  a  proposition 
was  made  to  relieve  the  distresses  of  the 
country  by  reducing  the  price  of  provi- 
sions, the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  uni- 
versally opposed  to  such  a  measure.  Had 
he  not  opposed  the  removal  of  the  tax 
upon  bread  in  every  sfhape  that  it  way 
brought  before  the  House  ?  An4  had  he 
not  atood  forward  above  all  other  indi- 
viduals, in  brining  charges  against  those 
persons  who  had  been  eo  active  in  their 
endeavours  to  do  away  with  the  tax  ob 
corn  f  Had  he  not  brought  those  charges 
from  time  to  time  in  that  House  ?  Had 
he  not  made  attacks  on  individuals, 
and  the  whole  ef  that  body  called  the 
Anti-Com*law  League,  whose  object  was 
to  remove  the  tax  on  the  bread  of  the 
people  ?  Had  be  supported  any  measure 
in  the!  House  to  reduce  the  price  of  food 
e^  the  working  classes  t  [Mr.  Perrand  t 
Yes;  the tariffoB  foreign  cattle,]  [Lmtgh^ 
ier.]  He  tboogU  the  ben.  Geotlemnn  w^ 
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not  in  the  division  for  admitting;  foreign 
oxen  into  this  country  at  Is.  per  bead. 
Did  he  vote  for  the  lowest  duty  upon  fo- 
reign cattle?  He  believed,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not.  Was  the  hon  Gen- 
tleman aware,  that  two-thirds  of  the 
taxes,  from  which  he  would  take  this 
100,000,000/.,  were  actually  paid  by  the 
poorer  classes  of  this  country  upon  the 
necessaries  of  life  ?  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  assist  in  removing  those  taxes, 
no  motion  of  this  kind  would  be  requisite. 
He  believed,  however,  that  the  working 
classes  of  this  country  had  too  much  good 
sense  to  be  led  away  by  any  motion  so 
delusive.  They  knew  too  well,  that  it 
could  not  relieve  them.  It  might  afford 
some  relief  to  send  large  sums  of  money 
to  large  towns,  but  the  question  would 
be,  to  which  towns  the  money  should  be 
sent,  and  how  it  should  be  applied,  and 
there  would  be  a  scramble  for  it  without 
its  producing  any  general  or  extensive  be- 
nefit. 

Mr.  Cobden  was  deeply  impressed  with 
the  condition  in  which  this  country  was 
now  placed.  It  was  such  as  ought  to  en- 
gage the  serious  consideration  of  all  who 
had  anything  at  stake.  He  had  long  been 
anxious,  that  the  House  should  take  the 
subject  into  its  serious  consideration  ;  that 
the  facts  should  be  brought  out,  without 
its  being  made  a  question  of  Whig  or 
Tory;  and  he  should  before  then  have 
brought  forward  certain  facts  connected 
with  this  subject,  had  he  not  been  con- 
stantly met  with  the  charge  of  impeding 
the  tariff,  which  it  was  said,  was  calcu- 
lated to  restore  in  some  degree  the  pros- 
perity of  the  country.  He  believed,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  no  hope  in  the  country, 
that  that  would  be  the  effect  of  the  tariff. 
[Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  ! "]  Hon.  Gentleman 
might  say  **  Oh,  oh  ! "  but  he  would  tell 
them,  that  the  number  of  unemployed  was 
greater,  and  the  amount  of  Poor-rates 
higher  now  than  ever.  Capital  was  wasting 
away,  and  there  was  no  means  of  employ- 
ing it  in  trade.  ICries  of  "  Oh,  oh,"  and 
laughter.]  When  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
said  *'  Oh,  oh !  "  and  shut  their  ears,  let 
them  ask  themselves  what  would  be  the 
consequence  if  that  state  of  things  went 
on?  In  Stockport,  twenty-nine  large 
concerns  were  closed ;  they  did  not  belong 
to  members  of  the  Anti-Com-law  League, 
but  chiefly  to  persons  who  agreed  in 
political  opinions  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.    In  that  towoi  there  was  an 
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instance  of  one  concern,  which  seven  years 
ago  was  estimated  to  be  worth  100,000/. 
The  senior  member  of  it  retired  after  thirty 
years  hard  labour,  thinking  himself  worth 
100,000/.,  but  the  son  of  that  individual 
was  now  receiving  parish  relief,  and  show- 
ing the  mill  at  Is.  a- week.  What,  too, 
were  the  Poor-rates  there  ?  Why,  a  2s. 
rate  only  yielded  now  one-sixth  of  what 
it  did  two  years  ago ;  and  a  Is.  rate  only 
two-thirds  of  what  a  6^.  rate  did  at  that 
time.  Of  a  rated  rental  of  80,000/.,  only 
36,000/.  was  received.  Several  years  since, 
that  state  of  things  had  been  foretold  in 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  at  Manchester. 
But  were  they  solitary  in  their  distress — 
were  they  not  a  link  of  one  great  chain  ? 
Were  not  the  various  commercial  interests 
of  the  country  in  the  same  depressed  con- 
dition  ?  He  implored  the  House  then  not 
to  separate,  until  they  had  done  something 
directly  and  avowedly  for  giving  content- 
ment to  the  people.  He  entreated  them  not 
to  separate  now, and  defer  until  next  spring 
the  consideration  of  this  measure.  The  hoo« 
Member  for  Sheffield  said  they  must  next 
spring  reconsider  the  Corn-laws ;  but  he 
would  say  they  could  not  wait  until  the 
spring,  and  that  they  must  throw  open 
their  ports  for  grain  if  they  wanted  to  have 
peace  in  the  country.  He  had  lately  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  Sheffield  which  point-^ 
ed  to  that  place  as  one  of  the  most  peril- 
ous in  the  kingdom.  He  entreated  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  then,  not  to  think  of 
dismissing  the  present  Parliament  without 
taking  measures  to  relieve  the  distresses  of 
the  people.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
certainly  be  compelled  at  the  opening  of 
next  Session  to  reconsider  the  corn  ques- 
tion. Nor  would  he  want  a  most  just 
vindication  for  his  consistency  in  such  a 
course,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
expressly  declared  that  he  had  brought 
forward  his  Corn-law  measure  from  a  con- 
viction that  trade  was  reviving.  Now  the 
very  reverse  had  proved  to  be  the  case 
since  the  right  hon.  Baronet  spoke  thus ; 
and  the  measures  which  had  been  brought 
forward  by  the  Government  had  not  at  all 
been  suggested  even  as  remedies  for  the 
national  distress.  On  the  contrary,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  distinctly  dis- 
claimed any  persuasion  that  his  measures 
would  remove  that  distress.  The  conse-^ 
q^uences  to  be  apprehended  from  a  con* 
tinuance  of  the  existing  state  of  things 
were  most  serious.  Not  that  he  was  desir- 
ous of  employing  laogaaga  i^tiKprovokt^ 
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alarm  or  imply  menace*  He  would  not 
say  that  there  was  any  prospect  of  popu- 
lar outbreaks,  which  might  peril  the  parks 
and  the  palaces  of  the  Conservative  party. 
He  knew  well  that  in  the  desperation 
of  distress-— in  the  frenzy  of  famine — ^the 
friends  not  less  than  the  foes  of  the  people 
would  suffer;  and  his  apprehension  was 
DOt  so  much  that  the  people  might  break 
out  into  violence  as  that  the  nation  might 
break  down  altogether.  He  commended , 
then»  this  condition  of  things  to  the  ear- 
nest consideration  of  the  Legislature,  that 
ere  too  late  some  measures  might  indeed 
be  taken  for  the  averting  of  dangers  so 
imminent  and  so  appalling. 

Mr.  T,  Duncambe  said,  had  he  enter- 
tained any  doubt  at  all  as  to  the  propriety 
of  supporting  the  motion,  that  doubt  must 
have  been  entirely  removed  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
dow-n.  That  hon.  Member  had  vigorously 
pictured  the  national  distress,  and  had 
contended  for  the  necessity  of  an  inquiry. 
Now,  the  present  proposal  was  for  an  in- 
quiry. The  terms  of  the  motion  involved 
necetsarilyy  first,  a  committee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inqoiry ;  and  true  it  might  be, 
that  the  object  professed  was  the  granting 
of  pecuniary  relief  to  the  people.  Now, 
his  only  objection  to  the  motion  was  that 
it  did  not  go  far  enough,  seeing  that  it 
limited  the  amount  of  that  relief  to  a 
milh'on,  whereas  he  should  be  prepared  to 
support  a  vote  of  not  less  than  five  mil- 
lions, convinced  that  not  less  than  five 
millions  would  really  relieve  the  distress  of 
the  people.  It  was  said  that  the  motion 
was  without  precedent;  so  far  from  it, 
there  had  been  plenty  of  precedents. 
There  had  been  in  1832  a  vote  of  a  mil- 
lion to  the  Irish  clergy;  and  there  were 
constantly  votes  to  refugees  — >  Polish, 
French,  or  Corsicao,  &c.  His  firm  belief 
was,  that  the  House  really  knew  nothing 
of  the  popular  distress.  And  whose  fault 
was  that  ?  Why,  the  fault  of  the  Gentle- 
men opposite.  When  it  had  been  stated 
that  poor  wretches  had  been  reduced  to 
positive  carrion,  the  statement  had  been 
treated  with  perfect  indifference.  It  had 
been  disbelieved*  The  majority  opposite 
could  have,  indeed,  no  sympathy  with  the 
people.  They  had  been  returned  by  gross 
bribery.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  leader 
of  the  party  had  declared  it.  Could  any 
one  deny  it  ?  The  people  knew  it  to  be 
true.  The  Government  had  been  forced 
into  power  by  such  oieans.    Why,  would 


they  dare  dissolve  to-morrow?  Would 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Kent  (Sir  E.  Knatchbull)  like  it?  De- 
pend upon  it  there  would  be  more  heard  of 
the  tariff  then  than  now.  [<<  Hear!"]  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  cheered.  He  did  not 
like  to  hear  of  the  tariff.  Truly,  the 
House  had  heard  enough  about  it,  and  so 
had  the  country,  and  the  people  knew  it 
to  be  one  of  the  grossest  delusions  ever 
practised  on  a  nation.  But  now  to  return 
to  the  question  at  issue.  The  people 
would  never  obtain  redress  till  some 
400,000  or  500,000  men  from  the  menu- 
facturing  districts  came  to  the  metropolis 
to  demand  it.  ["  Ob,  oh  ! "]  Yes;  and 
he  knew  that  preparations  were  making 
with  that  intention.  And  not  till  those 
thousands  came  would  their  condition  be 
attended  to  or  their  wrongs  redressed. 
Then,  indeed,  they  would  obtain  relief. 
The  Corn-laws  might  be  repealed.  While 
they  continued,  distress  would  remain, 
which  the  Legislature  was  bound  to  do 
their  utmost  to  relieve.  But  a  most  in- 
structing spectacle  had  the  House  that 
night  presented.  First,  all  relief  what- 
ever had  been  denied  to  the  Dissenters ; 
and  now  all  hope  of  relief  was  about  to 
be  withdrawn  from  millions  of  loyal  and 
industrious,  but  distressed  and  suffering 
people. 

Mr.  Ferrand  would  not  notice  the 
speech  which  had  just  been  delivered.  As 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport,  about  the  distress  caused  to  the 
manufacturing  interest  by  the  Corn-laws, 
it  certainly  was  strange  that  any  one  should 
make  such  statements  who  recollected, 
that  in  despite  of  all  the  agitation  of  the 
question  in  the  most  populous  manufac- 
turing districts,  Anti-Corn-law  candidates 
had  been  defeated.  Now  it  had  been  said 
that  he  had  excited  the  people.  To  that 
he  replied,  thai  when  he  took  his  seat  in 
that  House  he  found  that  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts  there  had  been  for  some 
time  a  system  of  agitation  for  the  purpose 
of  exciting  the  people  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country.  He  found  that  gen- 
tlemen belonging  to  the  party  opposite  had 
hired  men,  utterly  devoid  of  honesty  and 
reckless  of  truth,  to  use  among  the  people 
the  most  outrageous  language.  He  found, 
nevertheless,  that  notwithstanding  all  the 
expenditure  of  money  and  mischievoug 
energy,  they  had  entirely  failed  to  win  the 
people  to  their  side,  and  to  accomplish 
their  great  object  of  replacing  Gentlemen 
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opposite  in  oflfice.  How  wis  it  that  tha 
l^goe  as  a  body  had  been  quite  anni- 
hilated? True,  (here  were  some  mis- 
ohievous  incendiaries  going  about  the 
country,  endeavouring  to  raise  a  popular 
excitement,  endeavouring  (under  the  sane* 
tion  of  gentlemen  belonging  to  the  party 
opposite)  to  excite  the  people  to  rebellion ; 
but  they  would  fail,  as  hitherto;  or,  if 
they  succeeded  unhappily  in  exciting  the 
people  into  acts  of  violence,  they  would 
exhibit  the  cowardice  common  to  those 
who  for  selfish  purposes  led  others  into 
unlawful  proceed ingf.  He  had  done  his 
duty  in  that  House— supported  by  a  con* 
aciousness  of  rectitude-^he  trusted  he  had 
been  of  some  service  to  the  country  in  teU 
ling  the  truth  manfully,  and  in  thus  put- 
ting down  the  hired  agitators  of  selfish 
men.  As  to  what  had  been  said  of  the 
looseness  of  his  assertions,  he  regarded 
them  not,  for  he  was  sustained  by  his  own 
conscience  and  by  the  belief  that  the  peu* 
pie  at  large  gave  him  credit  for  his  inten* 
tiona  and  his  integrity*  With  respect  to 
the  particular  instance  of  the  dog,  adverted 
to  to«nigbt»  his  denial  of  the  story  had 
been  supported  by  communications  direct 
from  the  locality  alluded  to,  declaratory  of 
perfect  ignoranoe  of  any  such  ciroum* 
atanoa.  He  bad  now  to  leave  in  the  bands 
of  the  House  a  motion  which  was  justified 
by  the  precedent  of  the  great  grant  of 
20fiOOfiOOL  for  purchasing  the  freedosi 
of  the  West-Indian  slaves,  whose  con- 
dition, even  in  slavery,  had  been  far  better 
than  that  of  millions  in  Great  Britain,  and 
who  aow  were  positively  acquiring  some-^ 
thing  like  the  position  of  independent  pro- 
prietors. He  should,  at  all  events,  con- 
tinue to  pursue  the  straightforward  course 
which  he  had  marked  out  for  hintself,  and 
in  which  he  believed  he  had  not  less  the 
approbstion  of  the  country  than  of  his 
own  conscience;  for  be  was  pertuaded 
that  the  people  put  more  confidence  in  his 
assertions  than  in  those  of  the  whole  party 
opposite. 

Tlie  Hoose  difided:  — Ayes  6;   Noes 
106;  Majority  100. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
AiDSworth,  P.  Johnson,  Gen. 

Blake,  M.  J. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  tbllbrs. 

Heatbeoat,  J.  Dunoombe,  T. 

Hiadley,  C.  Fenand,  W.  B. 

Customs*  Acts -The  Tariff.]    The 
report  on  the  Customs*  Acts  was  brought 


up,  the  resolutions  were  read  and  agreed 
to  by  the  House,  and  a  bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in. 

Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Dis- 
tricts.] The  Earl  of  Lincoln  moved 
that  the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  a 
committee  on  the  Dean  Foreat  Ecclesi- 
astical Districts  Bill,  to  make  provision 
for  the  maintenance  of  certain  chapels  in 
the  Forest  of  Dean. 

Dr.  Bowrmg  thought  such  a  bill  as  the 
present  ought  not  to  have  been  introduced. 
The  Church  had  quite  sufficient  property 
to  meet  any  demands  for  spiritual  instruc- 
tion in  any  part  of  England.  The  bill, 
he  must  say,  had  taken  him  by  surprise, 
and  he  decidedly  objected  to  such  an  ap- 
plicaiion  of  public  money  to  ecclesiastical 
purposes. 

Mr«  Protheroe  said,  that  in  his  part  of 
the  country  the  bill  had  not  taken  tbtm 
by  surprise.  He  had  often  knocked  at 
the  doors  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  calling  on  them  to  make  pro- 
visions for  the  spiritual  instruction  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Forest  of  Dead*  No- 
thing could  be  more  unjust  than  to  say 
that,  in  a  case  like  the  present  the  Church 
were  endeavouring  to  obtain  any  exclusive 
advantages.  There  was  no  one  having  the 
least  acquaintance  with  the  condition  of 
the  people  who  inhabited  the  Forest  who 
could  for  a  moment  doubt  that  they 
were  in  a  state  of  spiritual  destitution} 
but  if  any  one  were  in  a  state  of  uncer- 
tainty on  the  point,  he  should  refer  bin  to 
the  report  of  Mr.  Elijah  Waring,  whom  he 
had  not  the  pleasure  of  knowing,  though 
the  perusal  of  his  report  would  lead  any 
one  to  desire  his  acquaintance.  As  to  the 
present  bill,  he  should  give  it  his  support, 
being  decidedly  of  opinion  that  even  a 
larger  grant  of  mooey  ought  to  be  made. 
It  was  well  worthyof  observation  that  when 
Monmouthshire  was  in  a  state  of  extreme 
agitation  and  disturbance,  the  most  perfect 
tranquillity  prevailed  in  the  district  with 
which  he  was  connected,  and  those  who 
were  best  acquainted  with  the  feelings  of 
the  people  imputed  that  tranquillity  to  the 
influence  of  religious  instruotioo  derived 
from  the  clergy.  On  these  grounds  be 
entertained  a  strong  wish  to  see  additional 
churches  in  that  part  of  the  country. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  hoped  that  his  boo. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose  wosid 
divide  the  House  on  the  aueetion,  the  more 
especially  as  no  explaaation  on  the  sa^eci 
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bad  been  given  by  her  Majesty *t  Govern- 
ment. They  bad  jnat  rejected  a  motion, 
by  a  majority  of  100,  for  giving  relief  to 
the  diatretsed  manafacturera— not  a  shil- 
ling would  the  Hoase  give  to  them ;  but 
yet  they  now  proposed  to  grant  600/., 
700/.^  or  800/.  to  endow  a  certain  num- 
ber of  churches.  They  had  often  heard 
in  that  House  that  ecclesiastical  funds 
ought  to  be  applied  exclusively  to  ecclesi' 
astical  purposes ;— was  there  any  one  who 
would  say,  that  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of 
tbe  Church  were  insnflBcient  for  the  wants 
of  the  Church  ?  There  was  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty,  there  were  the  sums  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
and  recourse  ought  to  be  had  to  those  be- 
fore any  claims  were  made  upon  the  pro- 
perty  of  the  Crown.  It  was  preposterous 
to  propose  that  new  churches  should  be 
endowed,  when  the  House  refuted  to  grant 
a  single  shilling  for  the  relief  of  the  starv- 
ing manufacturers  in  the  north  of  England. 
On  these  grounds  he  should  decidedly 
oppose  tbe  motion  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  tbe  Cbair. 

The  Earl  of  Lincobi  said,  be  should 
have  risen  sooner  if  be  could  have  antici- 

Cted  that  the  bill  was  to  be  opposed ;  and 
was  under  an  impression  that  he  had 
last  nigbt  given  a  sufficient  explanation 
oo  tbe  subject  An  bon.  Member  on  tbe 
oiber  side  appeared  to  Uy  great  stress  upon 
this  point,  that  by  the  bill  it  was  proposed 
to  apply  a  certain  portion  of  the  public 
money  to  tbe  endowment  of  churches,  and 
last  night  the  bon.  Member  for  Montrose 
urged  the  same  argument.  Now,  he  con- 
ceived there  was  a  broad  distinction  be«> 
tween  tbe  provisions  of  this  bill  and  the 
construction  put  upon  it  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  made  use  of  that  argument. 
There  was  an  obvious  difference  between 
giving  a  grant  of  public  money  and  doing 
that  which  the  bill  proposed  to  effect.  If 
tbe  Forest  of  Dean  belonged  to  a  private 
individual,  he  certainly  would  not  be  jus* 
tified  in  allowing  it  to  remain  in  its  present 
state  of  spiritual  destitution«^many  indi- 
viduals would  give  much  more  than  was 
proposed  to  be  given  under  the  present 
bill.  At  the  beginning  of  every  reign  tbe 
down  property  was  transferred  to  the 
care  of  public  commissioners— of  course 
for  a  €OQsideration-"but  that  circumstance 
did  not  alter  the  degree  of  responsibility 
which  attached  to  Um  possession  of  pro* 
perty.  It  had  often  been  observed,  that 
psoperty  bad  its  duties  as  weU  aa  its  rights^  | 


and  tbe  property  in  question  was  not  by 
its  peculiar  circumstances  divested  of  its 
duties  any  more  than  other  property.   He 
would  repeat  that  which  he  bad  stated  on 
a  former  occasion,  namely,  that  there  were 
contained  in  the  forest  25,000  acres,  that 
the  population  amounted  to  11,000  souls, 
and  that  for  the  spiritual  instruction  of 
that    population    there   were  only  three 
clergymen.     Besides   those    tbe  deputy- 
surveyor  in  the  employment  of  the  Crown 
was  the  only  person  in  the  whole  district 
who  could  be  regarded  as  belonging  to 
the  rank  of  gentlemen.  The  three  clergy- 
men   had  incomes  respectively  of  119/., 
92/.,  and  75/.    In  such  a  state  of  things, 
and  in  such  a  condition  of  society  in  that 
part  of  the  country,  he  felt  that  he  ought 
not  to  shrink  from   the  responsibility  of 
introducing  such  a  measure ;  at  the  same 
time  he  believed  there  was  much  more  of 
merit  than  of  responsibility  in  bringing  it 
forward.     The  House  had  probably  not 
forgotten  that  in  1835,  during  the  Govern, 
mentof  bon.  Members  opposite,  a  com- 
mission bad  been  issued  by  the  Crown  to 
inquire  not  so  much  into  the  spiritual 
destitution  as  into  the    general  ciroum* 
stances  of  the  forest,  amongst  other  objects 
with  tbe  view  of  paroobialising  tbe  dis- 
trict.   They  made  their  report  in  1839, 
and  they  recommended  that  tbe  incomes 
of  the  clergy  should  be  increased*    It  ap<» 
peared  from  that  report  that  it  was  not 
imperative  upon  tbe  clergy  there  to  ad« 
minister  the  rites  of  burial  or  of  baptism, 
and  that  no  marriages  were  solemnised 
within    the  forest    They  recommended 
that  a  church  and  parsonage-bouse  should 
be  built,  and  that  a  benefice  should  be 
endowed,  by  tbe  Crown  giving  to  the 
clergyman  an    annual   stipend  of  150/. 
a-year,  and   raising  the  stipends  of  tbe 
existing  clergymen  in  the  same  manner 
and  to  the  same  amount*    The  commis- 
sioners were  Mr.  Serjeant  Ludlow,  Mr. 
Bathurst,  and  other  eminent  persons ;  and 
although  Serjeant  Ludlow  differed  from 
the  other  commissioners  on  several  points, 
he  was  agreed  with  them  on  this  one,  as 
appeared  from  a  separate  report  which  he 
signed.    The  present  proposition  was  by 
no  means  a  novel  one,  the  case  of  the 
Delamere  Forest  being  a  precedent ;  and 
there  were  other  cases  in  point.   The  bon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  that  if  the  church 
required  any  additional  endowments,  they 
should    be    taken    from    Queen    Anne's 
bounty ;  but  the  Governots  of  I 
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never  consented  to  increase  livings  without 
an  equivalent  from  the  proprietors  of  the 
estates  concerned.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  yesterday  had  said  that  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners  ought  to  be 
called  upon  to  supply  the  means  sought 
by  this  bilU  and  that  unless  he  had  a 
return  of  their  revenue  he  should  oppose 
any  grant ;  but  on  referring  to  the  rules 
of  the  commissioners  that  day,  he  found 
that  their  rules  precluded  them  from  con- 
tributing to  such  an  object.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  there 
was  no  necessity  for  persisting  in  his  op- 
position to  this  bill. 

Mr.  Labouchere  observed,  that  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  seemed  to  in- 
timate his  intention  of  taking  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  this  question,  he  would 
state  in  a  few  words  the  grounds  on  which 
he  should  give  bis  vote.  He  objected  to 
the  principle  of  what  was  called  church 
extension,  by  coming  to  that  House  to 
demand  money  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
creasing the  establishment,  and  he  thought 
it  was  much  more  advantageous  to  the 
Church  in  the  present  state  of  the  country 
to  leave  it  as  it  was— an  establishment 
partly  supporteid  by  the  State  and  partly 
by  voluntary  contributions.  But  that  was 
a  very  wide  question,  upon  which  he  would 
not  then  enter.  The  present  question  was 
of  a  different  nature,  and  had  been  placed 
upon  its  true  grounds  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  bill  being  merely  intended  to  enable 
the  Crown  to  do  that  which  it  was  the 
duty  of  every  proprietor  of  land  to  do, 
namely,  to  see  that  the  spiritual  wants  of 
the  population  living  upon  his  property 
were  adequately  supplied.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  only  when  the  proprietors  of 
land  throughout  the  country  understood 
their  duty  in  that  way  would  the  popula- 
tion be  properly  provided  with  religious 
instruction.  He  thought  it  better  to 
trust  to  their  sense  of  duty  than  to  come 
to  that  House  for  a  grant  from  the  public 
funds  for  church  extension.  He  should 
certainly  support  the  noble  Lord's  motion. 

Mr.  Homes  was  compelled  to  take  an 
entirely  different  view  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  though  he  did  not  disagree  from 
him  upon  the  general  proposition  he  had 
laid  down.  But  this  bill  did  contain  the 
principle  of  church  extension ;  for  it  was 
clearly  and  manifestly  intended  to  apply 
a  portion  of  the  public  funds  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  therefore  he  should  oppose  it.  But 
there  was  another  reason  why  he  should 


oppose  it :  since  the  passing  of  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  and  other  measures  af- 
fecting the  Church  the  property  of  the 
Establishment  had  increased  in  value,  and 
in  some  instances  beyond  the  returns  and 
estimates  submitted  to  Parliament  while 
those  measures  were  under  discussion  to 
an  extent  of  20  or  30  per  cent.  As  that 
increased  value  had  been  derived  by  the 
Establishment,  he  thought  they  ought  to 
look  to  that  for  the  endowments  proposed 
by  this  bill.  As  a  friend  to  the  Church 
he  would  oppose  this  bill,  and  also  because 
he  thought  it  unjust  and  unnecessary, 
seeing  that  there  were  other  funds 
which  ought  to  be  looked  to  for  the  aid 
required. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
thought  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man both  unfair  and  inconsistent  If  it 
were  just  in  reference  to  the  Crown,  so  it 
would  be  if  applied  to  private  persons. 
And  what  a  bad  example  would  the  hon. 
Gentleman  set !  It  was  just  the  argument 
which  a  niggardly  person  would  take  up 
when  appealed  to  for  alms,  that  because 
other  parties  were  rich  and  did  not  direct 
their  riches  to  a  particular  object,  therefore 
he  would  do  nothing  for  it.  He  trusted 
the  House  would  feel  that  the  public  was 
a  proprietor  of  a  large  estate,  and  that  it 
could  not  neglect  its  duty  to  provide  for 
both  the  temporal  and  spiritual  destitution 
of  the  population.  When  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  whole  amount  asked  for 
was  but  little  more  than  300/.,  and  that 
the  district  comprised  25,000  acres  with 
1 1 ,000  population,  he  thought  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure  must  be  very  limited. 

Mr.  W.  Williams  thought  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  given  some  reason  why 
there  was  to  be  this  augmentation  in  the 
salaries  of  these  three  clergymen.  Were 
they  to  perform  increased  duty  ?  Had  not 
their  salaries  been  sufficient  hitherto,  and 
if  so,  why  should  they  not  be  sufficient 
now?  The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that 
there  were  1 1 ,000  persons  to  whom  these 
three  clergymen  were  to  minister.  He 
should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  how 
many  of  those  11,000  were  Dissenters? 
He  ventured  to  say  that  a  large  majority 
of  them  were  Dissenters.  But  suppose 
they  were  all  members  of  the  Church  of 
England,  were  not  three  clergymen  eifough 
to  minister  to  the  11 ,000  ?  ["  No,  no  ! "] 
Well,  he  knew  that  there  were  many  cler- 
gymen who  did  take  the  care  of  as  many 
souls.    He  should  like  the  fi^U^J^iQid  to 

Digitized  by ' 


1665 


Dtfofi  FcTe9t 


{ Juirs  16}       Ecckrioitical  DUtrkU.      1666 


point  out  any  indifiduals  possessing:  25,000 
acres  who  had  ever  provided  300/.  to  pay 
ministers  for  the  popalation.  {Inmical 
cheers.']  Well,  he  did  not  know  any  in- 
stance of  the  kind  in  modern  times.  He 
considered  that  the  Government  might  just 
as  well  have  proposed  to  take  the  money 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  at  once,  for 
that  was  neither  more  nor  less  than  the 
effect  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  seemed  to  treat  the  Church  of 
England  as  an  abstract  institution  with 
which  the  nation  had  little  or  nothing  to 
do,  whereas  it  was  an  ecclesiastical  Estab- 
lishment founded  and  maintained  by  the 
State  for  the  religious  instruction  of  the 
people,  and  he  hoped  they  received,  and 
would  continue  to  receive,  instruction  from 
it  and  through  it.  [Mr.  T.  Duncombe : 
"Hear."]  He  wished  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  cheered  him  would  tell  him 
what  denomination  of  Dissenters  afforded 
more  or  better  religious  instruction  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry  seemed  to 
think  three  clergymen  quite  enough  for 
1 1,000  persons ;  why,  it  had  always  been 
held  that  2,000  souls  vras  the  greatest 
number  that  should  be  committed  to  the 
care  of  one  clergyman;  so  that  here 
there  ought  to  be  five  at  least,  instead  of 
three.  He  did  not  know  what  number  of 
Dissenters  might  be  found  amongst  these 
11,000  persons ;  but  those  who  made  the 
laws  were  bound  not  to  depend  upon  the 
uncertain  supply  of  religious  teaching 
which  Dissenters  might  supply ;  they  must 
see  to  make  the  national  establishment 
eflficient,  so  that  she  might  meet  the  wants 
of  the  people.  If  the  population  were  to 
receive  spiritual  instruction  the  Legisla- 
ture must  decide  what  sort  it  should  be, 
and  they  must  give  that  decision  accord- 
ing to  the  Established  Church  of  the 
land.  Was  it  not  a  fixed  law  that  the 
sovereign  of  these  realms  must  be  of  a 
certain  religion, — a  member  of  the  na- 
tional Church,  and  those  who  objected  to 
his  argument  might  as  well  bring  in  a  bill 
to  say  that  the  sovereign  should  be  of  what 
religion  he  pleased.  The  Legislature  was 
bound  to  provide  religious  instruction  for 
the  people  by  means  of  the  Established 
Church,  and,  therefore,  he  should  support 
the  bill. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  could  not  conceive 
upon  what  principle  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters had  brought  forward  this  bill,  because 
it  was  one  which  called  upon  the  people 
VOLLXIIL    {SSii 


to  grant  money  to  a  church  already  having 
5,000,000/.  of  money  at  its  command, 
which  money  was  inadequately  and  un- 
equally applied.  He  would  ask,  what 
was  the  House  about  to  do?  It  was  pressed 
to  vote  a  sum  of  money  for  Church  Exten- 
sion, there  being  now  a  sufficient  sum  in 
the  hands  of  the  Ecclesiastical  commis- 
sioners for  that  purpose.  He  would  ap« 
peal  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet — he  would 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  of  this  country, 
under  what  pretence  he  called  upon  them 
to  vote  10,800/.  for  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment out  of  the  public  funds?  There 
was  to  be  a  perpetual  annuity  of  315/.  in 
the  shape  of  salary  to  the  clergymen,  and 
330/.  as  a  Church-rate.  He  should  unite 
with  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Finsbury  in  resisting  the  motion. 

The  House  divided,  on  the  question 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into 
committee  be  read— Ayes  101 ;  Noes  25 : 
Majority  76. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Greene,  T. 
Grogan,  £. 
HamiltOD,  W.  J. 
Hampden,  R, 
Hardinge,  rt.hn.SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbull,rtJin.SirF^ 
Laboucbere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Litton,  £• 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Nicholi,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Fatten,  J.  W.^T^ 
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A'Court,  Capt. 
Ainsworth  P. 
Alford,  Visct. 
AUix,  J.  P. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  Major 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cockbuniy  rt.hn.SirG. 
Colbome,hn.W.N.R. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Colvile,C.  R. 
Corry,  right  hon.  H. 
Darby,  G. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Desart,  Earl  of 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Dundas,  D. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  H. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
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Feel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rous,  hoD.  Capt. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 


Stanley,  Lord 
Stanton,  W,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Towneley,  J, 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wortley,  hon  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  H. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Aldam,  W. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Collins,  W, 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Forster,  M. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Hindley,  C. 
James,  W. 
Johnson,  Gen. 
Marsland,  H. 


Mitcalfe,  H. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Rundle,  J. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 

TELLERS. 

Hawes,  B. 
Hume,  J. 


On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  no  Member  of  the 
Government  had  condescended  to  answer 
the  question  which  had  been  put— viz., 
upon  what  principle  was  the  House  called 
upon  to  vote  away  the  sum  of  above 
10,000/.,  while  no  provision  was  to  be 
made  for  the  religious  instruction  of  the 
Dissenters  in  the  district  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  considered  it  to  be  rather 
inconvenient  that,  after  a  full  discussion, 
such  a  question  should  be  put.  However, 
although  it  had  been  answered  before,  he 
had  no  objection  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. Admitting  fully  that  the  pro- 
perty belonged  to  the  public,  he  stiil 
thought  that  the  representatives  of  the 
people  being,  as  such,  the  possessors  of 
25,000  acres  of  land,  upon  which  was  set- 
tled a  population  of  11,000,  for  the  in- 
struction  of  whom  only  three  clergymen 
were  appointed,  considering  that  they 
were  not  congregated  in  a  town,  but  were 
spread  over  a  large  district,  he  doubted 
whether  the  money  proposed  to  be  ex- 
pended would  not,  on  the  part  of  the  State, 
be  a  proBtable  outlay,  even  in  a  temporal 
View  of  the  matter. 


Mr.  WaUace  did  not  think  the  qoettion 
had  been  answered  at  all.  From  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  it 
appeared  that  no  provision  was  to  be  made 
for  the  religious  instruction  of  the  Dis- 
senters, although  the  money  was  to  be 
taken  from  the  public  funds. 

The  House  again  divided — Ayes  101 1 
Noes  13:  Majority  88. 

List  of  the  Nobs. 


Blake,  M.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
Johnson,  Gen. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 


Plumridge,  Capt. 
Scholefield,  J. 
WaUace,  R. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Duncombe,  T. 
Hume,  J, 


House  in  committee. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  moved, 

"  That  provision  be  made  out  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's lana  revenues  for  the  endowment,  re- 
pair, and  maintenance  of  certain  chapels  in 
her  Majesty's  Forest  of  Dean.*' 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  thought  that  there 
were  funds  arising  from  the  abolitioQ  of 
sinecures  in  the  Church,  which  might  be 
applied  to  the  increase  of  the  salaries  of 
these  clergymen,  without  having  recourse 
to  the  public  funds.  This  appeared  to 
him  one  of  the  roost  unprincipled  pro- 
ceedings he  had  ever  seen,  though  it  was 
not  contrary  to  the  principles  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite.  He  should  take  every 
opportunity  of  offering  opposition  to  the 
measure. 

Captain  Berkeley  said,  that  knowing 
the  county  of  Glocester,  and  the  want  of 
spiritual  aid  that  prevailed  there,  he  was 
quite  ready  to  support  the  measure.  He 
was  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  should  be  ready  to  vote 
1,000,000/.  sterling  in  a  wild  scheme  for 
the  relief  of  the  people,  and  yet  would  not 
give  300L  for  the  spiritual  iostruction  of 
the  people. 

Mr.  Brotherton  said,  that  the  funds  re- 
quired might  be  got  from  the  surplus 
which  they  knew  the  Ecclesiastical  com- 
missioners had  in  their  hands. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

House  resumed  9  and  adjourned  at  a 
quarter  past  12  o'clock. 
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SPEECHES   OF   THE  RIGHT  HONOURABLE  W.  E.  GLADSTONE,  ON 
CUSTOMS*  ACTS—THE  TARIFF— CATTLE,  May  23,  1842. 

(Speech,  No.  l,p.  610 J 


Mr.  Oladstone  thought,  the  retolution 
rather  prematare,  as  it  was  impossible  to 
see  yet  what  course  would  be  taken  on  the 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  complained, 
that  it  was  exceedingly  hard  that  the  pro- 
vision curersof  Ireland  should  be  subjected 
to  a  free  and  unfettered  competition  with 
the  provision  curers  abroad.  In  the  first 
place,  what  was  the  situation  of  the  British 
shipowner  engaged  in  foreign  trade  ?  He 
was  subjected  to  a  thoroughly  unrestricted 
competition  with  the  foreigner ;  and  it  was 
nainly  upon  that  ground  that  the  protec- 
tion was  now  to  be  withdrawn.  But  fur- 
ther ;  the  present  law  was  in  a  great  de- 
gree inoperatire  and  was  becoming  more 
and  more  so.  The  Legislature  had  en- 
deavoured to  extend  an  efficient  protection 
to  the  provision  curers  of  Ireland,  and  it 
bad  fiiiled  in  giving  that  protection.  It 
might  be  as  well  to  state,  what  was  the 
law  as  it  now  existed  to  protect  the  Irish 
provision  curers.  Of  course,  under  the 
warehousing  acts  all  articles  in  bond  might 
be  taken  out  of  the  bonding  warehouses 
for  exportation  ;  and  it  was  obvious,  with- 
out some  security,  that  the  masters  and 
crews  on  board  merchant  ships  might  take 
out  goods  for  consumption  as  well  as  ex 
portation.  Accordingly,  the  Warehousing 
Act  provided,  that  no  cured  provisions 
should  be  delivered  out  of  the  warehouses 
to  merchant  ships  outward  bound,  for  ex* 
portation,  without  the  exaction  of  a  bond 
to  land  them  at  the  port  of  the  ship's 
destination,  and  without  proof  of  having 
on  board  in  the  victualling  stores  of  the 
ship  a  sufficient  quantity  of  British  or 
Irish  provisions.     The   law  looked   very 


well,  and  the  law  had  done  its  utmost  for 
the  protection  of  the  provision  curers  of 
Ireland.  But  how  had  it  operated  ?  Why, 
there  was  no  security  which  would  guaran- 
tee the  landing  of  those  provisions.  It  was 
impossible  to  suppose,  that  we  could  give 
to  our  laws  a  force  and  stringency  which 
would  extend  their  operations  into  foreign 
ports  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  and  it  was 
hard  that  we  should  say  to  the  shipowner, 
'*  You  must  run  your  ships  in  direct  com* 
petition  with  foreign  ships,  but  we  call  on 
you  to  purchase  your  provisions  for  your 
crews  at  a  price  very  much  higher  than 
your  competitors  have  to  pay  for  their  pro- 
visions. "    This  had  not  formerly  been  so. 
The  Irish  provision  dealer  formerly  had  a 
sufficient  protection  in  the  moderation  of 
his  prices.    In  point  of  fact,  it  was  the 
high  range  of  prices  now  ruling  which  con- 
stituted the  difficulty  of  the  case.    Ten  or 
fifteen  years  ago,  he  ventured  to  say,  it 
would  have  been  of  no  importance  whe- 
ther the  clause  alluded  to  found  its  way 
into  the  act  or  not.    He  would  first  state 
the  prices  as  they  now  existed.     There  was 
a  difference  of  about  2/.  10s.  per  tierce, 
between  the  price  of  the  best  Hamburgh 
meat  as  compared  with  the  best  Irish  meat. 
At  Hamburgh,  it  was  stated,  that  the  low- 
est   price    of   salt    meat    was    51,    5s. 
the  highest  61.     Now,  in  former  times,  in 
1827  and  1828,  the  price  of  Irish  provi- 
sions  was  61,    In  1832,  the  price  was 
from  41,   lOs.  to  51.     In  1835  and  1836, 
the  price   of  Irish  provisions  was  51.  5s. 
In  1837  and  1838,  the  prceof  the  best 
Irish  provisions  was  6/.  ;  and  therefore,  in 
pointof   fact,  so  far  as  her  natural  capa- 
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bilities  were  concerned,  Ireland  showed 
that  she  was  fully  able  to  compete  with 
the   foreign    curer  of   provisions.      But 
the    shipowner,    it    appeared,  had  been 
called   on    to  pay  a  very  much  higher 
price.     In    1839    and    1840,    the  price 
of  Irish  provisions  rose   to  7/.,  and   in 
1840  and  1841,  to  7Z.  I5s.;  so  that  the 
shipowner  was  called  on  to  pay  7/.  155. ; 
where,  twelve  or  fifteen  years  ago,  he  was 
paying  41.  lOs.  to  51,    But  not  only  was 
the  shipowner  compelled  to  pay  that  rate ; 
but  he  was  informed,  that  the  character  of 
Irish  provisions  of  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  spoken  with  so  much  satisfaction, 
was  in  danger  of  being  deteriorated.    The 
quality  of  Irish   provisions  had  suffered 
much  from  the  demand  having  drawn  off 
80  many  Irish  cattle  to  this  country,  and 
many  of  the  best  parts  of  animals,  which 
were  formerly  used  for  salting.      So  that 
the  shipowner  was  in  this  position — he  was 
called  on  to  pay  for  an  inferior  article  a 
▼ery  much   enhanced  price.      A  conse- 
quence of  this  was,  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  fraud  and  evasion,  which  that 
House  must  always  be  anxious  to  obviate, 
and  which,  he  ventured  to  say,  as  long  as 
the  law  continued  in  its  present  state,  it 
was  impossible  to  prevent.      He  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  could 
suggest  any  means  whatever  under  the 
warehousing  system  to  prevent  ships  on 
the  wide  sea  having  taken  provisions  out 
of  the  warehouse  for  exportation,  from 
using  them  for  the  support  of  the  crew. 
There  was  certainly  one  way  in  which  it 
might  be  prevented — by  putting  an  end  to 
the  warehousing  system  with  respect  to 
this  article,  and  having  no  provisions  put 
into  the  warehouses  without  an  immediate 
exaction  of  the  duty;   but  he  thought, 
that  would  be  exceedingly  impolitic,  for 
the  warehousing  system  was  most  useful. 
Bloreover,  the  principle  now  proposed  to 


be  acted  on  was   nothing  new.    In  the 
greater  part  of  stores  which  ships  required, 
we  did  not  give  the  British  producer  a 
monopoly  of   providing    for   our    ships. 
There  were  orders  at  the  Custom-house, 
under  the  authority  of  the  law,  by  which 
nearly  every  article  might  be  delivered  to 
ships  without  payment  of  any  duty  what- 
ever.    On  these  grounds — the  enhance- 
ment of  the  price  of  Irish  provisions  and 
the  deterioration  of  the  quality^  the  greater 
cheapness  of  these  provisions  abroad,  and 
the  great  hardship  on  British  shipowners 
in  the  present  state  of  the  law,  and  the 
incapability  of  Parliament  to  prevent  fraud 
and  evasion  of  the  law,  without  abandon- 
ing  the  warehousing  system — when  the  Cus- 
toms'  Bill  came  before  the  House,  he 
trusted  the  proposed  alterations  relating  to 
salt  provisions  would  be  made.     He  could 
not,  therefore,  accede  to  the  instruction 
moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.    There 
was  also,  to  a  certain,  extent,  a  consump- 
tion of  these  articles  which  would  still  be 
protected  by  the  duty  proposed,  both  ia 
the  trade  of  the  country,  and  the  provi- 
sions  purchased  by  coasting  vessels.     He 
might  in  conclusion  inform  the  House 
what  was  the  real  state  of  the  case  with 
regard  to  those  bonds  which  bad  already 
been  spoken  of,  because  it  was  partly  on 
the  utter  inefficiency  of  the  system  now  in 
practice  that  the  present  proposition  of  the 
Government  was  grounded.     It  appeared, 
that  since  the  passing  of  the  Warehousing 
Act,  the  whole  number  of  bonds  which 
had  been  entered  into  was  3,126,  and  the 
number  of  certificates  received,  that  was  to 
say,  the  number  of  cases  in  which  provi- 
sions had  been  landed  at  the  ports  of 
destination,  was  831   in  all ;  thus  about 
one-fourth  of  the  bonds  which  had  been 
passed,  eppeared  to  have  been  effectual, 
while  three-fourths  of  the  whole  number 
had  been  utterly  ineffectual. 


(Speechy  No 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  had  directly  as- 
cribed to  the  measure  of  the  Government, 
that  whilst  agriculture  would  suffer  all  the 
depreciations  it  occasioned,  trade  and  com- 
merce would  reap  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
all  its  advantages.  Into  this  argument  he 
thought  he  need  not  enter;  indeed,  he 
might  even  venture  to   leave  it  to  the 


,  2,  p.  634.J 

Friends  of  the  hon.  Member — to  those  who 
sat  opposite  and  around  him— he  miffht 
leave  it  to  them  to  settle  with  him  that 
part  of  the  account.  But  whilst  he  would 
refrain  from  arguing  upon  propositions 
which  appeared  to  him  so  extravagant,  the 
fact  of  their  being  advanced  in  support  of 
this  motion  was  not  to  prevent  him  from 
entering  serioualy  into^^the  ,^i^,^ 
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tbe  question  before  i^e  Honse.  It  was,  he 
admitted,  a  question  of  great  importance, 
and  being  of  such  importance  he  must  say 
that  he  highly  approved  of  the  moderation 
of  tone  in  which  it  had  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Mover,  the  Member  for 
East  Somerset,  and  by  the  hon.  Seconder 
the  representative  of  Berkshire ;  and  fur- 
ther, he  would  say,  that  he  thought  nothing 
could  be  more  fsur^  than  the  statement 
made  by  the  first  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
of  the  objects,  important  as  they  were, 
which  he  and  others  who  agreed  with  him 
had  in  view.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
that  what  they  desired  was  the  mainte- 
nance of  such  a  moderate  protective  duty 
as  would  enable  the  British  agriculturists 
to  compete  with  the  foreigner.  He  was 
sure  that  all  who  heard  him^  even  those 
who  were  the  most  fully  prepared  to  act 
with  the  hon.  Member,  were  persuaded 
that  the  Government  had  also  that  object 
in  view,  and  that  they  would  disbelieve 
the  imputation  that  these  changes  were  ar- 
ranged in  such  a  manner  as  not  so  to  place 
the  interests— the  vital  and  important  in- 
terests—of the  British  farmer.  But  when 
he  said  this,  he  would  also  beg  to  repeat 
an  opinion  which  he  had  before  expressed 
in  that  House,  that  even  those  Gentlemen 
who  were  the  ornaments  of  what  he  might 
call  the  science  of  agriculture  did  not 
always  cherish  an  adequate  sense  of  the 
benefits  derived  from  the  skill  and  enter- 
pize  which  they  themselves  applied  to  it, 
but  were  rather  inclined  to  rely  over 
much  on  the  protection  of  legislative 
enactments.  This  was  his  opinion  of  their 
views ;  with  regard  to  his  own,  let  him 
preface  what  he  had  to  say  by  remarking, 
that  he  would  be  the  last  man  in  that 
House  to  vote  for  anything  that  he  really 
believed  to  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  British  fiurmer,  for  although  he  did 
not  like,  and  was  always  loth  to  draw  any 
distinction  between  classes,  yet  he  must 
sayv  that  if  any  dass  was  entitled  upon 
social  and  public  grounds  to  a  ereater 
degree  of  consideration  than  another,  it 
was  that  class  by  whose  labour  and  in 
dustry  we  were  supplied  with  the  chiefest 
necessaries  of  our  subsistence.  Having 
given  this  as  his  unequivocal  conviction, 
ha  would  proceed  to  declare,  with  equal 
confidence,  that  in  his  opinion  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  failed  in  his  duty  to  the 
country  had  he  proposed  less  by  this  mea- 
sure in  the  way  of  facility  to  the  admis- 
«on  of  foreign  cattle  and  provisions  than  he 


actually  had  proposed ;  that  he  wished  he 
could  anticipate  from  these  changes  in  the 
law  a  greater  degree  of  practical  effect  in 
cheapening  subsistence  than  he  could,  upon 
seriously  and  honestly  looking  at  the  whole 
matter,  bring  himself  to  expect ;  and  lastly, 
that  to  him  the  great  subject  of  regret 
was,  that  this  measure  had  not  been  in- 
troduced long  ago,  instead  of  being  now 
for  the  first  time  submitted  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  In  bringing  forward 
this  motion,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Somerset  had  said  something  as  to  the 
alarm  which  existed  among  agriculturists 
upon  this  subject,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  had  also  referred 
to  the  depression  which  agricultural  inter- 
ests were  said  to  have  undergone  since 
the  publication  of  the  new  scale  of  duties. 
Now,  with  respect  to  anjr  depreciation 
which  might  have  occurred  in  the  price  of 
the  article  of  meat,  it  was  a  fact  worthy 
of  notice,  that  depression  had  taken  place 
quite  as  much  on  articles  concerning  which 
the  alarm  did  not  prevail,  as  on  articles 
which  it  was  feared  would  be  greatly  low- 
ered in  price  by  the  contemplated  alter- 
ations. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Berkshire  had  said,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  that  he  did  not  at  all  fear 
any  fall  in  mutton  in  consequence  of  the 
change  of  the  law.  Now,  the  fall  in 
the  price  of  mutton  at  the  present  time 
was  as  great  as  that  in  the  price  of  beef, 
and  this  was  a  fact  which  he  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  take  as  a  proof  that 
it  was  not  the  publication  of  the  tariff 
that  had  really  or  mainly  caused  the  re- 
duction in  jpHces.  But  let  the  House 
remember,  that  this  reduction  was  by  no 
means  so  general  as  they  had  been  taught 
to  believe.  What  were  the  accounts  they 
received  from  districts  and  places  in  which 
fairs  had  been  recently  holden  ?  He  held 
in  his  hand  an  account  of  three  different 
fairs  held  in  different  parts  of  Ireland 
which  had  come  casually  under  his  notice, 
and  he  must  say,  that  referring  to  this 
document,  and  then  comparing  the  speeches 
of  the  two  Members  for  West  Sussex, 
there  was,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  very  con- 
clusive evidence  that  the  view  taken  by  the 
first  of  these  hon.  Members  was  the  more 
correct.  He  would  first  read  them  the 
account  given  of  the  sales  at  the  Carlow 
May  fair  .— 

'^  The  above  fair,  which  is  one  generally  of 
great  importance  to  graziers  at  this  season,  was 
held  on  Wednesday,  and  was  very  namerously 
attended.    Contrary  to  expectation,  it  was  a 
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for  iudgiog  of  the  capAbiliiies  of  foreigoert 
to  import  cattle  ioto  this  country,  ought 
not  to  be  permitted  by  the  House  to  be 
assumed  at  ooce  as  a  cardioal  rule  for  the 
^idance  of  their  legislatire  proceedipgt. 
The  hon  Mover  of  this  resolutioo  desenred 
credit  for  much  ingenuity  and  for  much 
excellence  of  arffument,  but  he  claimed 
credit  to  himself  for  one  result  which  he 
could  not  say  he  thought  the  boo.  Mem* 
her  had  attained.  He  referred  to  the  in- 
telligibilitv  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  mo* 
tion,  and  he  must  say,  that  that  resolutioo 
did  appear  to  him  to  be  very  conveniently 
obscure  in  a  most  material  point  connected 
with  the  subject.  Let  him  ask  what  was 
his  hon.  Friend's  intention  with  regard  to 
the  amount  of  duty  to  be  taken  by  weight? 
Was  it  to  be  8s.,  U.  6d.,  or  U.,  or  &d,  per 
cwt  ?  He  apprehended  it  would  be,  to  say 
the  least,  a  wretched  consolation  to  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  were  the 
Government  to  offer  a  duty  of  Is.  per  cwt, 
in  lieu  of  that  proposed  under  the  new  tariff. 
and  with  a  view  only  to  the  gradScatioa 
of  the  hon.  Member  s  partiality  for  a  duty 
to  be  taken  by  weight.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen appeared  to  think  that  no  such 
rate  of  duty  would  be  contemphtted.  Of 
course,  he  had  no  means  of  knowing  at 
what  point  his  hon.  Friend  intended  to  fix 
his  duty,  but  he  apprehended,  he  would 
put  it  at  4i.  or  5s.  a  cwt,  and  be  would 
assume  this  for  the  purposes  of  argu- 
ment  Now,  then,  a  word  or  two  upon 
the  point,  of  weight  in  general.  He  ad- 
mitted, that  theoretical  accuracy — if  he 
might  so  express  himself — might  be 
best  attained  by  taking  the  duty  by 
weight.  They  misht  under  that  system 
attain  a  more  peitect  knowledge  of  tiw 
class  of  animal  admitted ;  but  this  was  a 
question  of  practical  convenience  as  ooo- 
trasted  with  that  of  greater  accuracy,  and 
they  were  to  choose  between  the  advan- 
tages of  that  working  conveniencey  and  the 
advantages  of  a  more  precise  adjustment. 
It  was  clear,  that  other  countries  had  al- 
ready decideid  the  question  in  fiivour  of  the 
most  convenient  arrangement  Animals 
appeared  rated  on  the  ti^ifis  of  most  other 
nations;  but  he  scarcely  knew  of  out  soli- 
tary case  in  which  the  duty  was  leviable 
upon  the  weight  of  the  animal.  It  was 
then  thought  better  on  the  continent  that 
the  rate  ci  duty  was  taken  per  head,  aud 
there  were,  he  thought,  many  OMans  of 
accounting  for  this  general  concurrence. 
In  the  first  phioe,  some  difficulties  might 
arisci  under  the  motion  of  bis  boo.  FncM^ 
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good  one,  as  stock  realized  remunerating 
prices,  although  roaoy  were  naturally  appre- 
heusive  that  the  contemplated  changes  would 
operate  injuriously  to  the  holders  of  stock  at 
the  present  moment.  There  were  some  re- 
freshing showers  previous  to  the  fair  day, 
which  were  useful,  and  tended  to  increase  the 
value  and  the  demand  for  young  stock.  On 
the  whole,  extensive  graziers  and  experienced 
farmers  have  expressed  themselves  abundantly 
satisfied  with  the  result  of  Wednesday's  market, 
as  a  further  proof  of  the  groundless  nature  of 
the  rumour  that  Sir  Robert  Peel's  measures 
would  be  immediately  felt  in  the  Irish  provi- 
sion-market.'^ 

Then  the  account  went  on  to  give  par- 
ticulars of  the  sales  of  cattle  :— 

**  Of  fat  cattle  there  was  a  fair  show,  and 
sold  well.  Mr.  P.  Tome! in,  Colonel  Bruen's 
steward,  got  forty-six  guineas  for  two  oxen  in 
prime  condition ;  he  also  sold  one  lot  of  sheep 
at  3/.,  and  a  second  lot  at  about  57<.  each. 
Milch  cows  sold  well,  and  were  in  good  de« 
roaiid.  Young  stock  were  low,  and  were  not 
in  good  condition.  Dry  cattle  sold  well.  Mr. 
Bolton,  of  the  Island,  sold  two  lots— the  one 
at  10  guineas,  and  the  other  at  10/.  \7s.  6d. 
each.  Two-year-old  bullocks  not  in  de- 
mand ;  but  yearlings  averaged  from  4/.  to 
5/.;  and  three-year-old  bullocks  from  \\L  to 
13/.  each." 

Here  was  an  account  of  the  fair  at 
Clonmel  :— 

**  Our  fair  this  day  was  well  attended,  and 
cattle  were  in  good  demand,  and  remunerating 
prices  given.  Fat  cows  brought  from  10/.  to 
12/, ;  in  calf  heifers,  8/.  10s.  to  9/. ;  strippers, 
from  6/.  to  7/.;  heifers,  5/.  to  6/. ;  yearlings, 
3/.  10s.  to  4/.  lOi.  A  bullock,  the  property  of 
Mr.  John  Bagwell,  of  Marltield,  brought 
21/.  lOs.  Four  bullocks,  the  property  of  the 
Earl  of  Glengall,  brought  16/.  each.  Fat 
wethers  brought  from  2/.  to  2^  2s.  6d  ;  ewes, 
35i.  to  39s. ;  lambs»  17s.  6<L  to  22s." 

The  neit  extract  he  would  read  was  an 
account  of  the  sales  at  the  ^Taterford  May 
fiiir:-. 

"  On  Wednesday,  there  was  a  good  supply 
of  homed  cattle,  with  a  fair  demand  at  remu- 
nerating prices.  Sheep  and  lambs  sold  prety 
well," 

He  hoped,  that  with  regard  to  the  alarm 
stated  to  prevail  on  these  subjects,  these 
extracts  would  convey  some  comfort  to 
those  who  were  now  filled  with  fear  and 
trembling ;  but,  as  he  before  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  degree  of  alarm  was  by  any 
means  so  great  as  was  represented,  though, 
let  it  be  what  it  might,  he  did  say,  that  an 
alarm  on  the  part  of  those  who,  after  all, 
possessed  no  better  means  than  the  Go- 
vernment, or  than  Members  of  that  House,  ^ 
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io  defiDiDg  what  animals  were  imported  as 
articles  of  food^  or  for  the  purpose  of 
breeding.  They  must  also  have  weighing 
machines.  What  he  meant  to  say  was, 
thai  they  must  have  a  weighing  apparatus 
constructed  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the 
weight  of  these  animals  at  particular  parts 
of  docks  orquays,  at  which  particular  docks 
or  quays,  vessels  laden  with  these  animals 
must  discharge  their  cargoes,  or  else  cause 
great  inconvenience  to  other  vessels  in  the 
same  port.  AU  these  delays  would  be  an- 
noying, and  even  expensive.  [^Laiifhter,'] 
Some  few  Gentlemen  might  he  inclined  to 
think  that  of  trivial  moment,  but  time  had 
its  price  in  all  mercantile  transactions^  and 
although  he  was  far  from  saying,  that  in- 
conveniences like  these  might  not  be  over- 
ruled when  there  were  material  advantages 
to  be  gained  by  resorting  to  such  expe- 
dients, yet,  where  no  such  effects  were 
cleurly  apparent,  all  such  inconveniences 
must  be  looked  on  as  material  disadvan- 
tages and  as  greatly  detracting  from  the 
value  of  any  particular  system.  He  now 
proceeded  to  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Somersetshire,  who  had  re- 
ferred to  the  duty  on  spring  corn,  and  the 
difference  between  the  duty  on  live  ani- 
mals and  dead  meat.  His  hon.  Friend 
said,  that  the  duty  on  dead  meat  wae  worse 
than  that  on  spring  corn,  and  the  duty  on 
live  aa'mals  worse  than  that  on  meat.  Nojv 
he  must  say  that  be  was  prepared  to  con- 
tend that  the  duty  of  1/.  was  a  fair  duty 
on  live  meat ;  and  saying  this  he  did  not 
admit  that  there  was  such  a  discrepancy 
between  that  and  the  other  duties  to  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  alluded,  and  on  which 
he  insisted.  He  would  not  then  go  into 
the  alleged  discrepancy  (which  he  alto- 
gether &nied)  between  the  duty  on  corn 
and  the  duty  on  meat ;  but  would  be  con- 
tent for  the  preeent  with  showing  that 
there  was  not  the  discrepancy  that  was 
supposed  between  the  8i.  per  cwt.,  on  dead 
meat,  and  the  duty  to  be  levied  on  oxen. 
The  duty  levied  on  oxen  covered  the  lean- 
luid  fat  Now,  if  it  were  the  case  that  the 
home  grower  was  really  likely  to  be  over- 
wheloMd  by  the  foreign  grower,  he  ad- 
mitted at  once  that  a  fair  case  would  be 
made  out  for  drawing  a  distinction  between 
lean  and  fat  cattle.  It  would,  he  thought, 
in  such  a  case,  be  perfectly  fair  and  rea- 
sonable to  do  this:  but  on  the  other  hand, 
if  there  were  no  such  fear,  the  reason  of 
the  distinction  would  disappear,  and  the 
argument  for  the  simplest  and  most  oon- 
?«iiient  mode  of  taking  the  duty  would 


prevail.  To  that  bquiry  then  let  them 
address  themselves.  Let  8; .  per  cwt.  be 
assumed  as  a  fair  protection  upon  meat. 
He  would  then  take  the  case  on  which  his 
hon.  Friend  relied  as  a  test  for  the  fitness 
of  what  was  proposed,  and  he  argued  that 
the  duty  of  1/.  on  a  fat  ox  was  not  out  of 
proportion  with  the  8/.  duty  on  meat  im- 
ported dead.  There  were  several  points 
of  great  importance  connected  with  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  which  tiiey  would 
do  well  not  to  overlook.  Four  reasons 
particularly  struck  htm  why  a  higher  duty 
should  be  imposed  on  deaa  meat  than  on 
live  cattle,  and  two  of  those  reasons,  being 
those  of  the  least  importance,  he  would  at 
once  state  to  the  House.  In  the  first 
place,  there  was  a  higher  rate  of  insurance 
on  live  cattle,  necessary  to  cover  the 
greater  risk  of  transit ;  and  next,  the  dead 
meat  being  prepared  for  the  table  and  ar- 
rived at  what  he  might  call  its  ultimate 
stage  of  manufacture,  the  last  process  of 
labour  having  been  expended  on  it,  it 
ought,  us  he  thought,  according  to  the 
general  rules  of  the  customs'  duties,  to  be 
subjected  to  a  somewhat  higher  rate  of 
duty.  He  would  now  show  by  other  con- 
siderations, that  the  apparent  difference  in 
the  duties  would  be  equalized  by  the  dif- 
ference of  the  circumstances  of  trade  in  the 
two  articles,  and  his  conclusions  would  be 
supported  by  experience,  for  it  would  be 
found  upon  inquiring  that  the  importation 
of  dead  meat  from  Scotland  to  this  country 
was  gaining  upon  that  of  live  cattle.  To 
show  how  the  duty  and  charges  on  live 
cattle  and  dead  meat  would  operate  he 
would  suppose  that  the  expenses  attendant 
on  the  importation  of  cattle  from  Ham- 
burgh were  the  same  as  on  cattle  brought 
by  sea  from  Aberdeen,  though  in  reality 
they  were  somewhat  higher  in  the  former 
case ;  and  he  would  not  take  cattle  of  an 
enormous  size,  which  would  only  perplex 
the  calculation,  but  would  assume  tnat  the 
average  of  oxen  from  abroad  would  yield 
six  cwt.  of  meat.  The  expenses  of  import- 
ing live  cattle  from  Hamburgh  would  then 
be  21.  4s.  or  2/.  5s, :  vis.  21.  for  freight, 
and  5s.  for  charges.  Adding  to  the  2/.  5#. 
for  freight  and  expenses  the  proposed  duty 
of  1/,,  it  would  make  the  whole  31  5s, 
Now,  dead  meat  could  be  imported  from 
Aberdeen,  and  therefore  he  was  to  assume 
from  Hamburgh  at  the  rate  of  1/.  freight 
for  six  cwt.»  and  with  the  proposed  duty  of 
Ss.  per  cwt.  or  4Ss.  for  the  six  cwt.,  the 
difference  of  the  expenses  between  Jha 
two  would  be  as  3/.  5^.  to  3L  Ss»,  a  (' 
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ence  altogether  iDsignificant,  even  if  what 
he  had  now  stated  were  the  whole  of  the 
case.  But,  in  point  of  fact,  there  was 
another  distinction  which  should  also  be 
taken  into  account  in  all  calculations  upon 
this  subject.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  the  carcass  was  not  of  uniform  value 
in  all  its  parts.  Some  parts  were  ordinary, 
whilst  others  were  fine.  About  one-third 
part  of  the  carcass  might  be  estimated,  as 
ne  found  upon  inquiry,  at  about  25  per 
cent,  above  the  average  of  the  whole.  If 
the  cattle  were  imported  alive  irom  Ham- 
burgh the  whole  would  cut  up  as  average 
meat,  but  if  dead  meat  were  imported, 
there  was  no  doubt  the  importations  would 
consist  of  the  primest  pieces.  It  was  true^ 
that  in  hot  weather  little  or  nothing  would 
be  done  in  the  way  of  importing  dead  meat ; 
but  at  other  times  it  could  come  ready 
dressed  for  the  table  in  forty-eight  hours, 
and  the  importer  would  forward  the  prime 

I  pieces,  keeping  the  coarser  parts  for  the 
ower  consumers  in  his  own  country.  Thus, 
if  an  ox  worth  16/.  were  imported,  paying 
3/.  bs,  for  freight  and  duty,  the  expenses 
would  then  amount  to  about  22  per  cent, 
on  the  value,  whilst  six  cwt.  of  picked 
meat  would  be  worth  20  per  cent,  more 
than  the  other,  and  therefore  20Z.  in  the 
market  would  only  pay  3^  8^.  for  freight 
and  duty,  or  about  19}  per  cent,  on  the 
value  of  the  commodity,  whilst  the  live 
stock  paid  22  per  cent.  Leaving  now  as 
sufficiently  disposed  of  the  subject  of  tela- 
tive  duties,  he  would  say,  that  in  his  opi- 
nion the  duty  of  1/.  per  head  on  live  stock 
was  quite  as  much  as  it  ought  to  be. 

In  considering  this  subject  under  its 
more  general  aspect,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  revert  to  the  important  question  of  the 
increase  which  had  taken  place  in  the  price 
of  meat  in  this  country.  It  was  said  that 
bis  right  hon.  Friend,  in  proposing  the 
tariff,  went  no  further  back  than  1835; 
but  even  if  he  had  gone  further  back  a 
still  stronger  case  could  have  been  made 
out.  It  was  true  that  in  1832  and  in  1833 
the  prices  were  higher  than  in  1835  and 
1836,  but  still  they  were  much  lower  than 
the  prices  of  1838,  1839,  1840,  and  1841. 
He  had  before  him  a  return  of  the  number 
of  sheep  and  horned  cattle  sold  at  the  great 
October  fairs  of  Dunlo  and  fiallinasloe 
from  the  year  1790  to  1841.  The  oxen 
in  the  list  were  divided  into  four  classes, 
and  he  would  give  the  results  of  1830  and 
1841.  In  1830  the  first  class  oxen  were 
lU,  and  in  1841  they  were  18^  The  se- 
cond class  in  1830  were  9/.  10«*,  and  in 


1841  they  were  ML  The  thurd  class  io 
1830  were  1L  lOs.,  and  in  1840  they  were 
14/.  \0s. ;  and  the  fourth  class  in  the  former 
period  were  6/.,  whilst  in  the  latter  they 
were  11/.  Now,  it  could  not  be  contended 
that  even  in  1830  meat  was  at  an  extraor- 
dinary  low  price  in  these  countries.  The 
returns  from  the  Poor-law  unions  would 
also  serve  to  show  the  progress  of  increase, 
and  he  had  a  list  of  contracts  for  several 
unions  in  Cornwall,  Cumberland,  Lincoln, 
Norfolk,  and  Yorkshire,  supporting  this 
assertion,  with  which  he  should  not,  how- 
ever, trespass  on  the  House.  The  effect  of 
population  upon  prices  was  different  in 
different  parts  of  tne  country  according  to 
the  degree  in  which  facilities  of  communi- 
cation were  afforded.  Formerly^  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country  there  were 
very  different  prices  of  meat;  but  since 
the  immense  facilities  of  new  modes  of 
communication  had  been  introduced,  they 
had  caused  that  difference  almost  to  dis- 
appear. Before  there  was  an  access  to  the 
great  markets,  the  prices  of  meat  in  remote 
districts  were  very  much  lower  than  they 
were  at  present.  This  was  an  important 
reflection  for  them,  in  considering  the 
change  now  proposed  in  the  tariff  He 
had  heard  Gentlemen  from  remote  districts 
say,  that  where  the  price  was  4(/.  or  5d., 
it  was  now  6(/.  and  7^*  If  that  were  so, 
w^  it  not,  he  asked,  a  serious  grievance  ? 
If  there  had  been  such  a  rise  in  the  price  of 
meat,  it  not  being  on  the  other  hand  alleged 
that  there  was  any  corresponding  increase 
in  the  rate  of  wages,  must  it  not  have  ma- 
terially tended  to  restrict  the  comforts  of 
the  people.  He  believed  in  London,  or  (as^ 
his  hon.  Friend  had  quoted  it)  in  Green- 
wich, the  prices  had  remained,  on  the 
whole*  pretty  equal,  and  yet  in  some  of  the 
large  markets  the  prices  had  altered  con- 
siderably. There  nad  been  a  great  rise  in 
price  in  Liverpool  although  it  received  the 
great  bulk  of  that  immense  supply  of  pro- 
visions that  came  from  Ireland.  In  Liver- 
pool the  price  of  butcher's  meat  had,  in 
the  last  ten  years,  risen  Id  or  1^  the 
pound.  In  such  a  case  some  measure  was 
imperatively  called  for  which  would  at 
least  check  an  increase  in  the  price — which 
would  prevent  meat  from  becoming  atill 
more  dear.  Another  question  tnust  be 
considered.  An  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Lincolnshire,  had  spoken 
wisely,  had  uttered  words  full  of  mean, 
ing  whether  he  were  conscious  of  their  fiiU 
scope  or  not,  when  he  said  it  was  necessary 
for  Govetiiment  toi«)^^t^^,tl,^^^f^ 
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they  not  then  a  rapidly  increasing  popula- 
tion, and  was  it  not  necessary  that  proper 
provision  should  be  made  to  meet  the  wants 
of  this  rapidly  increasing  population? 
Was  there  any  probability  of  proyiding  for 
the  increase  from  their  own  markets  ?  He 
did  not  speak  of  the  importation  as  a  thing 
to  be  feared ;  it  was  an  object  of  hope.  He 
wished  he  could  persuade  himselt  that 
there  was  a  chance  of  a  larger  importation 
of  cattle  under  the  new  law,  and  of  a 
more  perceptible  influence  upon  prices  than 
expenence  would,  as  he  befieFed,  speedily 
prove  to  be  the  case.  There  was  no  cause 
mr  apprehension  in  the  minds  of  agricul- 
turists. He  doubted  that  they  would  be 
able  to  do  much  more  than  to  provide  for 
tlie  increase  of  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try* He  came  now  to  the  question  as  to 
the  incxease  of  the  population;  but  he 
wished  first  to  consider  where  was  the  sup« 
ply  to  come  from  ?  He  had  heard  a^cul- 
tural  Gentlemen  say,  that  they  did  not 
mind  a  decrease  in  the  price  of  Id.  in  the 
pound,  but  a  decrease  of  2d.  or  ^d,  they 
looked  to  with  dread.  He  did  believe 
they  had  no  ground  for  apprehension  on 
their  own  showing.  He  even  believed  that 
if  they  laid  on  no  duty  at  all  upon  the 
importation  of  foreign  cattle,  yet  the^need 
have  no  fear  for  any  such  reduction  in  the 
price.  He  wished,  however,  to  put  no 
hypothetical  case  as  to  the  freeaom  of 
tnlde — as  to  that  which  they  did  not  pro- 
pose to  establish.  He  must  say,  with  great 
deference  towards  the  judgment  of  those 
who  entertained  the  notion,  that  there 
could  not  be  anvthing  more  visionary  than 
that  there  would  be  a  reduction  of  2d.  or 
2idn  throuffh  the  operation  of  the  tariff. 
A  mat  fallacy  ran  through  the  argument 
of  nis  hon.  Friend.  He  took  the  market 
place  of  Kiel,  and  forgot  that  it  was  Bri- 
tish demand  that  was  to  be  supplied,  and 
he  made  no  allowance  for  the  poweifiil 
effect  of  that  demand  in  raising  the  price. 
The  second  &llacy  was  this,  tlutt  he  over- 
looked a  very  material  element  in  the  cal- 
culation, the  element  of  quantity ;  for,  un- 
less he  could  show  that  a  large  quantity 
could  be  imported,  the  British  fieumer  had 
nothing  to  finur.  What,  he  asked,  was  the 
consumption  of  the  country,  respectbg 
which  so  much  was  apprehended?  The 
consumption  of  oxen  in  London  mi^ht  be 
moderately  taken  at  200,000  bead  m  the 
year,  and  in  the  whole  country  probably 
1,600,000  head  of  oxen.  What  effect 
could  a  small  number  of  foreign  cattie 
have  upon  such  a  mass  as  this?    Hishon. 


Friend  had  swelled  his  figures,  thoueh  after 
all  they  were  not  formidable,  when  he 
talked  of  imports  from  France  and  Belgium. 
The  export  to  which  he  had  referred, 
which  did  not  amount  to  many  thousands, 
consisted  in  great  part  of  cows  and  calves. 
They  were  not  to  expect  a  supply  of  any  mo. 
ment  from  France.  They  there  saw  theeffect 
of  high  prices  in  a  progressively  diminished 
consumption.  As  to  Belgium,  there  was 
no  chance  of  exports  of  cattle  from  that 
country.  The  same  thing  was  taking 
place  in  Brussels  as  in  Paris— a  continutd 
rise  in  the  price,  and  continued  diminution 
in  the  consumption.  As  to  the  German 
union,  they  had  little  to  fear  from  that, 
which  was  upon  the  i^hole  rather  an  im- 
porting than  an  exporting  country.  Hia 
hon.  Friend  had  then  proposed  the  Baltic  ; 
but  then,  he  asked,  did  his  hon.  Friend 
entertain  any  serious  apprehensions  as  to 
the  importation  of  live  cattle  from  the 
Baltic  ?  Was  it  to  be  supposed  that  they 
could  have  a  considerable  import  of  cattie, 
with  the  long  voyage  from  the  Baltic? 
Let  them  take  Ireland  as  an  example-— or 
let  them  look  to  Scotiand,  and  though  no 
duty  was  imposed,  yet  for  the  sake  of  con- 
venience even  Scotland  in  many  cases  pre- 
ferred sending  dead  meat  to  live  cattle  by 
the  sea  voyage  from  ports  comparatively  so 
near  as  hers.  Ireland  did  not  send  any  of 
her  cattle  by  a  long  voyage.  All  the 
cattle  from  that  country  came,  he  believed, 
from  and  to  the  nearer  ports.  The  ex« 
pences  then  and  charges  on  the  import  of 
cattle  from  the  Baltic  would  be  such  that 
they  need  have  no  apprehensions  on  the 
matter.  Again,  he  said  he  should  be  glad 
to  hear  what  was  the  calculation  of  his 
hon.  Friend  as  to  the  number  of  cattie  that 
was  likely  to  come  from  the  Baltic  Look- 
ing at  the  whole  of  £urope>  he  could  not 
divine  whence  it  was  that  they  were  to 
get  a  really  large  supplv  of  animals.  He 
wished  his  hon.  Friena  in  the  course  (d 
his  speech  had  given  his  own  estimate  of 
the  probable  importation  from  the  conti- 
nent of  homed  cattle  in  the  next  five 
years.  He  had,  indeed,  seen  a  statement 
m  the  newspapers,  in  which  was  mathe- 
matically proved  what  the  consequences  of 
this  change  mi^ht  be.  It  was  there,  if 
he  remembered  right,  stated  that  800  sows 
in  three  or  five  years  might  give  birth  to 
232,000,000  pigs.  Calculations  of  that 
kind  were  as  rational  and  as  wise  as  many 
of  the  objections  that  were  made  to  this 
proposition ;  but  they  ought  not  to  be  made 
thebasisofaseriousoppositioQ.  He  wished 
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Gentlemeii  of  ability  and  iDtelligeDce,  like 
his  hon.  Friend,  would  seriously  attempt 
to  draw  their  own  conclusions  and  their 
own  estimates  as  to  the  number  of  homed 
cattle  that  miffht  be  eipected  to  come  into 
this  country  m  the  course  of  five  years. 
It  was  not  in  that  House  he  had  heard 
it,  but  he  found  this  to  be  stated  on  the 
authority  of  great  agriculturists,  that  in 
fire  years  there  woula  be  an  importation 
of  80,000  head  per  annum.  At  present 
it  was  admitted,  that  there  were  not 
80,000  head  disposable.  Let  them  take 
it,  then,  us  it  was  supposed — that  in  fife 
3Fears  the  import  of  foreign  cattle  from  the 
continent  would  be  80,000  homed  cattle. 
Now,  if  that  were  a  fair  calculation,  he 
would  be  glad  to  know  if  it  would  do  more 
than  proride  for  the  increase  in  the  popu- 
lation ^  A  calculation  liad  been  made  as 
to  the  consumption  of  animal  food  per 
bead  in  this  country.  The  amount  was 
about  fifty  pound  per  head  annually. 
He  assumed  that  one-half  of  the  meat 
consumed  was  beef.  The  consumption  then 
of  beef  was  twenty->fiTe  pounds  per  head. 
Looking  to  the  increase  of  the  population 
in  this  country,  as  it  had  been  for  the  last 
ten  years,  they  found  it  to  increase  227,000 
souls  a-year.  If,  then,  the  population  con- 
tinued thus  to  increase  for  the  next  five 
years,  as  it  had  done  for  the  last  ten 
years,  they  might  prove,  by  simply  work- 
ing out  thieee  figures,  that  in  order  to  keep 
the  price  of  meat  down  to  what  it  was  at 
present — to  prevent  its  rising  farther,  not 
to  reduce  it ;  and  allowinff  the  same  amount 
of  sup))ly  at  home,  and  the  same  rate  of 
consumption  that  the^  now  had,  they  ought 
to  have  for  their  increasing  population 
80,000  head  of  cattle  from  abroad.  Where, 
then,  was  there  the  rational  ground  for 
supposing,  they  would  be  overwhdmed  by 
any  importation  of  foreign  cattle.  First, 
they  found  that  there  were  produced  by 
his  hon.  Friend  but  16,000  head  of  cattle 
to  supply  the  present  demand.  They  next 
saw,  that  the  prices  of  meat  showed  a 
rise-- that  they  Bad  been  considerably  on 
the  increase,  for  the  last  ten  or  twelve 
yearsL  In  hb  opinion,  they  required  a 
greater  sopfdy  than  any  Uiey  could  anti- 
apate  to  receive  from  the  continent  It 
was  under  these  circumstances,  that  he 
cooceived  no  ground  had  been  laid  for 
the  appreheoaiooa  expressed  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  Nothing  could  be  more  falla- 
cious than  showing  the  di&reace  of  the 
expenses  in  Denmark  and  in  this  country 
in  dMrearbg  of  cattle.    In  that,  as  in  all 


other  cases,  the  expenses  of  production 
were  ereater  here  than  abroad.  What 
enabled  them  to  compete  with  others? 
Their  capital,  their  natural  wealth,  and 
their  industrious  population.  They  were 
enabled  to  stand  on  an  equality  with  the 
whole  world,  notwithstanding  their  heavy 
debt  and  their  serious  difllculties.  De- 
spite of  these,  they  were  able  to  contend 
against  the  whole  world.  The  considera- 
tion as  to  the  cost  of  production  here,  as 
compared  with  other  countries,  was  one 
that  was  important  at  all  times  to  regard  ; 
but  still  that  must  be  received  with  great 
qualification,  because  without  that  qualifi- 
cation, it  would  go  to  prove,  that  the 
proper  course  for  that  House  to  pursue, 
would  not  be  to  lower  protecting  duties, 
but  to  double  them,  and  to  banish  from 
their  shores  the  trade  of  the  whole  world. 
Then  his  hon.  Friend  had  ref^nrred  to 
salted  provisions  from  America.  They 
could  be  bad  from  20«.  to  35#.  at  New 
Orleans  the  two  cwL,  it  was  said  by  hie 
hon.  Friend  $  and  they  could  be  brouj^t 
here  for  duty  and  all  at  about  21  4#.  or 
5tf.  ||!Vf r.  MUez  stated  that  was  of  one 
description. 3  If  the  positions  of  his  hon. 
Friend  were  correct,  the  American  salted 
meat  could,  even  with  the  present  duty, 
have  undersold  that  both  of  Hamburgh 
and  Ireland.  Why  did  it  not  do  so  }  The 
beef  of  Canada  was  to  be  had  at  Liverpool, 
of  the  class  technically  called  Indian  beef, 
for  2/.  or  2/.  4#.  the  three  owt.,  that  was 
about  U.  the  pound.  It  could  be  sold  for 
half  the  usual  price  of  Indian  beef.  And 
yet  the  salted  beef  of  Canada  for  Zl  to  51. 
duty  paid,  was  neglected,  and  still  lay  in 
bond,  and  Irish  beef  at  8/.  was  taken 
in  preference.  Why  so }  because  of  the 
superior  quality  of  the  Irish  meat.  His 
hon.  Friend,  the  Mover  of  the  resolu- 
tions before  the  oommittee,  did  not  look 
to  the  inferiority  of  the  productive  powers 
of  the  continent  as  compared  with  their 
own— -he  would  not  si^  with  the  soil— but 
with  the  capital  expended,  the  skill  shown, 
the  energy  and  peraeverance  of  the  British 
agriculturist.  He  would  refer  to  a  case 
in  point,  which  had  been  already,  he  be- 
lieved, brought  before  the  notice  of  the 
House.  Why  were  horses  brsd  to  such 
an  extent  in  England,  instead  of  bebg 
imported  from  the  continent  at  the  ex- 
isting duty  of  1/.  per  head?  The  im- 
portation of  horses  for  the  last  year,  was 
only  about  300,  while  the  House  was  |)er- 
fectlyaware,  that  our  expmrtation  amounted 
to  opw»d<i  of  4/xg)^^^^oqa  (^i^y 
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did  they  Dot  buy  cheap  contineotal  horses  ? 
They  would  say  that  the  breed  was  infe- 
rior. But  when  they  said  so,  did  they 
not  remember,  that  the  breed  of  cattle  was 
also  of  an  inferior  description  ?  But  you 
mi^ht  say,  ^'  when  there  is  a  demand,  the 
breed  will  be  improved."  Then  why  have 
they  not  improved  their  horses  ?  They  have 
had  the  opportunity,  the  means  of  doing 
so.  Horses  bore  a  high  price  in  this  coun- 
try, and  if  they  looked  to  Mr.  Meek's  re- 
port, they  would  find,  that  upon  the  con- 
tinent, horses  might  be  had  at  such  prices 
as  would  justify  hon.  Members  in  saying, 
that  they  might  be  imported  into  this 
country,  pay  the  duty  of  1/.  per  head,  and 
after  all  undersell  the  British  breeder.  It 
was  capable  of  being  argued  that  such  might 
be  the  case,  but  yet  in  practice  it  was  not 
so.  And  were  not  those  facts — was  not 
the  experience  which  they  had  had,  better 
than  a  great  deal  of  speculation  }  The 
cause  which  excluded  French  horses,  was 
the  operation  of  the  superiority  of  English 
producers,  and  to  that  they  might  safely 
trust,  as  to  the  introduction  of  cattle. 
Again,  he  repeated,  that  although  a  large 
importation  of  cattle  would  be  desirable 
to  meet  the  wants  of  the  increasing  num- 
bers of  our  population,  yet  that  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  chimeriod  to  imagine  that 
any  great  reduction  in  price  would  take 
place.  He  would  not  venture  to  state  any 
point  of  price  as  that  likely  under  the 
operation  of  the  tariff  to  be  attained,  but 
he  repeated,  that  no  great  reduction  was 
likely  to  ensue.  There  was  one  other 
point  which  he  would  notice  before  sitting 
down,  and  that  was,  that  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen seemed  to  think,  that  if  the  opera- 
tion of  the  tariff  would  only  be  to  give  rise 
to  a  small  importation  of  cattle,  what  was 
the  use  of  altering  the  law  at  all  ?  He 
bad  heard  an  hon.  Gentleroao  say—''  Why 


interfere  }  Why  not  leave  the  matter  to 
the  natural  operation  of  supply  and  de- 
mand }"  But  it  was  the  violent  interfer- 
ence of  the  existing  system  with  the  natu- 
ral operations  of  supply  and  demand,  which 
made  it  desirable  that  that  system  should 
undergo  some  modification.  It  did  not, 
however,  follow,  that  because  the  opera- 
tion of  the  tariff  would  be  only  to  pro- 
duce a  moderate  importation,  that  they 
were  to  consider  the  benefit  of  the  change 
as  extending  no  farther  than  the  actual 
reduction  of  prices.  Suppose  that  50,000 
head  of  cattle  were  to  be  annually  im- 
ported, such  importation  would  produce 
but  a  small  effect  upon  the  prices  of 
meat,  but  it  would  create  an  import  trade 
to  the  amount  of  half  a  million  of  money 
—  a  trade  which,  in  its  nature,  would  tend 
by  a  smooth,  and,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, a  certain,  though  a  gradual,  course 
of  operation,  to  produce  an  export  trade  in 
return,  of  an  equal  amount ;  which  would 
contribute— he  did  not  say  in  a  moment, 
but  in  the  course  of  years — to  an  increased 
demand  for  employment  and  labour.  The 
proposition  was  a  safe  one ;  the  benefit  to 
the  country  would  be  large,  and  the  reduc- 
tion of  prices  to  the  consumer,  whatever 
that  reduction  would  amount  to,  would  be 
also  beneficial.  On  the  other  hand,  that  re- 
duction would  be  moderate — ^it  would  be 
within  the  limits  which  the  friends  of  agri- 
culture— the  best  friends  of  agriculture— 
had  declared,  that  they  could  incur  reduc- 
tion of  price  without  apprehension.  The 
benefit  the  proposed  chao^  would  confer 
upon  trade  would  be  considerable,  and  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  had  been  opposed, 
the  fears  which  had  been  raised  as  to  its 
application,  he  contended  were  in  no  degree 
whatever  justified  by  the  real  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 
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Divisions— Exclusion  of  Members,  1318 
Income-Tax,  Com.  d  96, 239 

Australia  and  New  Zealand,  c  Rep.*  475 ;  3R.* 
559 ;  /.  IR.*  598;  2R.*  881 ;  Rep.*  1236  ; 
3R.*  1312 

Ayr  Railway,  see  Glasgow 

Bacon,  see  Customs^  Acts 

Bagge,  Mr.  W. 
Registration  of  Voters,  Leave,  875 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  SR.  1106 

Bailey,  Mr.  J. 
Income-Tax,  Com.  el.  96, 238 
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Baillie,  Mr.  H.  J. 
AiTghfiniBtan,  686 


BER. 
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Bankes,  Mr.  6. 
Bridport  Election,  958, 963,  1 108 
Costoms' Acts— The  TariiT— Stones,  Amend. 

1495 
Speeial  Petty  SanlonfySR.  94, 97 

Bankniptcy,  L  2 

Bannbridge  Road,  see  Dimdalk 

Baringy  Mr.  H.  B. 
Southampton,  New  Writ  moved  for,  207,208, 
209 ;— Mr.  Wivn's  P»tition,  983 ;— P^iwnap 
tion  of  Electors,  1059 

Baring,  Right  Hon.  F.  T. 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  535 ;— Fruit,  731 ; 
—Cheese,  750;— Timber,  903, 1301 ;— Cot- 
tons, 1375, 1382, 1388 ;— Coffee,  1505, 1507 ; 
—Coals,  1570 

Extise  Duties  Compounds,  319 

Income-Tax,  Com.  add  c/.247:  3IL  Amend. 
993,  1032 

Paisley,  Distress  at,  888 

Bameby,  Mr.  J. 
Manslaughter,  2R.  1387 

Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1537 

Bates'  Naiimdix0tiim,  I.  SR*  1 ;  c.  1R.«  114 ; 
2R.»  269 ;  Rep.'  737  ;  3R.«  884  ;  /.  BU^al 
Assent,  995 

Bathmnez,  &r  F.  H.  E.  Eitaie,  /.  IR  •  248 : 
2R.»  455 ;  Rep.*  995;  SR.«  1142  :  e.  IR.* 
1238 1  2R.*1423 

Beaumont,  Lord 
AffgliaoisUn— Indian  AffiUrs,  1143,  1152 
Gold  Coinage,  The,  1466 

Beckett,  Mr.  W. 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Wool,  1418 

Bdfoit  Suction  Comrnitiee,  c.  Rep.  1 152, 1238 ; 
New  Writ  moved  for,  1530  [A.  73,  N.  170^ 
M.  971, 1543;  Select  Committee  appointed, 
1609 

Bell,  Mr.  M. 
Cnstoms'  Acts— The  Tariff— Coals,  1648, 1553. 

1568 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1361 

Benecke^i  NaturaUzaiumyC.  Rep.*  269;  3R.* 
883  ;  L  Royal  Assent,  475 

Beresford,  Captain  G.  de  la  Poer 
Divisions— Exclusion  of  Members,  1319 

Beresford,  Major  W. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Fish,  723 
Election  Compromises,  214, 218  ;  Com.  moved 
for,  271 

Berkeley,  Hon.  CapUin  M.  F.  F. 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Dictricts,Coai.  1668 
Ipswich^  New  Writ  moved  for,  872 


Berkeley,  Hon.  F.  H.  F. 
Borough  Magistrates,  146 

Bemal,  Mr.  R. 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  840 
Customs  Acts— The  Tariff-Coals,  1561 
Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for. 
1253  ' 

Sonthampton,  New  Writ  moved  for,  209 
Sugar  Duties,  1220 

Biid^pA,  i#r.  see  MagUtracy 

Birmwgham  and  Derby  Junctum   BaUwm,  I 
Royal  Assent,  475 


Liverpool  Junction  Canal. 

Royal  Assent,  475 


c.  2R.*  205;  Rep.*  813;  3R.»  884 ;  /, 
881 ;  2R.»995;  Rep.»  1142 ;  3R.»  1 


<No.  2) 


1R.« 
1236 

— JWe  Grammmr  School  Ettate,  I. 

1R.»1512  ' 

Blackburn  and  Charley  Road,  c  2R.»  1152 

Blackstone,  Mr.  W.  S. 
Sudbury  DisfVanchUement,  2R.  1 106 

Blackwall  RaUwmf  see  London 

Boldero,  Captain  H.  G. 
Ordnance  Estimates,,  565,  573,574,577,578, 

581 

Bolton  and  Preston  Railway,  L  3R.«  1  j  Royal 
Assent,  475 


West  Houghton  Road,  L  2R.»  1 ; 
Rep.»  1598 

Borough  Magistrates  (Sunderknd),  c.  116;  I, 
201,  252 

Boroughbridge  Road  tee  Ferrybridge 

Borthwick,  Mr.  P. 
Pboi^Law  Commission,  450 
Wages,  Payment  of,  114 

Boston  Harbour  (No.  2),  c.  2R.«  205 ;  Rep.» 
1014;  3R.*  1152;  /.  IR.*  1236;  2R.* 
1422;  Rep.*  1466;  3R.  1513 

(No.  3),  c  2R.*  268 ;   Rep. 


813;  3R.»884;  /.  iR. 
Rep.*  ib. ;  3R.*  1466 


881 ;  2R.*  1422  ; 


Boundary  Question,  c.  564, 1585 

Bowring,  Dr.  J. 
Bridport  Election,  1112 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  1st  Res., 
645;-Fi8b,  727;-Butter,  743 ;— Co«lons, 
1367.  1368,  1372,  1388;  Amend.  1391 1— 
Silk,  Amend.,  1462, 1465 ;— Coffee,  1505  ;— 
Straw  Hats,  Amend.,  1512 
Dean  Forest  Eedesiastieal  Distriets,  Con.  1660 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  1647 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  35 
Syria— Omar  Pacha,  481 

Wages,  P^y«eatotU8    ,     r^n^nlo 
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Brampton  Road  see  Marhet  Harborough 

BramstOD,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Election  Compromiies*  Com.  moved  for,  492 

Brentford  Gat,  c.  Rep.'  475,  1152;  3R.* 
1238 ;  L  IR.*  1236 ;  2R.*  1422 ;  Rep.»  ib. ; 
3R.«  1466 

Breujood  Free  Grammar  School  Estate^  I  Rep.* 
1466  ;  3R.»  1513;  c.  1R.»  1609 

Bribery  at  Elections,  L  IR*  199 ;  2R.  321  ; 
Com.  471 ;  Rep.  474  ;  3R.*  475 ;  c.  IR. 
597;  2R.  609— see  Witnenet  Indemnity 

(No.  2)  c.  Leave  1260, 


1491 5  IR.*  1609 
■  I      FroieaUiontfor,  c.  815 

Bridgewater^s,  Duke  of,  Trtutm  Fttate  (Arch- 
mop  of  York's),  L  IR.'  963;  2R.'  1118 

BriAfort  Ekctian—Mr.  WarburUm,  c,  476, 
560,  908  tA.  156,  N,  37,  M.  119],  961 ; 
That  the  inquiry  be  referred  to  Select  Com- 
mittee, 962;  Adj.  Debate,  1107  [A.  44,  N. 
16,  M.  28],  1117 

Bridal  and  Gloucester  Railuu^,  c.  Rep.*  94; 
3R.*  114  i  /.  IR.*  248  ;  2R.*  675  ;  Rep.* 
963;  3R.*  995 

Floating  Dock,  c.  Rep.*  90 ;  3R.*  114 ; 

/.  IR/  195;  2R/  321  j  Rep.*  455  ;  3R,* 
475;  Royal  Assent,  995 

British  Claimants  on  Portugal,  c,  13 

Potsdwcms  Abroad,  e.  2R.*  114 

BritweUInelonre,  c.  2R.*  268  ;  Rep.*  1014; 
3R.*  1423;  /.  IR.*  1466  ;  8R.-  1598 

Brockleburst,  Mr.  J.  _   ^  ^^^ 

Customs' Acts— The  Tariff-Cotton,  1368;— 
Silk,  1456, 1458, 1459 
Bromyard  Roads,  c  2R.*  884  ;  Rep.*  1423 

Brotherton,  Mr.  J. 
Hridport  Election,  A^jowroment, 946,  lux 
Boroagh  Nfogistrates,  146 
Customs'  Acts— The   Tariff— Cottons,    1377, 

1396 
Dean  Forest EcolesiMlicalDistricU,  Com.  1668 
Ecclesiastical  Corpoiations  Leasing,  Com.  eU  1, 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  507 

Electors  Removal,  2R.  1589 

Income-Tax.  3R.  1048 

Mines  and  ColHeries,  l«ave,  1361 

Nottingham,  New  Writ  for.  195 

Ordnance  Estimates,  581 

Wages,  Payment  of,  92, 93, 11.3 

Brouffham,  Lord  ,.,.«« 

Administration  of  Justice  (Scotiand)  1483 

K^^^lt  ilfections,  IR.  199;  2R.  321.  380  ; 

Com.471,472,474 
Canada,  Bishop  of,  1003,  1005 
Copyright,  252 ;  Com.  787 
Inwime-'na  (Exemption  of  Foreigners),  466, 

467 
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Brougham,  Lord.— con/tfUMcf. 
Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  976 
Local  Courts,  3 

Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  998 
Tariff,  The,  599 

Townshend  Peerage,  The,  557, 558 
Universal  Sufirage,  3,4 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  IR.  1467  ;    2R.  1516. 
1525, 1527 

Buck,Mr.  L.W. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattie,  695 

Buekland  Indomre,  I.  Rep/  1;   3R.«  195; 

Royal  Assent,  475 
Buildings^  Regidation,  (No.  2),  c.  Rep.*  884 

Buller,  Mr.  C. 
Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warborton,  476,  479, 

560,  561,  562,   907,  908,  919,    959,  962, 

1107,1112 
Customs'Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle, 709;  Fish, 

729;   Butter,    742;   Ores  — Copper,  760; 

Timber,  907 ;— Cotton,  1378 ;— Coals,  1680 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  307 
Electors  Removal.  2R.  1591 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  844 
Newcastie-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

1248 
Newfoundland,  Leave,  879 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cL  1093 
Wages,  Payment  of,  92,  111,  112 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R.  1454 


Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Newcastie-under-Lyme  Election,  Report,  422 

Bumei,  Sir  A.,  Despatches  of,  c.  1021 
BumtiMland and  Granton  Fier,Ferry  and  Road, 

cRep.'  600,  1014;   3R.»  1152;  /.  IR.* 

1142;  2R.^1466 
Business  of  the  House,  c.  079 
Butter  see  Customs*  Jets 
Cables  see  Cmtona^  Acts 

Callaghan,  Mr.  D. 

Borough  Magistrates,  163 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattie,  Amend. 
610 
CaUand*s  Estate,  ^Higgen's),  I.  1R.»  1118; 

2R/  1512 
CamberwU  and  PeMam  Lighting,  e.  Rep.* 

1152;  3R.  1238;  l.lR.*  1236;  2R.*  1422; 

Rep.*  1466;  3R.*  1513 

Cambridge,  Duke  of  ,         .      .  j  j 

Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  Address, 
998 

Cambuslang  and  Mukhrk  Roads,  c.  Rep.« 
813 ;  3R.«  1014 ;  /.  IR.*  1118 ;  2R.*  1236 ; 
Rep.*  1512 

Camoys,  Lord 
Catholics  in  Workhouses,  1287 

Campbell,  Lord 
Administmtion  of  Justice,   (Sootiwid),    1468. 

14B6  1487 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  472 
Cop]^ght,Com.8n 
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Campbell,  Lord— cwi/inwrf. 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  of  Appeal,  (Ireland),  IR, 

883 
Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  97o 
hegeA  Reform,  2 
Plea  of  Not  Guilty,  1515 
Railway  Travelling,  699,  676 ;— on  Sundays, 

1014 
Townsbend  Peerage,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  568 
Wimesses,  Indemnity  of,  1525 

Campbell,  Mr.  A. 
Church  of  Scotland,  2R.  99, 101, 102, 103, 104, 

1429. 1585 
Salmon  Fisheries,  (Scotland),  Re-com.  1386 

Canada,  Bishop  of,  1. 999— see  Quebec 
Canak  see  Birmiagham  ^  EOemere^Sunday 
Traffic 

Canterbury,  Viscount 
Bribery  at  Elections,  474 

Carlow  Eoad^c.  Rep.*  978  j  SR.'  1529 

Cfltt'i,  Sir  J.  CharUy,  (Shaw's)  Estate,  L  Rep. 
195;  3R.»  248;  c.  IR.*  268;    2R.»  559; 
Rep.*  1152;  3R.*  1238 

Cassava  Powder  see  Oatomi  Ads 

Castlerigg  and  Denoentwater  Incksure,  /.  Royal 

Assent,  475 
Catholic  Grievances,  I.  200,  1237— see  Roman 

Cathotie 
Cattle  see  Ctatam^  Acts 
Cauvin*s  Estate,  I.  IR.*  763  ;  2R.»  1142 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  (The  Right  hon. 

H.  Goulburn) 
Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warburton,  561 
Church.  Rates,  Leave.  1632 
Common-law  Courts  (Ireland),  985 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cassava  Powder, 

722 ;  —  Spirits  (Ireland),  980  ;  —  Leather, 

1365;-Cottons,  1380,  1388;— Coals,  1545, 

1559 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.1598, 

1664 
Election  Compromises,  215, 218, 493 
Excise  Duties'  Compounds,  318 
Gold  Coinage,  The.  1427, 1492 
Income-Tax,  Com.  cL  94,  234,  235 ;  eU  95, 

t6.;  el.  96,236,  238;  W.  98,  241,  243 ;  add. 

cU  244, 245, 247  ;  Report,  add.  el.  310,  311, 

313:  Mr.  Gill's  Amend.  316;  3R.  1035; 

«jef.c{.  1051,1054 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  850 
Spirito  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  597 
Sugar  Duties,  1155 
Timber  Trade,  269 

Chancellor,  The  Lord,  (The  Right  hon.  Lord 

Lyndhurst) 
Administration  of  Justice   (ScoUand),  1478, 

1486, 1487, 1488 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.330 
Copyright,  252 ;  Com.  777 
Hops,  Doty  on,  455 

Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  973, 974,  975 
Legal  Reform.  2, 3 
Queen,  Attack  on  the— Answer  to  Address, 

1118 


Chancellor,  The  totdr-^emOmud 
RaUway  Travelling,  599 
Tariff,  The,  599 
Townshend  Peerage,  The,  Com.  nsoved  for,  558 

Chapman,  Mr.  A. 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff-Fish,  724  ;  Tim- 
ber, 900 
Income«Tax.  Report,  add.  eU  314 

Charter  House  Hospital  EaaU,l.%ViJ^  1 ;  Rep.* 
963;  3R.*  995;  c.  IR.*  1014;  2R«*  1316 

,  The  see  National  Petition 

Cheese,  see  Customs^  AcU 

Chelsea,  Viscount 
Election  Compromises,  210 

Cheltenham  and  Great   Western    Vmm  RmL 
way,  I.  3R.«  195;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Chester,  Bishop  of 
Plea  of  Not  Guilty,  1515 

Chester  Canal,  see  Ellesmere 

Childers,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Gold  Coinage,  The,  1427,  1492 

Children  in  Collieries,  Emidojfuient  ofweeMnu 

Charley  Boad,  see  Blackburn 

Christie,  Mr.  W.  D. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tarifl^-Stonet,  1496 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  848 

Christopher,  Mr.  R.  A. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  410 

Christci^ier's  (or  Idannet^s)  EstaU,  L IR.*  195 ; 

2R.»  321 ;  Rep.*  1512 ;  3R.*  1598;  c  lR,» 

1609 
Church  Ertension,  c,  1611— see  Dean  Forest 

of  {Scotland),  e.  2R.  97  [A.  48,  N.  1 31, 

M.  83],  109, 155, 1427 ;  BiU  pot  off,  1584 

Ra<ef,  c.  Leave,  1613  [A.  80,  N.  162, 

M.  82],  1637 
— ^  Stretton  and  Longdkn  Roads,  c  SR.* 

600;    Rep.*   1238;    3R.*  1316;    L  iR.* 

1312;  2R.*  1512;  Rep.*  1598 

CivU  BiU  Decrees  (Ireland),  e.  3R.*  4 ;  /.  iR.* 
195;  2R.*  1312;  Rep.*  1422;  3R.*  ik. 

Clanricarde,  Marquess  of 
National  Distress,  Com.  moved  for,  1140 
Newgate  Regulations-Sympathy  with  Crini- 

ttals,1007 
Tipperary,  Stete  of,  970, 973 ;— Special  Com- 
mission, 1513,  1514 
Clarence  and  Hartlepool  Junction  BaSss^  Me 
Great  North  of  England 

Clements,  Viscount 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  423, 424 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  1595 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  84 
Shannon,  Improvement  of  the,  417 

Ottk,  Sir  O. 


1142; 


2R.*; 
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CltrktnweU  Improt>ement,  c,  2R.*  269 
884  ;  3R/  978 ;  /.  iR,*  995 ;  2R. 
Rep.«1236;  3R.»  1313 

CleTeland^  Duke  of 
Gold  Coinage,  The,  1467 

Cleveland's,  Duke  of,  Etiate,  /.  1  R.«  553 ; 
881 

Clifford  of  Chudleigh^  Lord 
Catholic  Grievances,  200,  201 
Roman  Catholic  Worship  (India),  330 

CloDCurry,  Lord 
Tipperary,  State  of,  971 

Cfyde  Namgaiion,  see  Forth 

Coal  Duties,  c.  1491— see  Cut^omf'  Acts 


Cobden,  Mr.  R. 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  718;— 
Cheese,  748 ;— Leather,  1364, 1365  ;>-Cot- 
tons,  1368,  1370,  1381. 1382. 1397 

Distress  in  the  Manufacturing  Districts,  1154 ; 
— H)f  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  1665 

Sugar  Duties.  1172 

Wages,  Payment  of,  92,  114 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  D.  R.  W.  B. 

Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warburton,  478,  562, 

563,915,1114 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  103 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  490 

Cock  bam,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G. 
Manby,  Captain,  1055 
Slawe  Trade,  91 
Vessels,  Captured,  1640 

Coffee  see  Cttstoms'  Acts 

Coinage  see  Gold 

Colbome,  Lord 
PentonviUe  Prison,  2R.  883;  Com.  973 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  686 

ColUeries,  Employment  of  Children  in  see  Mines 

Collins,  Mr.  W. 
Borough  MagisUtes,  188 

Colonial  Passengers,  c.  Report,  582 

ColvUle,  Mr.  C.  R. 
Borough  Magistrates,  189 
Customs'  Acts— The  TariflP— Butter,  743 

Commercial  delations  with  France,  r.  1018 

Common  Jjow  Courts  (Ireland),  c.  985 

Compromises  see  Eieetum  Compromises 

Conolly,  Colonel  E.  M. 
Paisley,  Distress  at,  887 

Conud  General  of  Texas  see  EtUott,  Captain 

Controverted  Flections,  c.  8 14 

Copeland,  Alderman  W.  T. 
Wages,  Payment  of— Appointment  of  Commit- 
tee 319 
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Rep.*    Copper  see  Customs'  Acts 
Copyright,  I.  252;    2R. 


—      CUS. 


321  ; 


777; 


Com. 
Kep?  1512 

Corks  see  Customs*  Acts 

Com  LawS'-Public  Distress,  L  1599 

Cottenham  Drainage,  I.  Rep.*  195;  3R.*  248 ; 
Royal  Assent,  475 

Cottenham,  Lord 

Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  326 
Copyright,  Com.  810 

Cottons  see  Customs'  Ads 

County  Courts,  L  lR.»  1598 

Courts  of  Law,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  736— see 
County 

Cowards  Divorce,  I.  2R.*  1584  ;  Com.  1598 

Crawford,  Mr.  W.  S. 
Church-Rates,  Leave,  1627 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Amend.  986 
Nottingham,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1445 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  451 

Cripps,  Mr.  W. 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  1592 

Cromarty  Court  House,  see  Ross 
Croydon  Railway,  see  London  and  Croydon 

Curteis,  Mr.  H.  B. 
Income-Tax,  3R.  1032 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  c.  351,  Com.  [A. 
219,  N.  152,  M.  67],  412  ;  Amend.  512  [p. 
q.  A.  281,  N.  108,  M.  173],  549  ^—Cattle, 
610;  1st.  Res.  Amend.  617   [A.  113,  N. 
380,    M.    267],  671;    Adj.  Debate,  687; 
Mr.  Villiers'  Amend.  702;  [A.  44,  N.  209, 
M.  165],  706;  Major  Vivian'is  Amend.  708 ; 
Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien's  Amend,  [o.y.  A.  121 
N.  32,  M.  89],  720;— Cfl««araPoWer,  722; 
— FtfA,  723  ;— Fritt^,  730  [A.  110,  N.  51, 
M.  59],  735  ;— Boconj  73B  \--BuH€t,   740  ; 
Amend.  741  [A.  59,  N.  115,  M.  56],  744; 
^Cheese,  745  ;  Amend.  [A.  37,  N,  82,  M, 
45],  751  ',^Onions,  752  ;^Pota(ocs,  753i^ 
Ores—Copper,  755  QA,  158,  N.  7,  M,  ISlT 
761; — Iron   Bars,  76  J; — Spirits  {ItrkttJ}^ 
888 ;— OOj,  891 ;  Amend,  [o.  q.  A.  IQS,  N. 
41,  M.   67],  898; — Timbti;  000;  Aineiid. 
1280   [A.   16,  N,  243,    M.  227]*  1302 
Leather,  1364  [A.  148,  N.   36,   M.   tl 
1365  i^Cottons,  1366  [r.  jk  A.  3G,  N, 
M.    120],    1382,  1387  ;   Captain  Ma.ii| 
Amend.  I  A.  42,  N.  5^,  M.  14],  tW9  * 
Bowring's  Amend.  [A.  44,  N.  97,  M 
1398;—  iroo/,    1309;     Mr.    C.    \ 
Amend. fA.  65,  N.  12:,  M.  57],  U2 
G.  W.  Wood's  Amend,  [A.   47,  N. 
49],  1422  ,^Silk,   1455  ;  Mr,  Grim 
Amend,   [o.  g.   A.  240,  N.  22,  M. 
1460;  Dr.  Bowring's  Amend.  14SS 
bles,   Mr.  MitcheU's   Amend,    U9c 
A.  163,  N.    35,  M.  d1^  ^-<@aOQle 
3  1  '     ^ 
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Customs'  Acti — conh'nued. 
Mr.  Bankes'  Amend.  1495;^ Coffee,  Visct. 
Howick's  Amend.  1499  [A.  48,  N,  81,  M. 
33],  1505;  Visct.  Sandon's  Amend.  1506 
[A.  69,  N.  133,  M.  64;],  1508 ;— Tea,  1510 ; 
^Corh,  Mr.T.  Duncombe's  Amend.  TA. 
81,  N.  137,  M.  56],  ib.  ;—Siraw  Hats,  Dr. 
Bowring's  Amend.  1512;— Co«/f,  1545; 
Visct.  Howick's  Amend,  [[o.  q.  A,  200,  N. 
67,  M.  133],  1581  ;  Rep.  Re-com.  1597; 
Rep.  1659 

Cwm,  Celyn  and  Blaina  Iron  Company,  c.  Rep.* 
559;  3R.'  600;  /.  lR.»  598;  2R,»  763; 
Rep.*  995;  3R.'  1056 

Darby,  Mr,  J. 
Belfast  Election,  Select  Committee  appointed, 

1609 
Bribery,  Prosecution  for,  835 
Bridport  Election,  963,  1 114,  1115,  1116 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cheese,  749 
Eastbourne  Union— New  Poor  Law,  194 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  852 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add  cl,  1092 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R.  1454 

Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts^  c,  2R.* 
884;  Rep.'  1490;  Re-com.  1597,  1660 
rA.l01,  N.  25,  M.  76;],  1666;  2nd  Div. 
CA.  101,N.  13,M.  88;],  1688 

Poor,   c,    2R.»  884;    Rep.« 

1490  ;  Com.*  1584  ;  Rep.*  1609 

Death,  Punislmient  of,  (Ireland),  c.  Rep.*  94  • 
3R.*  114;  /.  IR.*  195;  2R.*  475:  Rep.» 
881  ;  3R.*  963 

De  Grey,  Eari 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Biddulph,  248,  251 

D'Israeli,  Mr.  B. 

Boundary  Question,  1585 

Bumes,  Sir  A.,  Despatches  of,  1021 

Customs'  Acta— The  Tariff,  390 

East-India  Company,  Advances  to  the.  966 

Income-Tax,  3R.  1047 

Mexico,  Blockade  of  the  Coast  of,  1426, 1490 

Denison,  Mr.  E.  B. 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Potatoes,  755 

Denman,  Lord 
Administration  of  Justice  (Scotland).  1482 
AffirmalfonH,  TR.  1237 
Canada,  Bishop  of,  1005 
Plea  of  Not  Guilty.  1515 

Deptford  Pier,  c.  Rep.*  1152 

Derby  Railway,  see  Birmingham 

Derry's,  Bishop  qf^  Estate,  I  IR.*  H  is ;  ^R.- 
1598 

Derwentwater  Inclosure,  see  Castlerigg 

Devon's,  Earl  of,  Estate,  I.  lR.*553;  2R.» 
675 

DUtress --Number  of  Paupers,  c.  482;-tn  the 
Manufacturing  Districts,  1I54;— o/'  the 
Country  (M   .  Ferrand),  Com.  moved  for. 


Distress— cofi/mtMif. 
1640  [A.  6,  N.  106,  M.   100^,   1659-see 
Com  Laws  —  National  —  Paisley  ^Queen*s 
Letter 

Divett,  Mr.  E. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Oils,  897 

Divisions,  List  of 
Belfast  Election.  New  Writ  moved  for  lA.  73 

N.  170,  M.  97],  1543  ^ 

Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warburton  \A.  156, 

N.  37,  M.   119],  961 ;  That  the  ioqairy  be 

referred  to  the  Select  Committee  [A.  44,  N. 

16,  M.  28],  1117 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R,  [A-  48.  N. 

131,  M.  83],  109 
-—  Rates,  Leave  [A.  80.  N.  162,  M.  82], 

Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff,  Com,  [A.  219,  N. 
l^\^'  ^^J'  ^^2  J  Amend,  [o.  a.  A.  281, 
N.  108,  M.  173J,  549;-Cattle;  1st  Res. 
Amend.  [A.  1 13,  N.  380.  M.  267],  671 ;  Mr. 

^^'^^il  ^J!?^"^'  [A-  ^'  N.209,  M.  165], 
706  J  Mr.  W.  S.  O'Brien's  Amend.  [A.  121, 
M'f^i^^ln^'  720;-Pruft,  [A.  110,  N. 51', 
M.59],  735;— Butter,  Amend.  [A.  59,  N. 
1»5' M- 561.  744  ;-Cheeae,  Amend.  [A.  37. 
N-  82,  M.  45],  751  j-Ores-Copper,  (A.  158, 
N  7.  M.  1611.  761  ;-Oils,  Aiiend.  o.  g.  A 
08,  N.  41.  M.  671, 898  ;-Timber,  Aniend. 
(A.  16,  N.  243,  if.  227J,  1302  ;-Leather, 
[A.  148,  N.  36,  M.112].  1365 ; -Cottons, 
[r.;>.  A.36,  N.  156,  M.  120],  1382;— Cap- 
tain  Mangles  Amend.  [A.  42,  N.  56,  M.  14), 
1389;— Dr.  Bowring's  Amend.  [A.  44,  N. 
97,  M.53],  1398;— Wool,  Amend.  [A.  65,  N. 
122,  M.  57],  1420  ;— Silk,  Amend,  [o.  q,  A. 
240,  N.  22,  M.218],  1460; -Cables,  Mr. 
Mitchell's  Amend.  \o.q.  A.  163,  N.  35.  M. 
128],  1494;-Coflfee,  Viscoimt  Hoirick's 
Amend.  [A.  48,  N.  81,  M.  33],  1505; 
Viscount  Sandon's  Amend.  [A.  %^,  N.  138, 
M.  64],  1508  ;— Corks,  Mr.  T.  Duncombe'a 
Amend.  [A. 81,  N.  137.  M. 56],  15 1 O^-CoaJs 
Viscount  Howick's  Amend.  \o.  f ,  A-  200,  N. 
67,  M.  133],  1581  ^ 

Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  [A. 
101,  N.  25,  M.  761, 1666,  2iid  Div.  (A.  lOI, 
N.  13,  M.  88],  1688  ' 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  [A.e. 

N.  106,  M.  100],  1659 
Election  Compromises,  Com.moved  for.  Amend. 

[A.  17,  N.  160,  M.  143],  510 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  [A.  102,  N.  120,  M.  18], 

1595 
Income-Tax,  Com.  cU  96,  [A.  76,  N.  27,  M.  A9\ , 

2^9;  c/.  188,  [A.  174,  I>.  52,  M.  122],  241 

add,  cL  243,  [A.  18,  N.  183,  M.  165],  244 ; 

Report,  add,  cl.  [A.  66,  N.  1 10,  M.  441,314; 

Mr.  Glirs  Amend.  [A.  36,  N.  183,  M-  1471. 

^1?,'  1*^-  A'"«'>d-  [o.y.A.  156,  N.2I,  M. 

1351    992;  3R.  {k.2^,  N.  149.  M.  106], 

10481 ;  add.  cL  Amend.  [A.  m,  N.  199.  M. 

1031,  1051 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Adjonmroeni. 

[A.  107.  N.  126.  M.  191.  861 ;  Com.  moved 

for,  [p,q,  A.  133,  N.  119.  M.  14],  873 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  That  the  pe. 

titioners  be  heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House, 

[A.  49,  N.  287,  M.  238],  88 
NewcaRtle-under-Lyroe,  New  Writ  moved  for. 

[A.  143,  N.  97,  M.  46],  1258 
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DiTisioiis,  Lists  o(^-ooniinued» 
Nottingham,  New  Writ  moved  for,  [A.  41,  N. 

136,  M.  95],  1448 
Public  House*.  Com.  add.  el.  (Mn  B.  Wood). 

[A.  23.  N.69,  M.361,  1094;  2nd,  add.  cl. 

(Mr.  Pklcington).  [A.  7,  N.  110,  M.  103], 

1102;  3rd,  «rfrf.  c/.  (Alderman  Thompson), 

[A.  27.  N.  69.  M.  42],  1 104 
Salmon  ritheries  (Scotland),  Rccom.  [o.  g.  A. 

88,  N.  20.  M.  68],  1386  • 

Southwark  Improvement,  3R.  add.  cU  [A.  187, 

N.31,M.  156],  8 
Sugar  Duties,  Mr.  Roebuck's  Amend.  [A.  18, 

N.  69,  M.  41],  1175;    Mr.  Uboucbcre's 

Ainend.  [A.  164.  N.  245,  M.  81],  1233 

Dwrnom—FrtDlkge — Exchmon  of  Members^  c. 

1312, 1316 
Divorce*  see  Aihtm—Coward^Olegg—Hawke 

— MiervUie—  Vert 
Docks  see  BriUd-^Thames  Haven 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  c.  423 
DoubU  Co8<i,  c.  iR.*  205;  2R.'  268;  Rep.' 

1490;  3R.M529;  /.lR.*1584 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Borough  Magistrates,  147 

Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Custom's  Acts— The  Tariff  —  Timber,   907, 

1282,1304;  Amend.  1306 
Maynootli  College,  Privilege,  342, 511 

Downshire,  Marquess  of 
Tipperary,  State  of,  972 

Drainage  {Ireland),  c.  Rep.*  475 

Drosheda  Harbour,  c.  Rep.'  422 ;  SR."  475  j 

/   iR.*  553;    2R.*   1118;    Rep.»   1312  i 

3R.M422 
Dublin  Freemen,  Admistion  qfs9e  Freemen 

PoUee  (No.  1\  e.  3R.*  114;  /.  1R.» 

195;    2R.*  455;   Rep.*  475;  3R.*  881; 
Royal  Assent^  995 

Dunalley,  Lord 
Tipperary,  Outrsgef  in,  882 

Duncan,  Lord 
Orme^by  Incloeure,  Lord's  Amend.  12 

Dvnc&nnon,  Viscount 
Income-Tai,  Com*  1513 

Duncombe,  Mr.  T.  S. 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  884 
Customs'  Arts— The  Tiiriff— Butter,   742;— 

Corks,  Amend.  1510 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districto,  Com.  1660 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  1657 
Election  Piroeeedings.  425,  427,  491,   492; 

Amend.  493, 502, 509,  510 
Electors,  Removal,  2R.  1594 
Income-Tax,  Com.  add.  cl.  246, 247,  1054 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  13,  75,  76, 

86,424 
Poor- Law  Commission,  415  ;  Leave,  4.19,  446 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cl.  1091 .  109:i,  1 100, 

1103 


Duncombe,  Mr.  T.  S. --continued. 

Southampton  Election— Mr.  Wren's  Petition, 
979,  980,  981,  982,  1 588  ;— Personation  of 
Electors,  1059 ;— New  Writ  moved  for,  1081 

Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  2R.  1106 

Dundalk  and  Banidn^e  Road,c.  Rep.*  813; 

3R.*    884;    /.   IR.*    1118;    2R.*    1236; 

Rep.*  1422  ;  3R.»  ib. 
Dundee  and  Arbroalh  Railway,  c.  Rep.*  114; 

3R.*  475;  /.   IR.*   ib.\  2R.'   553;  Rep,' 

881,1312;  3R.*  1422 
Fjatt  JnSa  Company,  Advances  to  the,  c.  985, 

1020— see  Bumes,  Sir  A. 
Eastbourne  Union—New  Poor-Law,  c.  192 

Easthope,  Sir  J. 
Church  Rates,  Leave,  1613, 1636 
National  Peliuon— The  Charier,  39,  43, 52 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Wren's  Petition, 
979,  984 ;— Personation  of  Electors,  1058, 
1060 
Ecclesiastical   and  Admirally    Courts    Appeals 

Tranrfer  (Ireland),  I.  IR.  883 
— — —  Corporations  Leasing  (No,  2),  c. 
2R.»  205 ;  Com.  584 ;  cl.  1,  585 

:  COWtS,  I.  2 

,  Residences,  e.  Rep*  268;  3R.' 


333 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  995 

Egerton,  Mr.  W.  T. 
Borough  Magistrates,  159 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cheese,  747, 748 
Special  Petty  Sessions,  2R.  96 

EgertOD,  Right  Hon.  Lord  F. 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  492 
Miners  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1355 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  60 

Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cheese,  746 

Election  CommUtees  see  Atfihne—Belfast'^ 
Bridport—Jptwichr^I^ne  Rem*— Newcastle" 
undet^Lyme^-NoUinsham^  Penryn— South* 
an^on—  Thetford^  Waterford 

Compromises,  c.  209 ;  Com.  moved  for, 

218;  Adj.  Debate  271,424,482;  Amend. 
493  [A.  17,  N.  160,  M.  143],  510 

.  PetUians  eeo  Bribery^Omlroverted 


Electors,  Personation  of  see  Southampton  Ejec- 
tion 

Removal,  c.  1R*  977;  2R    1589  [A. 

102,  N.  120,  M.  18],  1592;  Amend.  [A. 
101,  N.  79,  M.  22],  1595 

Eliot,  Lord 
Borough  Magistrates,  163 
Customs'    Acts— The   Tariff—Ores-Copper, 

759 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  423,  424 
Grand  .lurics  (Ireland),  979 
Magistracy    (Ireland)— Mr.    Biddulph,    270, 
142.'».  1426  ,     r\r\nM> 
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Eliot,  Lord. — continued. 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  687 
Shannon,  Improvement  of  the,  417 
Temperance  Processions  (Ireland],  1424, 1425 
Tipperary,  Outrages  in,  565 

ElUmere  and  Chester  Canal,  c.  Rep.*  4;  3R.» 
94;  /.  IR.'  195;  2R.»  321;  Rep.»  455; 
3R.*  475 ;  Royal  Assent,  995 

Ellice,  Mr.  E. 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  105 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  Re-com.  1336 

Elliott,  Captain,  c.  12,  686 

Ellis,  Mr.  W. 
Ecclesiastical  Corpomtions  Leasing,  Com.  cl,  1, 

591 
Income-Tax,  Com.  c/.  96,  236 
Merchant  and  Factors,  Law  of.  Com.  596 

Elpbinstone,  Mr.  H. 
Election  Compromises,  214,  216 ;  Com.  moved 
for,  231 

Ely  Place  Improvement,  c.  2R.»  269 ;  Rep.» 
1152;  3R.»  1238;  /.  lR.»  1236;  2R.» 
1422;  Rep.»  1466  ;3R*  1513 

Employment  of  Children  in  ColUeriet  see  Mines 

Ennis,  Provision  Riots  at  see  Provision  Riots 

Equitable  Ga$  Company,  c.  Rep.*  4 ;  3R.*  114  ; 
/.  IR.*  195  ;2R.*  321;  Rep.*  455 ;  3R.* 
475 ;  Royal  Assent,  995 

Error,  Writtqf^^e  Writs 

Escott,  Mr.  B. 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  839 
Bridport  Election,.  946 
Customs*   Acts—The   Tariff— Cattle,  702;— 

Fruit,  734 ;— Potatoes,  755 
Distress  of  the  Country,  (iom.  moved  for,  1653 
Electors'  Removal,  2R.  1589 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  604 
Ormesby  Inclosure,  Lords  Amend.  11 

Evidence,  Law  of.  Improvement,  I.  Rep.*  675, 
1118;  3R*1142,  c.  IR.*  1423— see  Pre* 
serving  Evidence  on  Pedigrees 

Exchequer  Bills,  c.  3R.*  4  ;  /.  iR.*  195  ;  2R.* 
248 ;  Rep.*  321  ;  3R.»  455 ;  Royal  Assent, 
475 

Exchequer,  Chancellor  of  the  see  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer 

Eidse  Duties  Compounds,  c.  Cora.  318  ;  Rep.» 
475;  3R.*  559;  /.  iR.*  598;  2R.»  675; 
Rep.*  763  ;  3R.*  881 ;  Royal  Assent.  995 

Falmouth  Election  Petition  see  Penryn 

Farmers  and  Gardeners  Hailstorm  Insurance 
Company,  c.  2R.*  333 

Faversham  Navigation,  c.  Rep.*  475,  600; 
3R.*  686;  /.  iR.*  675;  2R.*  881  ;  Rep.* 
995 ;  3R.*  1056 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  617 


Ferrand,  Mr.  W.  B. 
Bridport  Election,  962 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cotton,   1371, 

1372, 1*376 
Distress  of  the  (Gantry,  Com.  moved  for,  1640 ; 

1651,  1654,  1658 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  860 
Placard  issued  at  Manchester,  1154,  1155 
Poor-^w  Commission,  Leave,  450 
PubliWouses,  Com.  add.  cl.  1093, 1101 
Wages,  Pa3rment  of.  Appointment  of  Commit- 
tee, 92,  113,319 

Ferrybridge  and  Boroughbridge  Road,  c.  Rep.* 
269;  3R.*  333;  /.  IR.*  321;  2R.»475 

Fielden,  Mr.  J. 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Cottons,  1397 
Income-Tax,  Com.  d.  96,  239 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  3S 

Fierville's  Naturalization,  c.  Rep.*  269 ;  3R.* 
333 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  475 

Fines  and  Recoveries  (Wales  and  Cheshire),  c. 
2R.*  205  ;  Rep  •  422  ;  3R.*  475  ,  /.  lR.» 
598;  2R.»  881 ;  Rep.*  963;  3R.*  1422 

Fish  see  Customs'  Acts 

Fitzgerald,  Lord 
Affghanistan— Indian  Affiiirs,  1148, 1152 
National  Distress,  Com.  moved  for,  1142 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  775 
Roman  Catholic  Worship  (India),  332 
Tipperary— Special  Commission,  1514 

Fitiroy,  Captain  R. 
Borough  Magistrates,  163 
Customs'  Acte— The  Tariff— Oils,  897 
Election  Compromises,  218,  227  ;  Com.  moved 
for,  228 

FitzWilliam,  Eari 
Borough  Magistrates  (Sunderland),  204 
Children  in  Collieries,  Employment  of,  196, 

197,  198, 199 
Hops,  Duty  on,  455,  456,  458,  459 
Income-Tax — Taxing  Tenants,  685 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  775 
Tariff,  The— Cattle,  682 

Fitzwilliam*s  Viscount  (or  Herbert's)  Estate,  L 
IR.*  553  ;  2R.*  675 

Fleetwood  Improvement  and  Market,  c.  Rep.* 
1238;  3R.*  1316;  L  iR.*  1312;  2R.* 
1422;  Rep.»  1512;  3R.*  1598 

Fleming,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Southampton  Election — Mr.  Wren's  Petition, 
979,  982,  983,  1586  ;— Personation  of  Elec- 
tors, 1057,  1058,  1059;— New  Writ  moved 
for,  1070,  1072 

Flint  Election  Committee,  c.  Report,  560 

Follett,  Sir  W.  W.  see  Solicitor  General,  The 

Forster,  Mr.  M, 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cottons,  1384 

Fortescue,  Earl 
Tipperary,  State  of^|?||,  .^  GoOglc 


FOR. 


GLA. 


Forth  and  Clyde  Navigation,  c.  Rep.*  333 ; 
3R.M75;  /.  iR.'  553  j  2R.*  675*  Rep.* 
963  ;  3R.*  995 


■■         Marine  Insurance  Company,    c.    Rep.* 
1056 ;  3R.*  1238  j  /.  IR.'  1312 ;  2R.«  1512 

FoxjColoDel  C.  R. 
Ordnance  Estimates,  580 

FranUy  Commercial  Relations  with,  see  Com- 
mercial 

Freemen,  Admission  of  (Dublin),  c.  206 

French,  Mr.  F. 
British  Claimants  on  Portugal,  13 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  424 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  509 
Income-Tax,  Com.  cl,  98,  Amend.  240 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved    for, 

341,  342 
Shannon,  Improvement  of  the,  416,  418 

Fruit  see  Customs'  Actt 

Gflir'i  Naturalization,  1. 2R.»  455  ;  Rep.*  553  ; 
3R.*598;  c.  IR,*  813;  2R.*978;  Rep.' 
1490 ;  3R.*  1529 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

Canada,  Bishop  of,  1007 

RailvFay  Travelling  on  Sundays,  977, 1013, 1014 

Gardeners  see  Farmers 

Gas  Companies  see  Brentford -^  Equitable^— 
South  Metropolitan 

Gibson,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  692  ;  — 

Fish,  729;— Cotton,  1366, 1367 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  1589 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1362 
Paisley,  Distress  at,  888 
Registration  of  Voters,  Leave,  875 

Gibson's  Estate,  I.  lR.«  881 ;  2R.»  1118 

Gill,  Mr.  T. 
Income-Tax,  Report,  Amend.  316 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  450 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E, 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— 394, 402,  520  ;— 
Cattle,  610,  633;— Cassava  Powder.  722; 
—Fish,  723,  724,  726,  727,  728,  730;— 
Fruit,  731;  — Bacon,  739;— Butter,  740, 
744;— Cheese,  747;— Onions,  752;— Pota- 
toes, 753 ;— Orcs-Copper,  755,  757;— Iron 
Bars,  762 ;— Oils,  892 ;— Timber,  901,  1294; 
—Leather,  1364 ;  — Cottons,  1367,  1388, 
1390,  1396;— Wool,  1419,  1421 ; —Silk, 
1458,  1459  ;— Cables,  1493  ;— Stones,  1498, 
1499;— Coffee,  1503,  1607;— Straw  Hate, 
1512;— Coals,  1545, 1562  ;  Report,  Re-com. 
1597 

Merchant  and  Factor,  Law  of.  Com.  594,  597 

Railway  Travelling,  738 

Sugar  Duties,  1164, 1170, 1183, 1193 

Glasgow  and  Redbum  Bridge  Road,  I,  Rep.* 
1 1  3R/  195 ;  Royal  Assent,  475 
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Glasgow,  City  of  Life  Assurance  and  Rever- 
sionary  Company,  c.  Rep.'  475  ;  3R.»  1238  ; 
/.  IR/  1312;  2R.'  1422;  Rep.*  1512; 
3R.'  1598 


,  Paisley,  Kilmarnock,  and  Ayr  Railway, 

I  Rep.*  1 ;  3R.*  195 ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Glegg's  Divorce,  c.  2R.«   205;    Rep.'  813; 
3R.*  884  ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  995 

Glengall,  Eari  of 

Poor-Law  Commissioners  (Ireland),  963 
Tipperary,  State  of,  964, 970 

Gloucester  Railway  see  Bristol 

Godolphin,  Lord 
Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  974 

Godson,  Mr.  R. 

Nottingham,  New  Writ  for,  195,  335 
Ormesby  Inclosure,  Lord's  Amend.  11 
Southampton  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

1087 
Sugar  Duties,  1169 

Gold  Coinage,  Vie,  c.  1427 ;  L  1466;  c.  1492 

Gore,  Mr.  W.  O. 
Customs' Acte— The  Tariff— Cattle,  Ist.  Res. 

668;— Butter,  742 
Shannon,  Navigation  of  the,  418 

Gosport  Pier,  I.   IR.*   1  ;  2R.'  248  ;  Rep.' 
321 ;  3R.»  422  ;  Royal  Assent,  995 

Goulbum,  Right  Hon.  H.  see  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer 

Graham,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G. 

Borough  Magistrates,  119, 124,  127,  134,  141, 
189 

Church  of  Scotland,  2R.  97,  115,  886,  1428, 
1429 

Courts  of  Law,  Com.  moved  for,  736 

Customs'  Acte— The  Tariff,  386 

Distress — Number  of  Paupers,  482,  1154; 
—Queen's  Letter,  1387 

Divisions— Exclusion  of  Members,  1320 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations,  Leasing,  Com* 
584 ;  ct  1,  587.  588,  589, 590,  594 

Electors  Removal,  2R.  1589, 1592 

Manslaughter,  2R.  1387 

Medical  Officers— New  Poor-Law,  609 

Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1357 

National  Petition— The  Charter,  41 

Newgate  Regulations — Sympathy  with  Crimi- 
nals, 1024 

Parochial  Assessment,  737 

Pentonville  Prison,  3R.  583 

Placard  issued  at  Manchester,  1 154 

Poor-Law  Commission,  415 ;  Leave,  427,  448, 
450,451,454,  1153,  1586 

Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cl.  1099,  1103 

Registration  of  Voters,  Leave,  875 

Special  Petty  Sessions,  2R.  95 

Tithes,  Commutation  of.  Leave,  597  ;  3R.  1584 

Wages,  Payment  of,  93,  1 12 

Welsh  Circuits,  664 

Grand  Juries  {Ireland),  c.  970— see  Donegal 
_«—  Jury  Presentments  {Cork),  c.  IR.'  205 
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Grand  Jury  Presentments  {Ireland),  c.  IR. 
1489 

Granton  Pier  (No.  2),  /.  2R.»  1 ;  Rep.*  195  ; 
3R.»  248 ;  Royal  Assent,  475— see  Ui/m- 
t'uUmd 

Gravesend  Terrace  Pier,  c.  Rep .•  559,  978 ; 
3R.»  1014;  /.  1R.»  1U8;  2R,»  1236; 
Rep.»  1422  ;  3R/  ib, 

Town  Pier,  c.   Rep.*    1238;  5R.* 

1316;  /.    1R.»   1312;   2R/  1422:   Rep.* 
1512;  3R.»1598 

Great  North  of  England  Railway,  c.  Rep.* 
94;  3R.»  205;  /.  \R.*  195;  2R.*  1118; 
Rep.M422;  3R/ 1466 

■  (Clarence  and  Uar^ 

tlepool  JunctionJ   Pmlway,  L  2R/  1  ;  Rep.« 
195  ;  3R.»  248 ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Torrington  Market  see  Torrington 

• Western  Union  Railway  see  Cheltenham 

Greene,  Mr.  T. 
Customs'  Acts— TLc  Tariff— Cheese  751  :— 
Timber,  1294  ' 

Greenock  Harbours,  c.  Rep.*  4;  3R.*  94;  /. 
IR.*  195;  2R.«  598;  Rep.*  881;  3R.» 
963  ' 

Greenwich  and  London  RaUway  see  London 

Gregory,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Freemen,  Admission  of,  (Dublin),  206,  207 

Grey,  Right  Hon,  Sir  G. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  408 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  304 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  1589 
Jpswich,  New  Writ  for,  603 
Nottingham,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1429 

Grimsditch,  Mr.  T. 
Customs' Acts— The  Tariff— Cotton,  1370:— 

Silk,  Amend.  1456 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  452,  454 

Grosvenor,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R, 
Borough  Magistrates,  155 

Guarantee  Society,  c.  Rep.*  422 ;  3R.»  475 ; 
/.  IR.*  553 ;  2R.*  763 ;  Rep.*  1598 

Guest,  Sir  J.  J. 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff-Cheese,  Amend. 

751 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Appointment  of  Commit^ 

tee,  319 

Haddington,  EaH  of 
Administration  of /ustice  (Scotland),  1489 
Borough  Magistrates  (SunderUnd),  203 
Syria,  1516 

Haddingtonshire  Roads,  c.  Rep.*  686 

Halford,  Mr.  II. 
Distress— Queen's  Letter,  1386 
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Hall,  Sir  B. 
Wages,  Payment  of,  94 

Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Borough  Magistrates,  144 

Harbours  see  Ardrossan— Greenock-Saltcoats 
^Saundersfoot—  Warkioortk-^  Wickhw 

Hardinge,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H. 
Quebec,  Bisbop  of,  1239 

Hardy,  Mr.  J. 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  1665 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  498 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  451 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add  c/.  1099 
Wages,  Payment  of,  113 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  SR.  1452 

Hartlepool  Railway  see  Stockton 

Harwich  Election  see  Election  Compromises 

Ilatherton,  Lord 
Sunday  Traffic  on  Canals,  763,  765 

Hawes,  Mr.  B. 
Church  Extension,  1611, 1612 
Colonial  Passengers,  Report,  582 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Oils,  894 :— Tim- 
ber, mi,  902,  907 ;— Coffee,  1504 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  1663 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Com.  c/. 

1,58.0,588,591,592 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  1592 
Income-Tax,  Report,  aW.  cl.  314 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  856 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  62 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cl.  1095 

Hawke's  Divorce,  l.  IR.*   598;  2R.»  1312; 
Rep.*  1422;  3R.»  1466;  c  IR.*  1529 

Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Church  of  Scotland,  885, 1429 

Hayter,  Mr.  W.  G. 
Belfast  Election  Committee,  Report,  1152 
Nottingham  Election,  Report,  94 

Hayti  see  Slave  Trade  Siqrpreuion 

Heathcote,  Mr.  G.  J. 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  1st  Res, 
630  ^ 

Henley,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Income-Tax,  Com.  add.  cl.  245 

Hinckley  Road,  /.  Rep.*  1598 

Hinde,  Mr.  J.  H. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Timber,  906  :— 

Coals,  1579 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  857 
Southampton,  New  Writ  moved  for,  208,  1061, 
1083 

Hobhouse,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  C. 
Bumes,  Sir  A.,  Despatches  of,  1021 
Election  Compromls^^|^y^y  ^OOgk 


HOD. 
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Hodgson,  Mr.  R. 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  U89,  1595 

Hdywell  Roads,  c.  Rep.*  333,  559 ;  3R.*  813; 
/.  IR.*  881 ;  2R.*  995  ;  Rep.*  1598 

Hops,  Duty  on,  I.  455 

Houghton,  West,  Road  see  Bolton 

Howard,  Mr.  P.  H. 
Customs*  Acts^The  Tariff— Cottons,  1397 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  334, 
341,  342 

Howden,  Lord 
Canada,  Bishop  of,  999, 1002 
Syria,  ]  615,  ld07 

Howick,  Viscount 
Customs'  Acts—The  Tariff,  400  ;  Amend.  5 12, 

522,  546  ;— CatUe.  710.  712 ;— Fish,  725, 

727;— Bacon,  739;— Butter,  Amend.  741  ; 

—Cheese,  745;— Cottoq,  1373 ;— Silk.  14fi6  ; 

—Coffee,  Amend.  1499, 1505,  1507;— Coals, 

Amend.  1549.  1560,  1573 
Income-Tax,  Report,  add,  cL  312,313] 

Hughes,  Mr,  W.B. 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1532 

Huish  Champflower,SfC.,  Inclosure.  L  Rep.»  321; 
3R.*  422 ;  Royal  Assent,  995 

Hume,  Mr.  J. 

Bribery  at  Elections.  Discovery  of,  Uave.  1278 

• — ^-. Prosecutions  for,  839 

Bridport  Election,  946 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2a.  108 

Consul  General  of  Texas,  12 

Customs' Acts— The  Tariff,  392;— Cattle,  Ist 
Res.  669,  714;— Cassava  Powder,  722,— 
Pish,  723.  725,  728;— Fruit,  734;— Butter, 
744;^Chee8e,  748,  751  ;— Iron  Bars,  762; 
—Timber,  906,  1300;— Cottons,  1380,  1384, 
1385,  1388;— Silk,  1455.  1464;  — Stones, 
1499;— Coffee,  1503,  1507,— Straw  Hats, 
1512;— Coals,  1577;  Report,  Re-com.  1597 

Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com. 
1597. 1598, 1665, 1667, 1668 

East-India  Company — Finance,  1020 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  tor,  234, 
292,484,485,500 

Electors  Removal,  2R.  1592,  1593 

Income-Tax,  Com.  c/.  94,335  ;  <r/.  96, 235, 236, 
238, 239;  cl.  188,  Amend.  241  ;  add.  c/.247. 
Report,  add,  cl,  314  ;  3R.  990, 1024 

Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  604,  607,  843 

Manby,  Captain,  1055 

Mines  and  Collieries.  Leave,  1356 

National  Petition— The  Charter.  63 

Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 
1240, 1260 

Ormesby  Incloture,  Lord*s  Amend.  1 1 

Paisley,  Distress  at,  885, 886, 887 

Placard  issued  at  Manchester,  1 155 

Public  Houses,  Com.  cl.  5, 1089 ;  add,  cl.  1092, 
1103 

Sugar  Duties,  1207 

Tithes,  Commutation  of,  3R.  1584 

Wages,  Plsymentof,  93 

Humphrey,  Alderman  J. 
Customs*  Aeto^The  Tariff-Fisb,  733,  724, 


.  ye,  to,  LA.  70,  in.  27,  m,  4yj,  23^ ;  ci, 
B,  240 ;  cL  IBS,  [A.  174.  N.  52,  M.  122], 
♦1 ;  add.  cl  243,  |"A.  18,  N.  183,  M.  165 1, 
14 ;  2nd  add.  cl,  245  ;  Report,  add,  cl  309« 


Humphery,  Alderman  3. -"Continued, 
726,  730;— Timber,  906;— Cottons,   1396  ; 
—Coals,  1491 
Income-Tax,  Report,  add,  e/.  313 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add,  ci,  1094, 1104 

Hutt,  Mr.  W. 
Borough  Magistrates,  116, 179,  190 
Customs'  Act*— The  Tariff— Fruit,  733;— 
Coals.  1559 

Imperial  Bank  of  England,  c.  2R.*  268 ;  Rep.* 
1238;  3R.«  1316;  MR.*  1312 

, Imuraance  Company,  c,  2R.*  559;  Rep.* 

1238  ;3R.*  1316 

Inclosures  see  BrilweU — Buckland — Castlerigg 
— Kilmington — Medboum—  Omiesby^^  Yate 

Income-Tax,  c.   Com.  cL  94;    cl.  95,    235; 
cl.  96,  ib,  [A.  76,  N.  27,  M.  49],  239 ;  cl, 
98, 
241; 
244  * 

[A. 'ee,  N.  110.  M.  44],' 314;  Mr.  Giirs 
Amend.  [A.  36,  N.  183,  M.  147],  316; 
/.  (Exemption  of  Foreigners),  459;  {Taxing 
Tenants),  685;  dR.  Amend.  986,  \o.  q.  A. 
156,  N.  21,  M.  135],  992  ;  3R.  1024,  [A. 
255,  N.  149,  M.  106],  1048;  add.  cl.  Amend. 
[A.  96,  N.  199,  M.  103],  1051 ;  Bill  passed, 
1054; /.IR.*  1118;2R.  1423;  Com.  1513; 
Rep.  ib. 

Incumbents  Leasing  (No.  2),  f.2R.*  205 ;  Rep.* 
600;  3R.»  686,  /.  iR,*  763;  2R.*  995; 
Rep.*  1142;  SR.*1236 

Indemnity,  Mutual  Marine  Insurance  Company 
(No.2).c.  IR.*  4;  2R.*333;  Rep.*  737; 
3R.*  884  ;  /.  IR.*  963;  2R.*  1118;  Rep.* 
1312  ;  3R.*  1422 

— of  Witnesses  see  Witnesses 

India  see  Affgfumisian 

Ingestrie,  Viscount 
Ordnance  Estimates,  578, 580,  581 

loglis.  Sir  R.  H. 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1540  ; 

Select  Committee  anpointed,  1609, 1611 
Bribery,  Prosections  tor,  842 
Bridport  Election,  951 
Church  Extension,  1612 

— Rates,  Leave,  1623 

Divisions— Exclusion  of  Members,  1316 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  278, 

308,318 
Income-Tax,  318  ;  3 R.  1041 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  846,  866 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1363 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

338,  1429,  1447 
Parochial  Assessment,  737 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add,  cl,  1093 
Railway  Travelling,  738 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  3R. add.cU  6 
Tithes,  Commutation  of,  311.1584 
Witnesses,  Indemnity  of,  2R.881 ;  3R.  1452 

hmwanu 
Marine 


\ie$  see    Indemnity  ^iutual 
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Ipswich  Election — Jofm  Thurston,  r.  94  ;  New 
Writ  moved  for,  601,  843  ;  Adjoummt.  [A. 
107,  N.  126,  M.  19],  861 ;  Com.  moved  for, 
863  \j).  q,  A.  133,  N.  119,  M,  14^,  873 

Ireland  see  BidduJph,  Mr. — Civil  Bill  Decrees 
Common  Law  Courts — Death,  Punishment  of 
— Donegal  Grand  Juries — Drainage — Drog- 
heda  Harbour  —  Ecclesiastical  —  Freemen^^ 
Grand  Juries — Lagan  Navigation —  Magis- 
tracy— Medical  C&rities — Foor-Law — Fro- 
vision  Kiot$ — Shannon  Improvement — Spirits 
— St.  George,  Mr, — Temperance^  Tipper ary 
— Turnpike  Roads 

Iron  Bars  see  Customs*  Acts 

James,  Mr.  W. 
Iiicome-Taz,  Report,  add,  el,  314 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for, 
341 

James,  Sir  W. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff—Timber,  903 

Jervis,  Mr.  J. 
Borough  Magistrates,  160 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cheese,  750 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add,  c/.  1 102 

Jocelyn,  Viscount 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Timber,  907 

Johnson,  Lieutenant-General  W.  A. 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  451 

Jurisdiction  ofJustices,l,  2R.  973  ;  Rep.*  1236; 
3R.»  1422;  c.  iR.'  1423;  2R/  1584 

Justice,  Administration  of  see  Administration 

Kemble,  Mr.  H. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff- Coffee,  1508 

Kensington  Opening  see  Knightshridge 

KUmamock  Bailway  see  Glasgow 

Kilmington  Indoswre,  c.  Rep.*  1056;  3R.* 
1423;  /.  IR.*  1466;  2R.*  1598 

Kingsdere  Indosure,  I,  Rep**  321 ;  3R.»  455  ; 
Royal  Assent,  475 

Kingstown  Mariner^  Church,  c.  Rep.*  559; 
3K.*600;  /.  IR.'  598;  2R.*  763;  Rep.« 
1422  ;  3R.*  ib. 

Kington  Roads,  c.  Rep.*  4;  3R.»  94;  /.  lR« 
195;  2R.»475;  Rep.*  1512  ;  3R.»  1598 

Kinnaird.  Lord 
Corn-Laws— Public  Distress,  1605, 1606 
National  Distress,  Com.  moved  for,  1118, 1142 
Queen's  Letter,  The.  685,  686, 765, 772, 1238, 

1313 
Tariff,  The— Cattle,  683, 685 

Kirkintilloch  Roads  (No.  1)  /.  2R.*  248 ;  Rep.« 
321 J  3R.*  422 ;  Royal  Assent,  995 

Knatchbull,  Right  Hon.  Sir  £. 
Customs'  Acta— The  Tariff— Fruit,  731 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  509 
Ormesby  Inclosure,  Lords  Amends.  12 


Knight,  Mr.  H.  G. 
Church-Rates,  Leave,  1628 
Customs' Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  Ut  Reft. 

646 
Nottingham,  New  Writ  moved  for,  J  437, 1439, 

1443 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  3R.  atkL  c/.  7 

Knightdnidge  and  Kensington  Openings^  c.  Rep.* 
94;  3R.'  114;  /.  IR.*  195;  2R.»  246; 
Rep.*  321;  3R.*  455;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Labouchere/ Right  Hod.  H. 
Commercial  Relations  with  France,  1018 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tsriff,  386,  529 ;— Cattle, 

613,  687,  713,  716;— Cassava  powder,  722 ; 

—Fish,  724 ;— Bacon,  739 ;— Butter,  740 ; — 

Cheese,  746,  747 ;— Ores— Copper,  760; — 

Iron  Bars,  762 ;— Silk,  1463 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  1663 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  305 
Sugar  Duties,  Amend.  1176, 1230 

Lagan  Navigationy  c  2R.*  1490 

LambtoD,  Mr.  H. 
Borough  Magistrates,  157 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  411 ;— Coals,  1565 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1352 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2)  3R«  add.  eL 
5,7 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 
Income-Tax  (Exemption  of  Foreigners),  459 
Newgate  Regulations — Sympathy  with  Crimi- 
nals, 1012 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the.  Address, 

996,998 
'8  Letter,  The,  773 

Lascelles,  Hon.  W.  S. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Wool,  1420 
Queen.  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  1017 

Law,  Hon.  C.  E. 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R«  1454 

Law,  Courts  qf$ee  Courts 

^-—  of  Emdence  Improvement  see  Evidence 

—  of  Merchant  Act  Amendment,  c.  Com. 
594;  Rep.  597,  1316;  3R.*  1529 

Layard,  Captain  B.  V. 
Borough  Magistrates,  190 

Leader,  Mr.  J.  T. 

National  Petition— The  Charter,  32 
Leamington  Railway,  see  Warwick 
Leather,  see  Customs*  Acts 
Leeds  Burial  Ground,  see  Leeds  Improvement 

Improvement,  c,  2R.*  475  ;  Rep.*  1385 

Lefevre,  Right  Hon.  C.  S.,  tee  Speaker,  The 

Lefroy,  Mr.  A. 
Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland),  985 

Legal  Reform,  I,  2 

Leicester  Roads,  see  AMy^dc4a^ikmckyq\^ 


LEI.        —        LON.  {I  N  D 

Lcicuter  SnuM  Debts,  c.  2R.*  884 

Lemon,  Sir  G. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  531;— Ores— Cop- 
per, 755,  769 

Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Ordnance  Estimates,  574 

Leshazeille's  Naturahzatum^  L  iR*  963;  2R.« 
1142;  Rep.*  1236;  3R/  1313;  c.  IR.* 
1423  ;  2R-*  1529 

LeiDt$  Ekaiany  see  E^ctton  Compromises 

Licensed  Lunatic  Asylums,  see  Lunatic 

Liddell,  Hon.  H.  T. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariflf— Coals,  1560 
Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

1246,  1248 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  3R.  add.  cU  7 

Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Dean  Forest    Ecclesiastical    Districts,  Com. 
1597, 1598, 1660, 1661, 1668 

Lmcoln  Hoods,  c.  Rep.*  1152 ;  3R.*  1238 ;  /. 
1R.»  1236;  2R,M422;  Rep.*  1466;  3R.* 
1522 

Lindsay,  Mr.  H.  H. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Tea,  1510 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  293 

Laerpool  and  Manchester  B/jUway,  c.  iR.* 
1056;  2R,M316 

Borough  Court,  c.  2R.*  4;  Rep.' 

978,1014;  3R.M152;  /.lR,*1142;  2R.* 
1312  5  Rep.*  1422  ;  3R.*  ib. 

— ^  Canal,  see  Birmingham 

Health  of  the  Town  and  BtdkUngs 


Regulation,  c.  Rep.*  422;  3R.*  475;  /. 
1R.»553;  2R.-675;  Rep.*  1118;  3R.* 
1142 

Improvementy  c.  Rep.*   600;  3R.* 


686;  /.  1R.*763;  2R.*  1236 

—  Ptmng  and  Sewerage,  I.  2R.*  195 ; 
Rep.*  321 J  3R.*  422;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Poor,  c.  2R.*  1014 ;  Rep.*  1529 ; 

3R.*1584;  /,  1R.*1598 

Local  CourtSf  I.  2 

Locking  Baihoay  Carriages^  see  Railway  Trav- 
elling 

London,  Bishop  of 
Canada,  Bishop  of,  1000,  1003,  1006 
Children  in  Collieries,  Employment  of,  199 
Copyright,  Com.  807 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  777 

London  and  BlackwaU  Railway,  I,    2R.*  1; 
Rep.*  321;   3R.«  422;   Royal  Assent,  995 


E  X}        LON.        —        MAN. 

London  Bridge  Approaches  and  Royal  Exchange 
Avenues,  c,  2R.*  268  ;  Rep.*  1490 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of 
Borough  Magistrates  (Sunderland),  202,  256, 

258,  266, 267 
Children  in  Collieries,  Employment  of,  197 

Longdon  Roads,  see  Church  Stretton 

Lorton,  Viscount 
Tipperary,  State  of,  962 

Lorton's,  nscount.  Estate,  I  lR.»  1118;  2R.* 
1422 

Louehfoyle  Drainage,  c.  2R.*  475;  Rep.* 
1152;  3R.*  1238;  I.  IR.*  1312;  2R.* 
1422;   Rep.*  1512 

Lunacy,  I.  2 

Lunatic  Asylums,  Licenced,  c.  Rep.*  600 

Lyall,  Mr.  G.  ^     ^ 

Customs'  Acts-The  Tariff— Oils,  Amend.  891 

Lyme  Regis  Election,  c.  Rep.  978 

Lyndhurst,  Lord,  see  Chancellor,  The  Lord 

Lyttleton,  Lord 
Copyright,  Com.  806 

Macaulay,  Right  Hon.T.  B. 
Medical  Officers— New  Poor-Law,  608 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  43,  81 
Southampton  Election — Personation  of  Elec- 
tors, 1068;— New  Writ  moved  for,  1073 

Mackenzie,  Mr.  W.  F. 
Divisions — Privilege — Exclusion  of  Members, 

1312,  1318 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  Re-oom.  Amend. 

1386 

Mackinnon,  Mr.  W.  A. 
Ipswich  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  601 
Southampton  Election — Mr.  Wren's  Petition, 

980,  1587;— Personation  of  Electors,  1059; 

—New  Writ  moved  for,  1061, 1072, 1085 

Magistracy  {Ireland)'-Mr,  Biddulph,  I.  248  ; 
c.  270;— Mr.  St.  George,  1425 

Magistrates,  Appointment  of,  see  Borough 

Mahon,  Viscount 
Bribery  at  Elections,  1491 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff-Coals,  1568 

Malt,  Roasted,  c  Rep.*  559 ;  3R.*  600;  /. 
IR.*  675;  2R.*  881;  Rep.*  963;  3R.* 
995 

Manby,  detain,  c.  1054 

Manchester,  Placard  issued  at,  see  Placard 

Railway,  see  Lsoerpoot^-Sheffield 


Croydon  Railway  {Grange  Road 


Approaches)  (No.  2),  c.  Rep.*  559 


Greenwich  Rcdlway  (No.  3),  c. 


2R.*268j  Rep.*  1238 


Mangles,  Captain  R.  D. 
Borough  Magistrates,  152 
Customs'   Acts— The  Tariff-Cottons,  1369; 
Amend.  1388 ;— Silk,  1465 ;— Tea,  I5i(^ 


MAN. 


—        MIL.  INDEX.}      MIL.         —         NEW. 


Distress^N umber  of  I^upert,  482 
Income-Tax,  3R.  1040 

Manners,  Lord  J. 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasior,  Com.  c/. 

1,591 
Income-Tax,  The,  3R.  991 

Manners*  Estate,  see  Chrisiopher*s 

Manslaughter,  c.  IR/  94  j  2R.  1387;  Bill 
negatived,  t6. 

Manufacturers,  Frauds  of,  see  Wages,  Pay- 
ment of 

March,  Earl  of 

Customs' Acts— The  Tariff--Catt!e,  1st.  Res. 

630 

Market  Harborough  and  Brampton  Road,  c, 
2R/268;  Rep.*  813  ;  3R.*  884;  /.  IR.* 
881  ;  2R.-995;   Rep.*  1598 

Markets,  see  FUetwood^IhrrmgUm^Weston^ 
super- Mare 

Martin,  Mr.  C.  W. 
Borough  Magistrates,  156 

Maule,  Hon.  F. 
Borough  Magistrates,  137 
Church  of  Scotland,  2B.  100,  101,  103, 14J7, 

1429, 1584,  J  585 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  1649 
Electors  Removal,  2R*  1595 
Inoome-Tax,  Com*  243 
Magistrates  (Ireland)— Mr.  St.  George,  1425 
Manslaughter,  2R.  1387 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1352 
Poor-f^w  Commission,  Leave,  448 

Maynooth  Cottege^PrwUege,  c,  342,  511 

Medboum  Indosure  (No.  2),  c.  IR.*  333;  2R.» 
559;  Rep.*  1233;  ZR*  1316;  /.  IR.* 
1312;  2R.*1422  5  R«p.*  1512;  3R.*  1598 

MediaU  Chmities  {Jrdmi),  e.  667 

Officers-^New  Poor-Jaw,  c.  608 

Melbourne,  Vlscomit 
Income-Tax  (ExempUon  of  Foreigners),  468 ; 
2R.1423  ' 

Merchant  and  Factor,  Law  o/m^  Lawaflfyt- 
chant 

Metropolitan  Patent  Wood  Pamg  Company 
(No.  2),  c.  IR.*  94  ;  2R.*  268 ;  Rep.* 
1152;  3R.*  1238;  /.  iR.*  1312;  2R.* 
1422;  Rep.*  1598 

Mexico,  Blockade  of  the  Coast  of,  cUHe,  14^ 

MieviUes  Dworce,  c-  Rep.»  114  ;  3R.»  205  ; 
/.  Royal  AMeot,  475 

Miles,  Mr.  W. 
Customs*  Acts^TlM  TaHC  411 ;— Cattle,  Ist 
Rw^A^id,  617,  643,  670,  686,  TiO;- 
» 7 tfo 


Milnes,  Mr.  R.  M. 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  483, 
485,491,497 

Milton's  Estate  {Crawford's),   I   lR.«   881  ; 
2R.*  1312 

Mines  and  Collieries,  I.  196,  c,  Leave»  1320  ; 
IR*  1364  ;  2R.*  1584 

Minto,  Earl  of 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  774,  775 
Slave-Trade— Distribution   of  Prize   Money, 

1509 
Townsliend  Peerage,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  557 

Mitchell,  Mr.  T.  A. 
Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warburton,  479,  i%t, 

663,  085,  944 
Customs'  Acts— The  TariS^Timber,  904, 905 ; 
—Cables,  Amend.  1493 

Monteagle,  Lord 
Income-Tax  (Exemption  of  Foreigners),  465 
National  Distress,  Com.  moved  for,  1 141 
Queen's  Letter,  Distress,  1314 

Mo9tyn*s  Estate,  /.  1R.»  1118;  2R.»  1422 

Muirkirk  Road  see  Cambuslang 

Muntz,  Mr.  G.  F. 
Customs'  Acts— The  TariflT,  410 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  293 
Income-Tax,  Com.  cl.  96, 239 
National  PatiOan— Tba  Charter,  62 
Poor-LavF  Commission,  Laave,  46$ 
Public  Houses,  Com.  addict.  1092, 1100 
Wages,  Payment  of,  112 

Murphy,  Mr.  Sergeant 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  306 

Napier,  Sir  C. 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  832 
Customs'  Act8--*The  TaHfl*— Oils,  894,  697; 

—Timber,  1300 
Income-Tax,  3R.  1032 
Maaby,  Captain,  1054, 1055, 1056 
Ordnance  Estimates,  575 

National  Distress,  L  Com.  mored  for.  11 18 

Floating  Breakwater  Comparm,  c.  Rep/ 

206  r-  ^  f 

'-— —  Petition^The  Charter,  c.  13,  That  the 
Petitioners  be  heard  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House,  [A,  49,  N.  287,  M.  238],  88, 424 

Naturalizations  see  Bates^Benecke^Fierville 
^LesbaxeiUe—'Rouma^  Verconsin 

Neeld,  Mr.  J. 
Election  Compromiaes,  Com,  moved  for,  305 

New  Cross  Road,  L  2R/  1 ;  Rep.*    1142  ; 

3R.*  1236 

-— -  South  Wales,  c  814  ;  Leave,  680 ;  1R.» 
lb. ;  2R.»  1014 

— "^  Zealand  see  Australia 

NefPcaatle,  Duke  of  ^^ 

Income-Tax,  (Exemption  of  Port igaen). 


NEW.      —        O'COK      {INDEX}       O'CON.        —        PAL. 


NetvcattU  and  DarUngton  Junction  RaUwtn^  see 
Northern  Union 

umkt^Ljfme  Eltelian^    c.    Report, 


422  ;  New  Writ  moved  for,  481, 1240,  QA, 
143,  N.  97,  M.  46],  1258 

HewfinmOsndy  c  814 ;  Leave,  875  s  IR.*  880 ; 
2R.M584 

Newgate  Regulatiom — Syn^hf  with  Criminals^ 
/.  1007;  c.  1023 

Not^IntruMim  see  Church  of  Scotland 

NorroanbT,  Marquess  of 

Borough  Magistrates  (Sanderland),  201,  202, 
203, 204,  252, 259,  260, 266, 267 

Children,  Employment  of,  in  Collieries,  )97i 
198 

Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  977 

Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Biddulph,  348, 252 

Newgate  Regulations— Sympathy  with  Crimi- 
nals, 1012 

Pentonville  Prison,  Com.  973 

Sunday  Travelling  on  Railroads,  1014 

Tipperary,  State  of,  969, 973 

Norreys,  Lord 
Customs'  Acts— The  TariflT— Cattle,  1st  Res. 
646 

Norreys,  Sir  C.  D.  O.  J. 

Ordnance  Estimates,  578 

North  American  Colonial  Auodation  {Ireland)^ 
c.  Rep.'  1238  ;  3R.»  1316  ;  /.  iR.*  1312  ; 
2R  .•  1422 

Northampton,  Marquess  of 
JurisdictioQ  of  Justices,  SR.  977 

Northern  Coal  Mining  Company,  I.  2R.«  1  ; 
Uep.*  195 ;  3R.*  248 ;  Royal  Assent.  475 

— — ^  Umon,  (Newcastle  and  Darlington 
Junction)  Rm/ioay,  c.  Rep.^  4 ;  3R.*  94 ;  /. 
IR.*  195;  2R.*  422;  Rep.»  963;  3R.» 
995 

Norwich,  Bishop  of 
Children,  Employment  of,  in  Collieries,  196, 
197, 198 

Norwich  Railwqsf  ^ee  Yarmouth 

Not  Gwlty,  Plea  of  see  Plea 

Nottingham  Election,  c.  Report,  94  ;  New  Writ 
moved  for,  195,  334, 1429.  [A.  41,  N,  136, 
M.  95],  1448— see  Election  Compromites 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J. 

Income-Tax,  Com.  cl.  94, 234 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.S. 
Customs*  Acta— The  TariflP— Cattle,  Amend. 

720;— Cotton,  1384 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  505 
Excise-Duties  Compounds,  318 
Tipperary,  Outrages  in,  565 

O'Connell,  Mr.  D, 
Belfast  ElectiOD,  1238  ;-New  Writ  moved  for, 


O'Connell,  Mr.  D^—'COHtimied, 

Amend.  1533;— Select  Committee  appointed, 

1609, 1611 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  836 
Churcb-Rates,  Leave,  1634 
Controverted  Elections,  814,  815 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Spirits  (Ireland), 

888,890 
Freemen,  Admission  of,  (Dublin), 206,  207 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  979 
Income-Tax,  The,  3R.  990 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  851 ;— Com* 

moved  for,  863 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  85 
Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

1241 
Newfoundland,  814 ;  Leave,  878 
Provision  Riots  at  Ennis,  1493 
Southampton  Election — Mr.  Wren's  Petition* 

981, 1061;— New  Writ  moved  for,  1079, 1087 
Temperance  Processions  (Ireland),  1425 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R.  1452 

O'Connell,  Mr.  J. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  410 

O'Connell,  Mr.  M.  J. 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  Itt  Res. 
663 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  291 

Medical  Charitien  (Ireland),  687 
Oils  see  Customs*  Acts 
Onions  see  Custom^  Acts 
Ordnance  Estimates,  c.  566 
Ores  see  Customs*  Acts 
Ormesby  Inclosure,  c  Lords  Amends.,  9 

Oswald,  Mr.  J. 
National  Petition— The  Cliarter,  82 

Otley  Road  see  Tadcaster 

Outrages  m  Tipperary  see  Tqfperary 

Paisley  f  Distress  at,  c«  885 

Railway  see  Glasgow 


Pakington,  Mr.  J.  S. 

Election  Proceedings,  427*  503 
Ipswich  Election,  94 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1362 
Public  HoBses,  Com.  add.  eL  1095, 1101 
Thetford  Election,  Report,  94 

Palmer,  Mr.  G. 
Customs'    Acts— The   Tariff,   397;— Onions, 
752;— PoUtoea,  753;— Oils,  891,  898;— 
Leather,  Amend.  1364 

Palmer,  Mr.  R. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  1st  Res. 


PalmerstOD,  Viscount 
Boundary  Question,  564 
Bridport  Election,  962, 963 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  lor,  280 
Ordnance  Estimates,  568, 578 
Slave  Trade,  91 

Syria-Omar  Pacha,  480  ,  by  V^OOQle 
Wages,  Payment  of,  93  o 


Par.         -         PEE.        {INDEX}        PEE.         — 
Parish  Constables,  c.  Rep.*  475 


PLU. 


Property,  I  2R.*  1 ;  Rep.*  195;  3R.* 

321  ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Parker,  Mr.  J. 
Courts  of  Law,  Com.  moved  for,  736 
Customs'   Acts— The    Tariff— Fruit,   733;— 

Iron  Bars,  762 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  603 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cL  1 101 

Parochial  Assessment,  c.  737 

Passengers  Colonial  see  Colonial 

PattTsmCs  Estate,  I.  lR.»   598;    2R.»   763: 
Rep.*  1598 

Patten,  Mr.  J.  W. 

Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Cottons,  1396 
Paupers,  Number  of  see  Distress 

Pecbell,  Captain  G.  R. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tarifi— Fish,  723,  724, 

730 ;— Stones,  1499 
Eastbourne  Union— New  Poor-Law,  192,  194 
Manby,  Captain,  1055 
Ordnance  Estimates,  576,  581 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  448 
Public  Houses,  Recom.  110 ;  cl.  5, 1087, 1088, 

1089    . 
Slave  Trade,  91 
Vessels,  Captured,  1639 

Peckham  Lighting  see  Camberwell 

Peel,  Colonel  J. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cotton,  1378 
Ordnance  Estimates,  581 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R. 
Affghanistan,  686 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1538; 

Select  Committee  appointed,  1610,  1611 
Borough  Magistrates,  170 
Boundary  Question,  566,  1586 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  609 

„ Discovery  of.  Leave,  1272, 

Prosecutions  for,  837 

Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warburton,  561,  562, 

563,946,951,960 
British  Claimants  on  Portugal,  13 
Business  of  the  House,  979 
Church  of  Scotland,  2R.  105,  1585 
Colonial  Passengers,  Report,  583 
Commercial  Relations  with  France,  1019, 1020 
Controverted  Elections,  814 
Customs' Acts— The  Tariff,  351.  405,540:— 

Si'^^jJ*^'  ^^^'  ^*^5  >«t  ^^  ^^^  687, 
688,  689,  690,  705,  709,711,  712,715:- 
Flsh,  723,  724,  726,  727,  728,  729  j-Frilit, 
25?  '"^f^""'  739;-Butter,  741  ;-Chee8e, 
l^'  JL^'"::^'®*— ^^PP«»"'  755;— Iron 
Bars,  762 ;— Spirits  (Ireland),  890,  894, 998  ; 
—Timber,  904,  907.  908,  1304,  1311;— 
Silk,  1456, 1463, 1465;-Coals,  1491,  14^; 
-Coffee,  1504,  1507;-Tea,  1510;l^oals, 
lojZ 

Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  1667 
Distress— Number  of  Paupers,  482 :— of  the 
Country,  Com,  moved  for,  1646, 1648 


Peel.  Right  Hon.  Sir  fL-^continued. 
East  India  Company,  Advances  to  the,  985, 

1020, 1021 
Election  Compromises,  217;  Com.  moved  for, 

284,  291 ,  305,  307,  425,  426,  427, 492,  499 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  1592, 1593, 1595 
Elliott,  Captain— Texas,  12,  686 
Income-Tax,  Com.  cl.  96,   237,    238,    239; 

add.  cl.  246,  247  ;  Report,  add.  cl.  311,318 ; 

3R.  986,  989, 1040 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  606.  844,  868 
Manby,  Captain,  1054, 1055 
Mexico,  Blockade  of  the  Coast  of,  1426,  1490 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  63,  76 
Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

1256 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  for,  337,341, 

1443,  1448 
Ordnance  Estimates,  576,  577 
Paisley,  Distress  at,  886,  887, 888 
Provision  Riots  at  Ennis,  1493 
Queen,   Attempt  to   Assassinate    the,    991 ; 

Address,  1015 
Rules  of  the  House,  512 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Wren's  Petition, 

981,  984,  1588;— Personation  of  Electors, 

1058 ;— New  Writ  moved  for,  1076, 1085 
Sugar  Duties,  1224 
Syria— Omar  Pacha,  480, 481 
Warner,  Mr.,  his  Invention,  560 
Witnesses,  Indemnity  of,  2R.  880 

Peerage  Pedigree  Evidence,  I.  \K*  1118 ;  2R.* 
1466 

Pendarves,  Mr.  E.  W.  W. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Ores  —  Copper, 
760  ^^ 

Penryn  and  Falmouth  Election  Petition,  c 
Report,  5— see  Election  Compromises 

Pentonville  Prison,  c.  Rep,*  422 ;  3R.'  583 ; 
/.  1R.»  598;  2R.  883;  Com.  973:  Rep. 
tft.;3R.»995 

Perpetuating,  Testimony,  /.  lR.»  1118;  2R.* 
1466;  Rep.*  1598 

Personation  of  Electors  see  Southampton  Elec- 
tion 

Perth  Prison,  c.  l.R*  1423 ;  2R.»  1529 ;  Rep.* 
1584 

Petty  Sessions  see  Speaal 

Philips,  Mr.  M. 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cheese,  Amend. 
747,  751 ;— Iron  Bars,  762 ;— Cottons,  1389, 
1395  ' 

Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cl.  1098 

Piers  see  Bumtisland-^DeptJbrd-^Granton 

Gravesend 

Pilkington's  Estate,  L  iR.*  195;  2R.»  321 

Placard  Issued  at  Manchester,  c.  1154 

Plea  of  Not  Guilty,  /.  1515 

Plumptre,  Mr.  J.  P. 
Church  Patronage,  (Scotland),  2R.  102 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Fruit,  733 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  39^ 
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Plumridge,  Captain  J.  H. 
Election  Compromises,  212, 224 ;  Com.  moved 
for,  231 

Polhill,  Captain  F. 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1537 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  1648, 

1649 
Manslaughter,  2R.  1387 

Pollington,  Viscount 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  492, 
496 

Pollock,  Sir  F.  see  Attorney  General,  The 

Poor  Law  Ccmnmwn,  c.  415;  Leave,  427; 
iR.*  454,  1153,  1586— see  Eastbourne  • 
Medical  Officers—Parochial  Assessment 

■  Commissioners  (Ireland),  /.  963 

Portnian,  Lord 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the.  Address, 
997 
Portvgalp  British  Claimants  on,  see  British 
Potatoes^  see  Customs'  Acts 
Preserving  Evidence  on  Pedigrees,  see  Peerage 
Preston  RaUvjinf,  see  Bolton 
Primrose  Hill,  c  IR.*  686 
Prisons,  see  PentonviUe^Perth^Queen's 
Privilege,  see  Divisions^Maynooth 
Prize  Money,  Distribution  of,  see  Slave^Trade 
Property-Tax,  see  Income-Tax 
Prosecutions  for  Bribery,  see  Bribery 

Protheroe,  Mr.  E. 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  1660 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1363 

Prooiskm  Riots  at  Ennis,  c  1493 

Public  Business,  see  Business 

Houses,  c.  Re-com.  110;  el  5,  1087 ; 

add  cL  (Mr.  B.  Wood)  1090  [A.  23,  N.  59, 
M.  36],  1094  ;  2nd  add  cL  (Mr.  Pakington) 
1095  [A.  7,  N.  110,  M.  1031,  1102;  3rd, 
addd.  (Alderman  Thompson)  1103  fA.  27, 
N.  69,  M.  42],  1104;  Rep.*  1152;  3R.* 
1584 

Punishment  of  Death,  see  Death 

Pusey,  Mr.  P. 

Customs'  Acts-The  Tariff- Cattle,  689,  691, 
714 
Quebec,  Bishop  of,  c.  1239— see  Canada 

Cbteen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  I.  977 ;  c. 
993;  /.Address,  995;  c.  1014;  /.1056; 
c.  Answer  to  Address,  ib,;  /.  1118 

s  Letter,  L  685,765.1238, 1313;  c.  1386 

•s  Prism,  L  Rep.*  1 ;  3R.*  195;  Royal 


Assent^  995 


Radnor,  Earl  of 
Corn-Laws— Public  Distress,  1599 
Income-Tax,  Com.  1513 
National  Distress,  1136, 1138 
Queen's  Letter—Distress,  1314 

Railway  TraoeUing,  I.  599,  675;  c.  738;  I. 
977, 1013 

Railways,  see  Birmingham-^  Bolton— Bristol^^ 
CheUenham  —  Dundee  —  Glasgow  —  Great 
North  of  England  —  Liverpool —  London  — 
Northern  Union  —  Saundersfoot— Sheffield — 
StanhopeStockton— Thames  Haven— War- 
wick—  Yarmouth 

Reading  Election,  c.  271— see  Election  Com- 
promises 

Redbum  Bridge  Road,  see  Glasgow 

Redesdale,  Lord 
Borough  Magistrates  (Sunderland),  204 
Hops,  Dutv  on,  459 
Income-Tax,  Com.  1513 

Redington,  Mr.  T.  N. 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1541 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  1595 
Southampton  Election  Committee,  Report,  205 ; 

—Mr.  Wren's  Petition,  981,   1061 ;— New 

Writ  moved  for,  1086 
Spirits  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  598 
Sudbury,  Disfranchisement   of.  Leave,  343; 

2R.  1105, 1106 

Registration  of  Voters,  c.  Leave^  875 

Richmond,  Duke  of 

Income-Tax,  685 

Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  976 

National  Distress,  Com.  moved  for,  1138 

Newgate  Regulations— Sympathy  with  Crimi- 
nals, 1011 

Pentonville  Prison,  2R.  884 

Queen's  Letter,  The,  775 

TariflF,  The— Cattle,  598,  599,  677, 680, 683, 
684 

Riots,  see  Proviaon  Riots 

Ripon,  Earl  of 
Income-Tax  (Exemption  of  Foreigners),  464 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  686,  766, 773,  1315 
Railway  Travelling,  675 
TariflF,  The— Cattle,  678,  684 

Roads,  see  Aberdeenshire — Argyll — Ashby-de- 
la-Zouch  — Blackburn — Bolton — Bromyard — 
Bumtislandr^Camlmshmg  —Carbw^Church 
Stretton —  Dunddk^-Ferrybridge — Glasgow 
— Haddingtonshire  —  Hinckley—  Holywell-^ 
Kington  —  Kirkintilloch  — Lmcdn-^Market 
Harborough—New  CrossSlug— Stourbridge 
— Surrey —  Tadcaster —  TumpSke 

Roasted  Malt,  see  Malt 

Roche,  Mr.  E.  B. 
Customs'  Acte— The  Tariff,    395;— Cattle, 
610,  615,  616 

Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A. 
Bribery  at  BlectioM^JI^^/Oj^e^gle 
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Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A. — contiwHed*  \ 

firibery  at  Elections,  Difcovery  of,  Leave,  1279 
Bridport  Election,  1113,  1114,  1115,  1116 
Customs'  Actt— The  TariflT— Timber,  Amend. 

1280 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Com.  ch 

1,589 
Election  Compromises,  209, 21 1 ,  213,213,  214, 

315,  316,  817;    Com.  mored  for,  218,  292, 

233,  371,  279,  299,  304,  305,  425.  427,  482, 

483,  493,  500.  509 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  607,  846 
Merchant  and  Factor.  Law  of,  Com.  597 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  52 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

334,343,1431,1439 
Pentonville  Prison,  3R.  584 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cL  1096,  1098 
Sugar  DuUes,  Amend.  1163, 1175, 1316 
Witnesses,  Indemnity  of,  2R.  880,881  ;  3R. 

1450, 1454 

RollestoD,  Colonel  L. 
Nottingham,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1447 

Roman  Catholic  Won/tip  ( India),  l.  33a 

Rats  and  Cromarty  Court  Housei,  c.  Rep.*  884  ; 
3R.*  1316;  I.  1R.»1312 

Rmtma's  Nattaralitatim,  /.  IR.*  675,  963; 
2R.*1142;  Rep.»  1236;  3R/  1313;  c. 
1R.M423;  2R.*  1529 

Rous,  Hon.  Captain  H.  J. 
Public  Hootcti  Re-oom.  1 10,  1 1 1  >  c/.  £,  1088 ; 
arftfc/..  1090,1097.1104 

Royal  Exchange  Avenues^  %^  London  Bridge 
Approaches 

Rudyerd's  Ettate^  I IR/  763 ;  2R/  963 

Rida  of  the  HoutCt  c.  512 

Rundle,  Mr.  J. 
iDCome-Tax^  Com«  eL  96, 839 

Rushbrooke,  Colonel  R. 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  601, 943, 861 
Maynooth  College — Privilege.  351 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  2R«  1106 

Russell,  Mr.  C. 
Election  Compromises,  21 1 

RusBell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J. 
BelfiMt  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1541 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Discovery  of.  Leave,  1260^ 

1373, 1274, 1491 

■  ■,  Prosecutions  for,  837>  832 
Bridport  Eleetion,  948 
Boroutfb  Magistrates,  187, 134, 150, 180 
Chitrch^Rates,  Letve,  1630 
Commerctil  Relations  with  France,  1030 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  407,548  ;— Cattle* 

616,651,703,714;-Flsh,  730 {—Fruit,  733  j 

—Butter.  740,  743;— Oils,   896  ;— Coals, 

1491, 1579 
Bast-India  CompAiiy,  Advances  to  tlie,  985 
Election  Compromises,  Con*  movfd  for,  288| 

425,  427, 493,  504 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  1590, 1593 
Inoone-Tai  Tbt,  dlt,  993 


Rus^sell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J« — continued, 

Ipdwich,  New  Writ  for,  605, 844 

National  Petition— The  Charter,  70 

Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  nMved  for, 
481,  1258 

Poor- Law  Commission,  443, 1586 

Queen.  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  994 ;  Ad- 
dress. 1017 

Southampton  Election — Personation  of  Electors, 
1058 

Sugar  Duties.  1211, 1231 

Rutherfiird,  Mr.  A. 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland)  2R.  107 

5/.  Briavel'M  Smtdl  Debts,  c.  2R.*  884  ;  Rep.» 
1490;  Com,*  1584;  Rep.*  1609 

St.  Oeorge,  Mr.,  see  Magktracy  (Ireland) 

St,  Pancras  Improvement,  c.  Rep.*  1152  ;  3R,» 
1238;  /.  1R.»  1236;  2R/  1422;  Rep.* 
1466 ;  3R.»  1598 

Si.  PhUip'i  Bridge  {Brklol)^  L  «R.»  195 ;  Rep.* 
995 ;  3R.*  1056 

Salmon  Fisheries  ^Scotland),  (No.  2),  c.  3R.* 
94  ;  Rep.*  422;  Re-com.  [o,q.  A.  88,  N. 
20,  M.  68],  1386,  1584 

SaltcoaU  Harbour,  c.  Rep.*  978 

Sandon,  Viscount 

Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1532 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Diseorery  of^  Leave,  1379 
Bridport  Election,  1115 
Customs*  Acts-^The  Tariff,  411 ;— Cattle,  715, 

719  ^Timber,  906,  1993 ;— Cotton,  1366  ; 

—Coffee,  Amend.  1506, 1508 
Ormesby  Inclosnre,  Lords  Amends.  12 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  453 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cL  1 101 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  SR.  1106 

Saundersfbot  Harbour,  L  2R.«  1 ;  Rep.»  1118 ; 
3R.*  1142 

RaUu)ay,  L  3R.»  248 ;  R«p/  455 ; 

3R.*  475 ;  Royal  Assent,  995 

Sdiriett,  Hon.  R.  C. 
Borough  Magistrates,  163 

Scotland,  see  Administration  of  Justice — Church 
— Salmon  Fisheries 

Scott,  Hon.  F. 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  Ut  Res. 


Scrope,  Mr.  G.  P. 
Income-Tax,  Com.  cL  95,  335 

Severn  Navigation,  I,  Royal  Assent,  475 

Seyroour,  Lord 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  865 

Shaftesburv,  Ear!  of 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assaishiate  the,  Address, 
998, 999 

Shannon,  Improvement  ofthe^  c.  416 
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Shaw,  Right  Hod.  F. 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  1530, 

1542 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff,  412 
Eeclenaatical  Corporations  Leasing,  Com.  c/.  1, 

Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  448 
Shaw*s  EUate  see  Ceu 
Sheffield,  Ashian>'Under''Lyne,  and  Manchetter 

Kuihoay,  L  Rep/  1  ;  3R.«  195  ;  Royal  As- 

sent,  475 

Sheil,  Right  Hon.  R.  L. 

Custom**  Acta— The  TVinir,  409 
Election  Compromise?,  Com.  moved  for,  298 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Biddiilph,  270 
Maynooth  CoIJege-^Privilege,  342,  343,  512 

Sherhome\  Lord,  Estete,  /.  lR.»  1118  ;  2R.» 
1236 

Siblhorp,  Colonel  D.  L.  W. 
Borough  Magistrates,  154 
Customs*  Acta^The  Tariff,  400 
Income-Tax,  Com. add,  cL  243,  247 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  340 
Sugar  Duties,  1233 

Silk,  see  Cuttonu' Ad$ 

Slave  Trade,  c  91 ;— /.  DUtrHnaian  of  Prize 
Money,  1599 

-^_  Abolition  {Argentine  Confedera- 
tion), c,  1R.»  1056;  2R*  1238;  Rep,' 
1385;  ZR*  1423;  /.  iR.*  1466 


Suppreition  (Hayti),  c.  1R.»  1056 ; 

2R.»  1238 ;  Rep.*  1385  ,-  3R.*  1423 ;  /. 
1R.»  1466 

TVeaiies,  c.   iR*   1056 ;    2R.^ 


1238;   Rep.*  1385;    3R.*   1423;  /.   lR.» 
1466 
—  Vessels  Captured,  c.  1639 

Slug  Roads,  c.  Rep.«  559  ;  3R.»  600;  /.  lR.» 
598 ;  2R.»  763  ;  Rcp.»  963 ;  3R.*  995 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  R.  V. 
Borough  Magistntes,  165 
Customs*  Acta— The  Tariff— Cassava  Powder, 

722 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  507 
Newgate  RegulatioDs— 'Sympathy  with  Crimi- 
nals, 1023 

Smvthe,  Hon.  G.  A.  P.  S. 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  835 


Soap  Duties,  Drawback,  I.  Rep.*  1 ;  3R.^ 
Royal  Atseot,  475 


195; 


Solicitor-General,  The,  (Sir  W.  W.  Follett) 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  824 
Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 
1249 

Somerset,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  C.  H. 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  3R.  add.cl.  7 

Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Election  Compromiaes,  Com.  moved  for,  483, 
491 


South  Metropolitan  Gas,  e.  Rep.*  422,  475  • 
3R.»  559  ;  /.  1R.»  553;  2R.*  763;  Rep.» 
1118;  3R.*1142 

Southampton  Election  Committee,  c.  Report, 
205, 1612 ;— JVcio  Writ  mouedfor,  207, 1061; 
—Mr.  Wrens  Petition,  979,  1586;— Per- 
sanation  of  Electors,  1057 ;  Com.  moved 
for,  1613 

*s  Lord,  Estate,  I.  IR.*  1466 

Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  c.  3R.  add.  cl. 
[A.  187,  N.  31,  M.  156],  8;  /.  IR.  195 

Speaker,  The,  (Right  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefevre) 
Borough  Magistrates,  190 
Bridport  Election — Mr.  Warburton,  561 
Church  of  Scotland,  1585 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  1651 
Divisions— Privilege,  1312 
Eastbourne  Union— New  Poor-Law,  192 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  215, 

216,304,486,491.492,509 
National  Petition,  The,  424 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  1014, 1056 
Rules  of  the  House,  512 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Wren's  Petition, 

980, 983  ;— New  Writ  moved  for,  1071 

Special  Petty  Sessions,  c.  2R.  94;  Motion 
Negatived,  97 

limits  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  597 — see 
Customs*  Acts 

Spiritual  Corporation  Leases,  tee  Ecclesiaitical 

Stanhope  and  Tyne  RaUway,  /.  Royal  Assent, 
475 

Stanley,  Mr.  W.  O. 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  839 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff*^-Cattle,  lat  Res. 

650,696 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  605,  607 
Quebec,  Bishop  of,  1239 
Southampton,    New  Writ  moved    for,    208; 

Amend.  1065,  1086;— Mr.  Wren's  PeUtion, 

980,  1586,  1588;— Report,  1612;— vCom. 

moved  for,  1613 
Welsh  Cireoita,  564 

Stanley,  Right  Hon.  Lord 
Bridport  Election,  955 
Colonial  Passengers,  Report,  582,  583 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  409, 531 ;— Cottons, 

1374,  1378, 1384, 1385 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations,  Leasing,  Com*  el,  1 , 

593 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  294 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  854 
New  Soiilb  Wales,  814 ;  Leave,  880 
Newfoundland,  814;  Leave,  875, 880 

Stansfield,  Mr.  W.  R.  C. 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff^Woo],  1419 

Stewart,  Mr.  P.  M. 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  103,   106, 

115 
Customs'  Acta— The  Tariff-^Tiaiber,  Amend. 

1292.  1293 
Sugar  Dutlet,  1210, 1219     by  ^OOglC 
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Stocktm  and  Hartlepool  Railway,  c.  Rep,«  269, 
686;  3R.-  884;  /.  1R.»  881 ;  2R.*  1236 

Stones,  see  Custorm'  Acts 

Stourbridge  Roadi,  c.  Rep.«  1238 ;  3R.*  1584  ; 
/.IR.*  1598 

Straw  Bats,  see  Customs'  Acts 

Strult,  Mr.  E. 
Borough  Magistrates,  189, 190 
Customs'  Actft— The  Tariff— Silk,  1459 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  490, 
491 

Stuart,  Mr.  W.  V, 
Wages,  Payment  of.  Appointment  of  Committee, 
319 

Sudbury,  DisfranchisemerU  of,  c.  Leave,  343; 
IR/  351,  1018;  2R.  1105,  1385;  Rep.» 
1584 

■  Improvement,  c.  Rep.*  1238 ;  3R.*  1609 

Sugm'  Duties,  c.  1155;  Mr.  Roebuck's  Amend. 

.  1162rA.18,N,59,M.41],1175;  Mr.Labou- 
chere^s  Amend.  1176  QA.  164,  N.  245,  M. 
81],  1233;  1R.»1316;  2R.*  1385;  Rep.* 
1490;  3R.*  1529  ;  I.  iR*  1584;  2R.*  1598 

Sunday  Traffic  on  Canals,  L  763;  — on  RaiL 
roadSf  977, 1013 

Sunderland  Magistrates  see  Borough 

Supply  see  Ordnance 

Surrey  and  Sussex  Roads,  c.  2R.*  884 

Sutton,  Hon.  J.  H.  T.  M. 

Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  el,  1091, 1093 

Sydney,  Viscount 
Townsbend  Peerage,  The,  553 ;  Com.  moved 
for,  557,  559 

Syitxpathy  with  Criminals  see  Newgate 

iSjfrio— Oilier  Pacha,  c.  480 ;  /.  1515, 1607 

Tadcaster  and  Otley  Road,  c.  2R.*  475  ;  Rep.* 
978;  3R.^  1014;  /.  IR.'  1118 

Tariff,  The,  I  598,  677— see  CuMtoms'  Acts 

Toy  Ferries,  c  2R.*  813 ;  Rep.*  1238 

Tea  see  Customs^  Acts 

Temperanu  Processions  (Ireland),  c.  1424 

TeUimony  Perpetuating  see  Perpetuating 

Texas  see  Mliott,  Ccptain—'Mexico 

Thames  Haven  Dock  and  RaUwcof,  c.  Rep.* 
1152  ;  3R.»  1238;  U  IR.*  1236 

Tbesiger,  Mr.  F. 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  830 

Thetford  Election,  c.  Report,  94 

Thompson,  Alderman  W. 

Public  Houses,  Com.  add,  cl.  1 103 

T%urstonf  John  see  Ipswich  Election 
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Ihnber  Ships,  Overloading  of,  I,  Rep.*  1 ;  3R.* 
195;  Royal  Assent,  475 

I'rade,  c.  269— see  Customs*  Acts 


Tmoerary,  Outrages  in,  c.  565 ;  L  882,  964  ;«^ 
Special  Commission,  1513 

Tithes,  Commutation  of,  c.  Leave,  597 ;  IR.* 
ib.;  2R.»  884;  Rep.*  1152 ;  3R.  1583;  L 
IR.*  1584 

Torrington,  Great,  Market,  /.2R.*  195  ;  Rep.* 
321 ;  3R.*  422  ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Townshend  Peerage,  The,  L  553  ;  Com.  moved 
for,  557 

Toxteth  Park,  Paving  and  Sewerage,  c.  Rep., 
813;  3R.*  884;  /.  iR.*  881;  2R.*  995; 
Rep.*  1422 

-  (No.  2), 


c.  IR.*  1490 ;  2R.*  1529 

Truck  ^stem,  The^Frduds  of  MamifaUwrm 
see  Wages,  Payment  of 

TuUoch's  Estate  {Davidson*s),  I.  Rep.*  1598 

Turner,  Mr.  E. 
Customs'  Act— The  Tariff— Cattle,  719;— 

Ores — Co|)pcr,  Amend.  756 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  1359 
Poor- Law  Commission,  Leave,  454 

Turnpike  Roads  {Ireland),  c  3R.*  4;  /.  iR.* 
195;  2R.»  675;  Rep.*  763;  3R.*  881; 
Royal  Assent,  995 

Tweeddak's  Marqueu  of,  Estate,  I.  IR.*  1598 

7>iM!  Fisheries,  c.  Rep.»  686 ;  3R.*  813  ;  /. 
lR.»  881;  2R.*  995;  Rep.*  1142;  3R.» 
1236 

— -  RaUway  see  Stanhope 

United  States  see  Boundary  Question 
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